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HANSARD'S 

PARLIAMENTARY  DEBATES, 

In  the  Third  Session  of  the  Fourteenth 
Parliament  op  the  United  Kingdom  of  Great 
Britain  and  Ireland,  appointed  to  meet  11  Novem* 

BER,    1841,    AND    FROM    THENCE    CONTINUED    TILL   2    FEBRUARY, 

IN  THE  Sixth   Year  of 


HER  MAJESTY  QUEEN  VICTORIA. 


FOURTH  VOLUME  OF  THE  SESSION. 


HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 

Tuesday,  May  9, 1843. 

Ifiinms.]    Nbw    Mxmrbr  Swomt.— The  Lord  Ross- 
more,  on  the  death  of  his  Father. 
Bills.    PubOc—S*-  and  passed:  Copyhold  and  Customary 
Tenure  Act  Amendment. 

Received  the  RoytU  Assent, — ^Exchequer  Bills. 

Prl»aie.—l*-  Berwick-upon-Tweed  Corporation. 

2*-     Preston   Waterworlu;    Neath    Harbour  t    Newport 
(Monmouth)  Gas. 

Beeeived  the  Royal-  Assent,  —  Manchester  Corporation  : 
Cramford  and  High  Peak  Railway;  Hungerford  and 
Lambeth  Suspension  Bridge;  Ipsvrich  Docks;  Brighton 
and  Hove  Gw ;  Imperial  Continental  Gas ;  St.  Helen's 
Wateiwoiks;  Bfarkenhead  Cemetery ;  Schoolmasten^  Wi- 
dow's Fund  (Scotland) ;  Trentham  Roads ;  Charlwood 
Indosttie ;  Great  (Sransden  Indosure. 
Pbtitiohb  Prjmbittkd.  By  Lord  Redesdale,  ftom  Coal 
Mines  fai  Fife,  agahist  the  Mfaies  and  Collieries  Act- 
By  the  Duke  of  Rutland,  from  Ashby-de-la-Zouch, 
and  Fxamland,  against  the  Union  of  the  Sees  of  St. 
Asaph  and  Bangor. — ^From  Milford,  and  Belper,  tat  the 
Total  and  Immediat<e  Rqpeal  of  all  C<nrn  and  Provisicm 
Laws,  and  for  Free  Trade. — From  Carlisle,  against  the 
Bankruptcy  Law  Amendment  Act«— From  the  General 
Assembly  of  Scotland,  for  Measures  to  settle  the  Sootdi 
Chnrdi  Qoertioik 


REPEAL  OF  THE  UNION.]     The 
Earl  of  Roden  rose,  pursuant  to  the 
notice  be  gare  last  nighty  that  it  was  his  in- 
ten  turn  to^aak  a  question  of  her  Majesty*  s 
Goreromen^with  respect  to  the  excitement 
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which  prevailed  in  almost  every  part  of  Ire- 
land on  the  subject  of  the  union,  to  carry  that 
intention  into  effect.  He  trusted  that  be 
might  be  allowed,  considering  the  great 
importance  of  the  subject,  to  preface  bis 
proposition  with  a  few  observations  re- 
specting what  he  must  call  the  awful  sub- 
ject of  the  repeal  of  the  union.  Nothing 
but  the  importance  of  the  subject  could 
warrant  him  in  taking  up  the  time  of  their 
Lordships  with  any  considerations  con. 
nected  with  the  notice  which  he  had  given, 
and  he  apprehended  there  were  few  or  none 
of  their  Lordships  then  present  who  were 
not  in  some  decree  acquainted  with  the 
excitement  wbich  exists,  and  which  had 
existed  for  a  considerable  period  in  Ireland 
on  the  subject  of  the  repeal  of  the  union. 
The  great  cause  of  this  excitement  was  the 
assembling  together  in  diiferent  parts  of 
the  country  of  immense  masses  of  the 
people,  and  those  assemblies  being  ad- 
dressed by  demagogues,  and  he  regretted 
to  say,  addressed  by  Romish  priests  in 
language  the  most  seditious  and  the  most 
violent  —  language  which,  he  must  say^ 
tended  to  inflame  the  minds  of  the  people, 
and  tended  to  nourish  in  them  a  hatred 
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towards  England,  and  towards  the  con- 
nection with  this  coontiy.  Sacfa  of  their 
Lordships  as  had  not  witnessed  these 
effects  2is  he  had,  could  not  conceire  the 
conspiracy — ^he  must  call  it  a  conspiracy 
— could  not  conceive  the  extent  of  the  con- 
spiracy, nor  the  Fiolenoe  and  indmidatton 
which  at  present  prevailed  in  erery  part 
of  Ireland.  He  was  aware  that  he  was 
speaking  strongly  on  this  subject ;  but 
he  was  anxious  to  speak  so;  it  was  his 
duty,  and  his  duty  earnestly  to  bring  the 
subject  under  their  Lordships'  notice.  He 
was  anxious  to  state  the  truth,  the  whole 
truth  and  nothing  bat  the  truth,  to  de- 
mand the  attention  and  obtain  the  assist- 
ance and  support  which  he  had  a  right  to 
ask  from  her  Majesty's  Goremment.  He 
had  lately  come  m>m  that  part  of  the 
country,  and  such  a  state  of  things  as  now 
existed  in  Ireland  he  never,  in  the  whole 
course  of  his  life,  which  was  now  not  a 
short  one,  was  acquainted  with.  The 
people  of  Ireland  entertained  very  generally 
feelings  of  alarm  and  distrutt,  such  as 
amongst  the  loyal  part  of  the  people  of  that 
country  he  had  never  known  before  under 
similar  circumstances.  That  distrust  and 
alarm  did  not  arise  from  the  violence  and 
threats  of  demagogues,  for  they  could  meet 
those  threats  as  they  had  met  similar 
threats  before,  but  it  arose  from  a  circum- 
stance to  which  he  lamented  to  refer,  bat 
which  he  felt  it  his  duty  to  refer  tOj  aad 
that  was  the  silence  ixiA  the  apparent 
apathy  of  the  Goftmment  while  these 
proceedings  were  going  oo»  procatdings 
entirely  sobversive  of  the  peace  and  pros- 
perity of  the  country.  No  one  would 
renture  to  suppose  that  her  Majesty's 
Government  were  not  roost  anxicHis  to  put 
ao  end  to  the  growing  evil  and  to  the  baioe- 
fill  criflses  which  must  result  from  it,  but 
the  loyal  subjects  of  her  Mi^ieaty  bad  a 
right  to  hare  some  mark  and  sign  of  opin- 
ion oi  the  Government,  and  tome  decUui^ 
tion  that  it  would  support  these  who  were 
anxious  to  nuuntatn  toe  public  traoauillity. 
They  had  a  right  to  require  that  tne  Go- 
Ternment  should  exprna  their  determine 
alioo  to  uphold  the  integrity  of  the  empire. 
He  aiuld  sssure  their  Lordships  that  the 
loyalty  of  a  large  portion  of  the  people  of 
Ireland  was  as  sound  and  as  pure  aa  ever 
It  was  at  any  period.  He  did  not  coo- 
fine  that  remark  to  the  Protestant  popu- 
lation, but  many  of  the  Roman  Catholics 
he  knew  deprecated  tlie  present  system 
of  agitation,  though  lie  lainentcil  to  say, 
in  All  V  of  them  had  been  compelled  to  join 


the  cry  through  intimidation,  and  Dot  fron 
any  good  will.  His  countrymen  he  could 
assure  their  Lordships  were  as  loyal  as 
ever  they  were,  and  he  could  answer  par- 
ticularly for  the  people  of  Ulster,  with 
whom  he  was  more  immediately  connected, 
that  they  were  as  willing  to  perform  that 
for  their  country  in  1843,  which  they  per- 
formed so  successfully  in  1 798 ;  but  in 
order  to  brins  this  to  a  successful  termin- 
ation, they  demanded  and  reouired,  aad 
had  a  right  to  look  for  the  cordial  co-oper- 
ation of  her  Majesty's  Government.  The 
circumstances  in  which  they  were  now 
placed  with  respect  to  this  cry  fer  the  Re- 
peal of  the  Union  were  much  more  serious 
than  at  any  former  period.  The  difiereoce 
between  the  eril  in  1830,  when  the  Go- 
vernment met  the  cry  with  firmness  and 
determination,  and  the  prennt  time  was 
that  then  the  cry  of  repeal  was  supported 
only  by  demagogues  and  ooe  particular 
class  of  persons ;  at  that  period  he  believed 
there  was  not  a  single  Roman  Catholic 
priest,  nor  one  Roman  Catholic  bishop  who 
was  in  favour  of  it ;  but  now  it  was  fisr 
otherwise;  and,  therefore,  as  the  danger 
was  so  much  the  greater j,  it  required  ten- 
fold energy  to  put  it  down.  If  the  former 
Goremment  exhibited  firmness  a»d  deter- 
mination to  oppose  the  Ropeal  of  the 
Union,  it  became  the  present  Uovernmeot, 
as  a  true  friend  to  Ireland,  to  state  its 
opinion  and  avow  its  determination  to 
maintain  the  integritT  of  the  empire.  In 
the  drcumstanoe  to  wnich  he  had  referred 
1830,  when    a  noble    Friend    of  his 
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(the  Marquess  of  Aofffeaey)  was  Lord 
lieutenant  of  Ireland,  though  at  that  time 
the  Coercion  Act  was  in  existence,  his 
noble  Friend  conceived  the  agitation  for 
the  Repeal  of  the  Unioo  waa  a  subject  of 
pararoooot  importaoee,  and  he  iMied  a 
proclamation  to  put  ao  end  to  the  agita- 
tioo.  The  Governmeot  of  that  period 
with  which  he  fSoitnd  no  fkolt.  followed  up 
the  same  coorae  in  1831.  The  act  of  the 
Lord-lieutenant  waa  described  by  some 
persons  as  unconstitutional,  but  it  was  de- 
fended by  Lord  Althorp  in  the  House  of 
Commons,  and  defended  in  that  House. 
In  1831  Lord  Althorp  expressed  himself 
OQ  the  subject,  in  reply  to  Mr.  O'Gorman 
Mahon,  in  the  following  manner,  and  he 
earnestly  begged  the  attention  of  their 
Lordships  to  Lord  AHhorp's  bngoage:— 

*'  The  ease  with  respect  to  the  Government 
is  tbis ;  the  lioo.  Member  foe  Waterford,  has, 
it  is  w^l  known,  been  fteitrng  so  niucb  disooa- 
lent  in  Ireland — has  been  kcepwg  op  what 
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be  calb  agitalion  in  Ihat  countrjr — that  al 
though  the  conclusion  of  every  <pee«li,  how. 
>*er  violent  or  inflammatory,  hai  \tiet\  ati 
Bdvice  to  hii  Btidilois  to  be  obedient  lo  the 
tatri,  ii  rami  be  eridiDt  to  every  uDprejudlGatl 
'  man  who  hM  Mad  IhoBB  apeeahej,  or  who  ha^ 
muked  the  coune  which  (he  hon.  Membei 
hu  been  punuing,  that  his  language  and  con. 
duct  has  had  but  one  tendency, — namely,  lo 
incite  to  insurrection  and  rebellion  throughoui 
■he  country.  I  repeat  It,  their  direct  ten. 
deDcy  hu  been  as  1  describe  it.  What,  I  ask, 
hM  been  Iha  avowed  object  of  (he  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Walerford't  agitalion)  To  obli ' 
Repeal  of  the  Union.  I  would  bee  to 
any  roan,  who  has  considered  what  the  Repeat 
of  the  Union  mu^it  produce,  whether  it  doe^ 
tiot  become  the  duly  of  Govemmetit  to  em- 
ploy etery  meani  in  Iheir  power  to  prevent 
the  aceompliihtnanl  of  an  object  which  must 
direcily  lead  lo  an  entire  separation  of  ibe 
two  countries.  Sir,  I  trust  that  those  who 
seek  for  a  Repeat  of  the  Union  will  not  suc- 
ceed. If  they  do  succeed  it  must  be  by  suc- 
cessful war,  and,  from  the  spirit  of  my  coun- 
trymen, I  hold  that  10  be  Impossible.  The 
hon.  Member  haa  made  allusion  to  such  an 
eitretnity.  I  tell  him  that  no  man  enlerlalDs 
>  greater  horror  of  war  than  1  do  ;  and  of  all 
dMcriptions  of  war  I  think  a  civil  war  is  most 
to  be  dreaded.  But,  Sir,  I  also  tell  him,  that 
even  civil  war  itself  would  be  preferable  lo 
Ihe  dismerolwrment  and  destruction  of  the  em- 

Klre.  I  have  felt  it  my  duty  to  state  thus 
lirty  and  boldly  what  are  the  views  of  her 
HaJMIjr'i  doTemraeht  on  tbli  momentous 
•utjni." 

Such  was  the  bold  «iid  manly  language 
of  Lord  Althorp,  Tbe  noble  LOnt'i  speech 
'on  that  occation  was  responiled  to  by  tbe 
then  Leader  of  the  OppoBition,  his  right 
hon.  Friend,  who  was  now  the  First  Mi- 
nister  of  tlie  Crown,  and  to  the  Speech  of 
his  right  hon.  Frieni),  lie  would  beg  leave 
now  to  refer,  in  conlirniatlon  of  tvhat  was 
•aid  by  Lord  Altborp,  Sir  Robert  Peel 
«tid,— 

"Since  Ihe  question  has  been  agitated,  it 
beeofflei  every  man  who  lakes  a  lead  in  the 
discussions  of  ihls  House  (o  come  forward  and 
declare  whether  he  has  or  has  not  irrevocably 
mode  up  his  mind  to  stand  by  ihe  executive 
gnverament — whether  he  lui  or  has  not  de- 
termined  at  all  baiards  to  maintain  Ihe  legis- 
laltve  union  of  the  two  couniriss,  and  to  pre- 
Teot  tbe  dismemberment  of  Ihe  empire.  This 
it  now  the  domestic  (|uestion  of  paramount 
importance.  I  should  he  ashamed  of  myself 
fl  1  4td  not  cMtt  into  oblivion  all  party  poliii- 
ehl  fetlinci  which  may  have  existed  between 
MyMl^and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  oppoiiie. 
I  should  b«  athatned  of  myself  if  1  did  nol 
MSI  then  aside,  and,  without  hesitation,  ex- 
pffn  a  MeUy  detenu  in  at  ton,  by  nil  the  means 
Hi  my  pMKr,  to  ntppoR  the  King's  (Jovem- 


menl  in  every  extremity  of  maintaining  invio> 
late  the  union  with  Iretirnd.  It  is  the  duty  of 
tbe  Government,  even  In  the  dreadful  extre- 
mity to  which  the  noble  Lord  has  alluded,  the 
extremity  of  a  civil  war,  to  prevent  a  dismanO' 
berroeni  of  the  empire.  If  the  union  wiih 
Ireland  it  to  be  dissolved,  why  may  not  Scot- 
land and  Wales  demand  the  same  ?  Why 
should  nol  the  empire  be  broken  up  altogether? 
It  is  to  me  perfeclly  clear,  that  the  safely  and 
well-bpin;  of  the  empire  cannot  be  preserved 
but  by  Ihe  maintenance  of  the  union  ;  anS  to 
maintain  thai  nnina  the  Govemmenl  would, 
in  my  opinion,  be  jusllfiad  in  resorting  to 
force.  How  much  more  incurabeni,  then,  ii  it 
on  Ihem  lo  resort  to  every  legal  measure,  how- 
ever severe,  lo  prevent  a  recurrence  lo  that 
more  dreadful  alternative,  a  civil  war.  Govern- 


inable  to  stay  the  progress  of  those  who  desire 
a  Itepeal  6f  the  Union,  still  the  Government 
would  be  highly  to  blame  should  it  afterwards 
dye  Ihe  scaffolj  or  the  plains  of  Ireland  with 
blood,  without  having  first  tried  all  the  exist- 
ing auihoriiy  of  the  taws." 

The  noble  Earl  continued :  he  had 
quoted  these  opinions  to  show  their  Lord- 
shipH  what  was  then  thought  of  the  int. 
poiioDt  subject  to  which  ne  was  i»ll{ng 
the  attention  of  their  Lordabips.  They 
might  be  told,  perhaps,  that  the  laws  as 
tbey  now  stood  were  insuticlent  to  put 
down  tbe  eiHM-tROUB  evils  of  which  he  com- 
plained ;  but  before  be  adopted  that  coti- 
'  '  m,  he  would  ask,  had  the  etisting 
been  tried  }  He  had  seen  no  efforts 
made  to  put  down  those  meetings ;  on  tbe 
contrary,  ha  had  seen  magistrates,  who 
were  bound  to  preserve  the  peace  of  the 
country,  attend  those  nteetings  which 
were  deplored  and  deprecated  by  right 
ninded  men  of  all  parties,  atid  not  only 
ittend  them  but  preside  over  them,  and 
hose  magistrates,  be  regretted  to  say,  yet 
held,  he  believed,  her  Majesty's  catntni£> 
ion.  If  tbe  laws  were  not  sufficient  there 
raS  no  doubt,  that  his  noble  Friends  were 
juite  strong  enough,  and  bad  power  sulfl- 
cietit  In  Parliament,  with  the  assistance  of 
Lords  opposite,  to  obtain  sufficient 
power  to  stop  the  agitation  in  limine,  and 
jirerent  the  most  banefiil  effects  whidi 
lust  be  produced  if  that  agitation  were 
continued.  The  same  spirit,  he  was 
convinced,  would  animate  bis  right  hon. 
Friend  at  the  head  of  tbe  Govemment,  as 
limatedhim  in  183 1,  when  in  oppoaiticn, 
id  he  would  be  as  ready  nov  to  give  the 
(Government  all  iteceMary  power  tn  nai*' 
'    the  integrity  of  the  em[dre  ai  he  was 
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then.  He  wu  sure,  that  the  GoTemment 
would  feel  it  a  duty  to  conGrai  the  loyal 
population  io  their  attachmeiit  by  giving 
tbem  proofs  that  it  did  not  look  on  this 
■ubject  with  iadiflereDce,  and  he  was  sure 
that  the  GoremmeDt  would  exert  itself  to 
preserve  the  peace  of  the  empire,  and  give 
the  loyal  people  of  Ireland  that  security 
which  they  called  for,  and  had  a  right  to 
expect  He  was  senaible,  that  he  had 
gooe  to  greater  length  tlian  was  usual 
iota  this  important  subject,  when  he  only 
rose  to  put  a  question  ti>  her  Majesly'H 
Goveroroeat.  but  he  hoped  he  should  re- 
ceive their  Lordships'  pardon  on  account 
of  the  interest  he  look  in  the  subject.  lie 
could  only  add,  that  he  hoped  her  Ma- 
jeaty's  Government  would  weigh  well  the 
important  dan^r  with  which  the  country 
was  threatened,  and  provide  the  necessary 
remedy.  He  hoped,  that  the  Government 
would,  if  necessary,  exert  its  utmost 
strength  to  put  an  end  to  the  agitation,  to 
give  encouragement,  strength,  and  confi- 
dence to  the  loyal  people  of  Ireland,  of  all 
■ects  and  denoninatiom,  and  lo  convince 
the  agitators  and  all  the  world,  that  it  was 
determined  to  maintain  the  integritv  of 
the  empire.  He  would  conclude  by  aslfing 
her  Majesty's  Govemment  whether  it  were 
aware  of  the  dangerous  excitement  which 
at  present  prevailed  in  several  parts  of 
Ireland  on  the  subject  of  the  Repeal  of  the 
Union,  to  be  carried  by  large  asaerobliei 
of  the  people,  who  were  addressed  by  de- 
magogues, in  violent  and  seditious  lan- 
guage ;  and  whether  it  wen  the  intention 
of  her  Majesty's  Government  to  take  any 
ineasum  to  repress  the  evils  of  such  meet- 
ings, to  guard  against  the  consequences 
which  must  ensue,  and  to  oiainisin  unim- 
paired the  legislative  union  between  the 
two  countries. 

The  Duke  of  Wellmglon,  in  anaweri  . 
the  queation  put  by  bit  noble  Friend,  did 
not  feel  it  necessary  to  follow  his  noble 
Friend  through  the  speech  by  which  h( 
had  prefaced  bis  question.  He  must  lay, 
liowever,  thst  his  noble  Friend  was  per- 
fectly justified,  by  the  circumilancei  ol 
the  case,  in  departing  from  the  strict  ruiet 
of  the  House.  It  would  not,  however,  b« 
necessary  fnr  him  to  go  into  any  leni;thene(l 
details,  and  he  should  give  a  brief  answer 
to  his  noble  Friend's  qnestioD.  The  Go- 
vernment nf  Ireland  was  sensible  of  the 
stale  of  excitement  existing  in  a  part  of 
Ireland  on  the  sabfect  of  the  union,  and 
it  was  asnsible  of  iht  dinger  which  ought 
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1>e  the  result  of  that  excitement.  The  at- 
tion  of  the  Government  had  been  given 
that  state  of  eiciiemeat.  and  to  the 
hich  had  been  adopted  in  order 
to  keep'  it  up;  and  the  Goremotent  of 
Ireland  and  her  Majesty's  servants  here 
had  adopted  measures  in  order  to  enable 
(he  Irish  Government  with  certainty  to 
preserve  the  peace  in  Ireland,  should  any 
attempt  be  made  lo  disturb  it,  and  to  pre- 
vent  the  successful  result  of  any  measntM 
to  disturb  tranquillity  which  any  mischiev- 
ous person  in  Ireland  might  have  in  con- 
templation. Tliere  cojid  be  nn  doubt, 
(hough  he  was  glad  thath  is  noble  Friend  had 
read  extracts  from  the  records  of  the  pro- 
ceedings of  Parliament  to  confirm  it — but 
there  could  be  no  doubt  whatever  that  the 
sense  of  the  Legislature  had  been  de- 
clared, and  that  it  had  been,  and  was  at 
the  present  moment  resolved  to  nainlain 
inviolate  ihe  legislative  union  between 
the  two  countries.  It  was  therefore  the 
duty  of  her  Msjesiy's  servants  to  take 
every  measure  in  their  posrer  that  could 
tend  to  maintain  that  union,  and  prevent 
any  disturbance  which  might  tend  to  break 
the  peace  of  the  country.  He  coald  not 
doubt  the  continuance  of  thai  desire  on 
the  part  of  the  existing  Parliament,  be 
mipht  say  the  anxiety  of  Parliuneot  to 
maintain  inviolate  the  legidative  union,  as 
had  been  declared  in  the  addresaes  of  the 
year  1634,  upon  the  motion  of  a  noble 
Lord  in  tha  other  House  of  Parliament, 
and  of  a  noble  Earl  in  that  House.  There 
could  be  no  doubt  of  tbe  intention  of  her 
Majesty's  Government  to  maintain  tbe 
union  inviolate:  it  was  the  duty  of  every 
government,  and  he  would  say  it  was  the 
determination  of  her  Majesty's  present 
Government  to  maintain  tbst  union  invio- 
late, and  to  come  down  to  Parliament  and 
call  on  Parliament  to  give  her  Majesty's 
Government  its  support  in  carrying  into 
execuliou  any  measures  which  ntay  be 
considered  necessary  to  maintain  the 
union  inviolate,  and  preietve  from  dis- 
turbance the  peace  of  her  Majealy'a  do- 
minions. He  would  now  read  lo  their 
Lordships  thejoint  address  of  both  Hotuei 
in  1834.     It  was  as  follows:— 

"  Uor  fixed  detaraiDOlioo  lo  ssaintaia  un- 
inpaired  and  undislurbad  tbe  Itgislativa  aaioo 
belwMD  Great  Britain  and  Ir«Und,  which  wc 
conttdcr  to  be  essential  to  ibe  ilrenph  and 
liability  of  the  empire,  to  lb«  continusoec  at 
the  cooneciioa  between  Ibe  two  coanlries,  aod 
to  ibc  peace,  and  security,  and  hspptnaai  of 
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all  classes  of  your  Majesty's  subjects.  We 
feel  this,  our  determination,  to  be  as  much 
justiBed  by  our  views  of  the  general  interest  of 
the  State,  as  by  our  conviction  that  to  no  other 
portion  of  your  Majesty *s  subjects  is  the  main- 
tenance of  the  legislative  union  more  impor- 
tant than  to  the  inhabitants  of  Ireland  them- 
selves." 

That  was  the  opinion  of  her  Majesty's 
Government  at  the  present  naoment ;  that 
opinion  he  felt  confident  would  now  re- 
ceive the  support  of  Parliament;  and  on 
that  opinion  her  Majesty's  Government 
would  invariably  act. 

Lord  Brougham  said ,  that  he  felt  quite 
confident  that  his  noble  Friends  who  sat 
near  him  remained  silent  on  the  present 
occasion  simply  because  they  considered, 
as  every  one  must,  that  there  could  not 
exist  the  possibility  of  any  doubt  or  hesi« 
tation  in  agreeing  heartily  to  the  observa- 
tions of  the   noble  Duke  opposite.     He 
deemed  it  only  necessary  to  add,  that, 
if  he   addressed   the    House  in   support 
of  that  joint  address  which   the    noble 
Duke  had  quoted  from,  and  which  was 
laid  at  the  foot  of  the  Throne  in  1834,  the 
experience  of  nine  years,  and  everything 
that  had  happened  in  those  nine  years,  as 
well  in  England  and  Ireland  as  abroad  in 
Europe,  had  only  strengthened  his  opinion 
that  the  severance  of  the  Legislative  union 
(for  that  was   the  phrase    under  which 
the  real  object  of  these  hardly  lawful  and 
most    uuconstitntional    proceedings    was 
cloaked)  meant  in  reality  the  disruption  of 
the  empire  itself,  and  the  entire  dissolu- 
tion of  the  integrity  of  that  empire ;  and 
no  man  could  doubt  that  to  prevent  such 
a  catastrophe,  which  would  be  the  ruin  of 
one  of  the  greatest  (if  not  the  greatest) 
monaments  of  civilization  which  hnman 
wisdom  had  ever  reared — that  to  prevent 
that  grievous  catastrophe,  grievous  to  Eng- 
land,  more  grievous,  if  it  were  possible,  to 
Ireland,  and  grievous  to  the  whole  hnman 
race ;  the  uttermost  exertions  of  the  power 
of  this  country  its  moral  force,  its  legisla- 
tive force,  and  its  physical  force,  would 
be  put  forward  cheerfully  and  anxiously 
and  heartily,  at  the  first  intimation  on  the 
part  of  her  Majesty's  Government,  that 
any  such  extraordinary  exertion  was  by 
them  deemed  necessary  for  a  purpose  of 
soch  paramount  importance.     Let  their 
Lordships  recollect  the  majority  by  which 
the  address  referred  to  by  the  noble  Duke 
was  passed  in  1 834 ;  and  let  those  who 
cherishadthe  hope  that  they  might  receive 
iCNne-iQpport-in  this  country  for  their 


abominable  projects  in  Ireland,  also  recol- 
lect what  took  place  at  that  period,  and 
then  let  them  feel  their  hearts  sink  within 
them.     Of  all  the  Members  for  England, 
Wales,  and  Scotland,  who  were  attempted 
to  be  seduced  by  one  factious  appeal  or 
another,  by  one  topic  of  declamation  or 
another,  by  pressure  from  without  doors, 
and  by  intrigue  and  agitation  within  doors, 
how  many  did  their  Lordships  think  were 
found  so  forgetful  of  their  duty  to  their 
country,   and   so  bereft  of   all  common 
reason  and  sense,  as  to  support  that  wild 
project  of  the  repeal  of  the  union  ?     Bui 
one  single  British  Member  was  found  to 
support  that  project ;  and  that  Gentleman 
had  ceased  to  adorn  the  House  of  Com- 
mons.    It  was  his  belief  that  now  there 
would  not  be   found  one  single  British 
voice  raised  in  support  of  this  mischievous 
project.     He  was  reminded  by  his  noble 
Friend  (Lord  Monteagle)  that  523  Mem- 
bers of  the  House  of  Commons  voted  for 
the  address  to  the  Crown,  including  Irish, 
Scotch,  English,  and  Welsh,  and  in  oppo- 
sition to  them  was  found  only  one  solitary 
British  vote.     He  (Lord  Brougham)  en- 
tertained  no  fear  whatever  of  the  result 
of   these   agitations;   but,    if   he  enter- 
tained  no  such   fear,  it  was  because  be 
knew  his  noble  Friends  opposite  too  well 
to  believe  that  they  were  capable,  for  the 
sake  of  courting  any  fleeting,  trumpery, 
base   popularity,  of  taking  a  course  of 
what  was  called  concession  and  concili- 
ation towards  those  who  wished  to  destroy 
the  empire — which  had  the  uniform  and 
inevitable  effect  of    making  enemies  of 
your  friends,  and  making  your. enemies 
despise  you. 

The  Marquess  of  Lansdoume  said,  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  had  ascribed  his 
silence  to  the  right  motive  ;  and  he  could 
assure  their  Lordships  that  it  was  not 
founded  on  any  want  of  sympathy  with 
the  sentiments  and  opinions  of  the  noble 
Duke.  He  might  have  risen  earlier,  but 
he  observed  with  the  greatest  satisfaction 
in  every  part  of  the  House — he  might  say 
such  feeling  universally  pervaded  the 
House — a  desire  to  give  that  firm  support 
to  the  Government  on  which  the  noble 
Duke  justly  stated  he  relied,  and  which  he 
might  add,  he  was  sure  would  also  be 
found  in  the  other  House  of  Parliament. 
Both  Houses,  he  was  sure,  would  be  ready 
to  accede  to  all  those  measures  which  the 
Government  could  at  any  time  require  to 
enahle   them  to  maintain  inviolate  tbq 
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K,  M  lh«  imM«^  K«^H  «ihI  iIi(^ 
Ira  (mHi  w^  wfti^H  t^  wmi^liw%l% 
i,  «ft«r  *iMrty  JNHHW^'  <omM^rWm^» 

»Wn  PHi^hJIi  l^rt  t^wji  ill  Ih^ir 

iif  hy  )t<«  ti^iKI«  Kflfii<l  whoii^ 
w  Ihf  h(ii|i|iMi«»«a  ui  M«  rnnongui 
ii«M|Mi  (It^r^l  M<»Hli»ii|{l«)— »ml 
f  \\m  l«i  M  ll|l«lH^h  \whioli  wm 
ihii  «HHmiiimi,  «iui  whioli  would 
» inmi^lMNt^ii*  1*^  I^Mt  AfUlreu 
mli^r  uf  \\sp  Clovernmeiu  cor- 
I'MMiiiil  II  wi^*  tupiuiiled  by 
hIhi  fif  iIh*  (luvDriiineiii  which 

lliMl  Mf  Utrd  Melbourne  ;  «nd 
h  lli«  oiMiourr«iiro  uf  tho  rii^hi 
llitiiiiiii  (Hir  Kiiborl  Peel)  who 

IfiMil  MrllHMiriio.  Thut  Ad- 
Imlluvntii  mnreMnKed  the  opi- 
lii  milijuui  of  iha  repeal  of  the 
«ll  Ib0  latdiiigr  perwnt  of  every 
lie  uounlry.  The  viewi  which 
liitd  uii  the  iiibject  then  he  en- 
luw  J  end  every  evenl  ihtt  had 
irreil,  every  improvemeiii  thit 
I  piece  in  civilimtion  and  in 
ation,  aince  that  period,  had 
il  |o  link  the  iwo  countries  more 
ethur,  and  make  it  lets  tdvtn- 
I  bolh,  and  wore  impotilble,  to 
aeperation  which  waa  stated  to 
let  of  many  peraoni  in  the  other 
e  United  Kingdom.  Therefore 
kt  he  concurred  moat  heartily  in 
nent  of  ihc  noble  Duke,  and 
DO  waa  convinced  that  any  mea* 
oh  attempted  to  disturb  this 
the  same  time  that  they  would 
on  deception,  would  be  met  by 
termination  on  the  part  of  thar 
to  oppose  them,  and  that  deter* 
beings  based  on  justice  would  be 
to  elTect  iu  object,  that  of  pre. 
e  union  between  the  two  coon* 
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lueasof  DofPNi/Ure  oooaidertd 
which  the  noble  Duke  who 
ler  Majesty *a  OoveromenI  in 
w,  d  given  to  the  noble  Earl 
the  ihanks  of  every  loyal  and 
led  man  in  Ireland.  He  himaelf 
ieepeat  interest  in  the  welfiare  of 
liiy,  and  be  could  aasure  their 
liad  juai  Ukeo  place 


Iia4  gm«  Imh  iIm  wlaaoal  aalisAMtkKi. 
Ttie  UeltMWuacd  fioal  aasnoied  by  Ibe 
iH)M0  D«U  would  do  more  to  aettU  tb« 
iiM«da  of  iIm  paopb  of  Mmnd  thao  my 
thinf  wbidi  Km  paaaed  Ikia  Soaaioo. 
i^vtftalioo  ai  m  aod. 

Tiia  Scotch  Guuacu.]  Lord  Cmmp- 
Mi  roae,  porawiol  lo  oolico,  to  proseol  a 
uetition  relativo  lo  the  Church  of  8coi* 
land,  which  he  had  deferred  from  Friday 
last  to  thia  day»  at  the  request  of  the 
Martfuesa  of  Breadalbane.  The  petitioo 
waa  Irom  members  elected  to  the  General 
Assembly  indicted  to  meet  at  Edinburgh 
on  the  18ih  of  May  current,  and  it  prayed 
for  the  adoption  of  measurea  to  render 
nugatory  the  illegal  proceedinga  occa* 
aioned  by  quoad  tacra  ministers  and  eklera 
having  been  elected  members  of  the  As* 
aembly.  Their  l^^ordships'  attention  had 
just  now  been  directed  to  the  distracted 
state  of  Ireland,  and  be  regretted  that  it 
was  his  painful  doty  to  call  upon  them  to 
listen  to  an  account,  that  of  the  distracted 
state  of  another  portion  of  the  empire- 
he  meant  Scotland— aa  regarded  Ibe 
Church  of  that  country.  Alter  brie6y 
adverting  to  the  government  of  the 
Church  of  Scotland  Uie  noble  and  learned 
Lord  said,  a  plan  bad  been  lately  adopted 
by  the  Church  of  making  new  parisbee, 
and  permitting  the  incumbeota  of  those 
new  parishes,  who  werecalledTHOCMf  aacra 
ministera,  lo  vote  for  deputiea  to  the  Ge- 
neral Assembly.  Their  right  to  act  in 
thia  way  waa  conteated  and  decided  against 
by  the  court  of  law  in  Scotland ;  but  an 
appeal  to  their  Lordshipe  was  lodged,  and 
the  petitionera  who  signed  the  petition  he 
had  to  preaent  to  their  Lordshipe  com- 
plained  of  the  purpoae  for  which  that  ap- 
peal waa  ioatituted,  and  of  the  manner  m 
vrhicb  it  waa  conducted.  After  the  de* 
cision  of  the  court  in  Scotland  these 
^tteod  sacra  ministera  voted  for  deputiea 
to  the  General  Asaembly,  under  the  plea 
that  their  right  waa  not  definiuly  decided 
againat,  aa  an  appeal  had  been  iostitoied : 
and  aa  many  aa  thirty-four  of  them,  he 
believed,  were  elecud  deputiea;  and  thia 
done,  imaaediately  after  the  eleetiooa  the 
appeal  waa  withdrawn.  The  petitionera 
atated  that  they  were  aaaured  that  theae 
quoad  $acra  ministers,  being  thua  elected, 
meant  to  claim  their  right  to  ait  and  vote 
in  the  General  Aaaembly ;  and  that  thereby 
a  colourable  mijoritj  might  be  obtained 
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of  ScoiUndy  and  for  paMing  a  vote  whieh 
it  was  said  was  to  ba  proposed  for  sapa- 
rating  the  Church  entirely  from  the  State. 
Tiie  petitioners  prayed  the  Houie  to  guard 
against  so  great  an  evil  hy  some  legislative 
enactment.  After  great  consideration  he 
thought  that  no  legislative  enactment  waa 
expedient  or  necessary.  He  could  not 
believe  that  after  the  soieron  decision  of 
the  Supreme  Court  in  Scotland^  tboie 
quoad  Mcra  miniiter^  would  present 
themselves  as  members  of  the  General 
Assembly,  in  defiance  of  the  law.  But, 
if  they  should  present  themselves,  it  wai 
his  firm  belief  that  they  would  not  be  per* 
mitted  to  sit«  The  Lord  High  Commis^ 
sioner,  representing  Her  Majesty  in  the 
General  Aisembly,  would  not  continue  %\ 
an  assembly  where  the  law  was  set  at  de- 
fiance. He  placed  confidence  in  the  pru- 
dence of  the  people  of  ScoiUnd,  and  he 
thought  there  was  reason  to  believe  that 
Ibe  danger  which  was  threatening  might 
pass  away  without  legislative  interference. 
In  (be  leaders  of  the  party  he  placed  no 
confidence  whatever.  He  trusted,  how- 
ever, thev  would  yet  see  the  error  of  their 
ways  end  cease  from  further  urging  on 
their  deluded  followers.  If  they  did  so, 
be  bad  some  hope  that  those  whom  ibey 
were  trying  to  mislead  would,  upon  reflect 
tion,  become  satisfied  that  there  was  no 
ground  for  the  atep  which  they  were  seek- 
ing to  have  adopted-  All  that  the  House 
of  Lords  had  determined  was,  that  the 
Presbytery  were  bound  to  make  trial,  of 
the  person  presented  to  a  living  by  the 
undoubted  patron.  That  House  had  de- 
cided that,  and  nothing  more ;  ao  that  if 
the  Presbytery  were  of  opinion  that  the 
person  so  presented  was  deficient  in  litera- 
ture or  morality,  or  bad  some  persQnal 
defect,  he  might  still  be  rejected.  No 
one  ever  thought  of  encroaching  on  that 
power,  which  most  undoubtedly  belonged 
to  tbe  ecclesiastical  courts.  Where,  then, 
was  the  ground  of  grievance?  or  why 
sbould  e  power  be  now  eaked  for  the 
Church  which  it  never  enjoysd,  and  which 
his  noble  and  learned  Friends  said  it 
ought  not  tp  enjoy  ?  What  was  inducing 
members  of  the  Church  to  leave  it  on  all 
aides,  notwithstanding  the  willingness 
wbicb  had  been  expressed  to  confer  new 
powera  upon  tbem»  instead  of  depriving 
them  of  powers  they  had  hitherto  en- 
joyed ?  He  was  disposed  to  make  conces- 
sions, but  the  quettion  was,  in  what  shape 
tb«y  ihPuM  bi  wade?    He  could  OQt  aay 


that  he  concurred  in  those  proposed  by 
the  bill  of  the  noble  Earl  opposite,  which 
gave,  in  his  mind»  a  dangerous  power  of 
check  to  the  Church.  He  would  prefer 
seeing  that  check  conferred  upon  the 
people.  The  language  used  upon  this 
subject  was  most  appalling,  Tliose  who 
had  eagerly  supported  the  Establishment^ 
had  expressed  themselves  hostile  to  ail 
voluntary  churches,  and  shown  a  great 
antipathy  to  Dissenters,  were  now,  not 
only  determined  to  leeve  the  Church 
themselves,  but,  as  far  as  their  power  ex- 
tended, to  utterly  overturn  and  subvert  it. 
In  that  object,  however,  he  did  not  think 
they  would  receive  much  support.  It  was 
said,  that  they  were  required  to  obey  their 
ecclesiastical  superiors  in  all  things,  but 
such  was  not  the  fact ;  they  were  obliged 
to  do  ao  only  in  the  case  of  all  lawful 
commands.  ^Suppose  the  General  As«> 
sembly  should  come  to  a  resolution  that 
patronage  was  to  be  abolished,  or  that  the 
os^th  of  allegiance  was  to  be  dispensed 
with,  or  that  all  should  be  deposed  wha 
did  not  contribute  to  the  Non-intrusiom 
fund-^was  it  to  be  said  that  such  an  act 
of  the  Assembly  would  be  binding,  or 
thet  those  who  had  taken  an  oath  to  obey 
their  ecclesiastical  superiors  would  be 
under  the  necessity  of  obeying  that  law  I 
No  such  thing.  The  first  pledge  of  the 
minister  was  to  he  true  to  the  Establish., 
ment.  That  was  the  first  end  most  hind-t 
ing  oath  which  tbe  minister  made  at  the 
time  of  his  ordination.  It  was,  besides, 
declared  by  an  act  of  the  Assembly  that 
no  one  could,  under  the  pretence  of  zeel 
for  ihe  doctrines  of  the  Church,  seek  to 
alter  or  subvert  its  discipline.  With  re- 
gard to  the  convocation  which  took  place 
last  November,  he  condemned  it  as  un^ 
constitutional  and  unwise,  A  great  num- 
ber of  welUmeaning,  but  not  very  en- 
lightened, ministers  in  the  country  were 
inveigled  to  that  meeting  by  great  names, 
and  were  there  told,  as  be  believed, 
that.  If  they  entered  into  the  pledge  pro- 
posed, the  Government  would  be  fright- 
en^dt  and  must  succumb,  and  that  there 
was  no  danger  of  any  secession  whatever. 
The  pledge  was  given,  and  they  were  held 
to  it  by  being  told  that,  if  they  departed 
from  it,  they  would  be  covered  with  in- 
famy in  this  world,  and  doomed  to  ever- 
lasting sufferings  in  the  next.  He  hoped 
those  men  would  reconsider  the  course 
they  had  pursued,  end  that  they  would 
recollect  that  they  were  bound  to  the 
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Established  Church  as  it  now  existed, 
and  that  great  injory  most  arise  from  the 
plan  they  proposed.  He  shoold  griete  to 
see  the  Church  of  Scotland,  which  had 
hitherto  enjoyed  the  confidence  and  affec- 
tions of  a  fast  majority  of  the  people, 
become,  like  that  of  Ireland,  the  Church 
of  the  minority.  Although  there  might 
not  be  any  necessity  for  legislative  inter- 
ference, yet  the  expression  of  their  Lord- 
ahips'  individual  opinions  on  the  present 
occasion  might  have  a  salutary  affect.  He 
was  sure  the  noble  Marquess  behind  him 
and  the  noble  Duke  opposite— the  illus- 
trious chief  of  his  race,  both  friends  of 
civil  and  religious  liberty,  were  not  pre- 
pared to  say  that  there  was  any  ground 
for  the  secesaioQ  tbmt  was  going  on,  or  for 
the  threats  of  destruction  which  were 
made  against  the  Church  by  those  who 
bad  sworn  to  defend  it.  The  noble  and 
learned  Lord  concluded  by  presenting  the 
petition. 

The  Marquess  of  Breadalbane  did  not 
see  what  object  the  petitioners  had  in 
coming  before  that  House.  They  asked 
generally  for  legislation ;  but  the  question 
they  asked  it  on  was  purely  ecclesiastical, 
that  question  being  whether  those  quoad 
sacra  ministers  were  really  legal  members 
of  the  Presbytery,  and  whether  they  could 
be  chosen  as  representatives  to  the  General 
Assembly.  He  must  confess  that  he 
thought  their  Lordships  would  best  consult 
that  conciliatory  spirit  which  was  especially 
called  for  on  the  present  occasion  by  not 
passing  any  opinion  on  the  subject,  but 
allowing  the  General  Assembly  practically 
to  solve  the  question,  thereby  giving  the 
Assembly  an  opportunity  of  acting  in  that 
manner  which  the  best  friends  of  the 
Church  would  wish  to  see  them  act  in. 
On  a  former  evening  a  noble  Lord  ob- 
served, that  there  had  been  no  interference 
at  yet  with  the  ecclesiastical  privileges  of 
the  Church  of  Scotland ;  but,  in  reply  to 
that,  he  would  quote  a  remark  of.  Lord 
Moncrieff,  judge  of  the  Court  of  Session, 
and  one  of  the  ablest  men  on  the  bench, 
in  giving  judgment  in  a  ouestion  lately 
brought  l)efore  him.  Referring  to  that 
very  topic,  he  said, — 

^That  the  demand  of  the  pursuers  amounted 
to  a  seutence  o(  deposition  or  sut pensioD  from 
the  spiritual  functions  of  the  roioistry  to  be 
pronounced  by  the  Court  of  Session  on  the 
migority  of  the  ministers  and  elders  of  the 
Presbyterv  of  the  Church,  who  had  not  been 
i>y  any  legal  process,  and  thai  if 


they  were  competent  he  knew  not  what  shred 
of  spiritual  independence  was  left  to  the 
Church  of  Scotland.^ 

This  was  most  decided  language,  and 
well  worthy  the  highest  respect  and  con- 
sideration. He  would  at  once  refer  to 
the  point  which  had  led  to  these  collisions 
between  the  civil  and  ecclesiastical  powers 
in  Scotland— namely,  the  mode  in  which 
ministers  should  be  appointed  to  the  pa- 
rishes of  Scotland.  In  the  endeavour  of 
the  Church  to  assert  its  principles  it  went 
too  far,  and  interfered  with  the  civil  rights. 
The  courts  took  cognizance  of  this,  and 
declared  the  Act  of  Assembly  respecting 
the  appointment  of  ministers  illegal.  Then 
the  judgment  of  that  House  declared  that 
the  Presbytery  had  no  right  to  decide,  ex- 
cept upon  the  technical  qualifications  of 
the  person  presented  ;  but  their  Lordships 
would  see  that  that  decision  wrested  from 
the  Presbytery  a  power  which  they  bad 
always  previously  possessed,  namely,  the 
power  of  judging  of  the  general  saitable- 
ness  of  the  presentee.  The  Presbytery 
ought  to  have  the  power  of  aeeiog,  not 
merely  whether  the  presentee  possessed 
the  necessary  amount  of  leammg,  but 
whether  be  possessed  the  physical  capa- 
bilities of  communicating  it,  and  this  very 
useful  and  important  power  their  Lord- 
ships had  taken  away.  On  this  point  the 
people  were  the  bait  judges  ;  that  is, 
whether  they  could  be  edified  by  the  doc- 
trines of  the  minister.  Another  point  was, 
whether  the  Presbytery  were  judges  in 
purely  spiritual  oflBces,  without  the  coer- 
cion of  the  temporal  courts.  The  spiritual 
independence  of  the  Presbytery  of  the 
Church  of  Scotland  was  guaranteed  by 
statute,  and  bad  been  founded  on  custom 
and  usage.  A  third  pomt  was,  as  to  the 
power  of  the  Church  to  provide  for  the 
spiritual  wants  of  the  country  in  propor* 
tion  to  those  wants.  For  this  purpose, 
the  persons  in  question  had  Iwen  appointed 
to  parishes,  but  only  quoad  sacra^  merely 
as  to  pastoral  superintendence;  and  to 
deprive  the  Church  of  the  power  of  sup- 
plying the  spiritual  wants  of  the  country 
in  proportion  to  those  wants,  was  to  de- 
prive it  of  a  most  useful  and  beneficial 
power.  He  trusted  that  his  noble  Friend 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs 
would  be  able  to  enunciate  the  views  and 
principles  of  the  Government  upon  thb 
great  and  important  question,  for  be  was 
convinced  that  the  eDUoctatioQ  of  the 
views  and  pciociplM  upon  wbieh  her  Ma* 
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jesty's  Government  were  prepared  to  act, 
would  afford  the  means  of  arriving  at  a 
solution  of  the  question,  and  of  preventing 
that  disruption  of  the  Church  which  must 
inevitably  take  place  at  the  next  session 
of  the  General  Assembly  unless  some  con- 
cession were  made. 

The  Duke  of  Argyle  made  a  few  ob- 
servationsy  but  they  were  quite  inaudible. 

The  Earl  of  Aberdeen  had  hoped  that 
the  letter  of  his  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment to  the  Commissioners  of  the  General 
Assembly^  and  the  declarations  which  he 
had  made  in  that  House,  would  have  been 
sufficient  in  the  way  of  explanation  of 
the  views  of  Government  to  have  rendered 
unnecessary  the  appeal  which  his  noble 
Friend  had  made  to  him.  He  did  not 
know  what  he  could  now  add  to  that  ex- 
planation, but  he  had  no  objection  to 
repeat  it,  if  it  could  afford  any  satisfaction, 
His  noble  Friend  might  be  assured  that 
her  Majesty's  Government  felt  a  great 
desire  to  witness  the  termination  of  the 
unfortunate  dispute  which  agitated  the 
Church  of  Scotland,  and  to  avert  by  every 
means  in  their  power  a  disruption  of  that 
church  by  the  secession  of  some  of  its 
ministers,  followed,  as  it  would  probably 
be,  by  a  considerable  proportion  of  the 
most  pious  and  orderly  of.  the  people  of 
Scotland,  and  that,  to  prevent  it,  they 
were  ready  to  make  any  sacrifice — that 
was,  any  sacrifice  consistent  with  their 
paramount  duty  to  the  country,  and  a 
regard  for  the  real  interests  of  the  Church 
itself.  Before  any  attempt  of  this  kind 
could  be  made  it  was  necessary  to  see 
whether  there  was  any  chance  of  its  being 
attended  with  success,  and  to  take  care 
in  making  the  attempt  not  to  incur  evils 
as  great  as  it  was  intended  to  remedy ; 
and  he  thought  that  under  existing  cir- 
cumstances, if  the  Legislature  were  now 
to  sanction  the  triumphant  contempt 
of  the  judgment  of  that  House,  and  the 
open  defiance  of  the  law,  it  would  create 
greater  evils  than  it  would  remedy.  Let 
their  Lordships  look  at  the  position  in 
which  the  Church  had  placed  itself, 
through  the  conduct  of  the  leaders  who 
had  bad  the  guidance  of  this  unfortunate 
dispute.  Not  only  had  they  refused  to 
repeal  the  Veto  Act,  but  from  year  to  year 
thtj  bad  gone  on  to  assert  their  deter- 
miottioii  to  maintain  it,  and  in  the  last 
commQiiication  from  the  commissioners  of 
Ibe  Anatably  he  saw  no  disposition  to 


abandon  an  act  which  had  been  declared 
by  that  House  to  be  illegal.  It  was  said 
that  the  election  of  those  persons  took 
place  during  the  pendency  of  the  appeal 
to  that  House;  but  the  appeal  did  not 
alter  the  law  as  declared  by  the  courts 
below  ;  the  law  did  not  require  to  be  con- 
firmed by  the  decision  of  that  House, 
though  the  House  might  reverse  the  deci- 
sion of  the  inferior  courts.  The  election 
of  the  ministers  was,  therefore,  equally 
illegal  whether  an  appeal  was  entered  to 
that  House  or  not,  and  those  gentlemen 
placed  themselves  in  a  responsible  situa- 
tion if  they  claimed,  under  such  circum- 
stances, to  enforce  a  right  to  become 
Members  of  the  Assembly.  If  the  leader- 
of  that  party  to  the  Assembly  were  pre- 
pared  to  be  satisfied  with  the  enjoy- 
ment of  all  the  rights  and  the  power  which 
the  Church  of  Scotland  had  ever  by  law 
possessed  (except  during  a  short  and 
troublous  period),  there  would  be  no  great 
difficulty  in  dealing  with  the  subject;  but, 
if  they  were  determined  to  assert  claims 
quite  unheard-of  in  the  history  of  the 
Church,  even  at  a  time  of  the  greatest 
violence,  when  the  monarchy  was  over- 
thrown and  the  Church  triumphant,^f 
they  insisted  upon  maintaining  these 
claims,  setting  up  rights  utterly  incon- 
sistent with  the  civil  and  religious  liberty 
of  this  Protestant  country,  and  establish- 
ing a  domination  at  once  odious  and 
degrading,  her  Majesty's  Ministers  could 
not  only  never  give  their  assent  to  such 
pretensions,  but  would  oppose  them  by 
I  every  means  in  their  power.  With  respect 
to  the  observations  of  his  noble  and  learned 
Friend  opposite  (Lord  Campbell),  his 
noble  and  learned  Friend,  whilst  he  gave 
him  credit  for  not  impugning  the  judgment 
of  that  House  in  the  Auchterarder  case, 
had  said  that  he  had  made  use  of  observa- 
tions inconsistent  with  that  decision.  His 
noble  and  learned  Friend  had  done  him 
no  more  than  justice  in  supposing  that  he 
had  not  any  intention  of  impugning  that 
judgment ;  on  the  contrary,  he  considered 
it  a  most  just  and  righteous  judgment; 
but,  although  he  coincided  in  the  correct- 
ness  of  that  judgment,  it  did  not  follow 
that,  if  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  made 
a  speech  of  two  hours  in  delivering  the 
judgment,  he  was  to  assent  to  everything 
contained  in  that  speech.  He  had  heard 
the  late  Lord  Eldon  say,  that  a  wise  judge 
would  never  give  any  reasons  when  he 
affirmed  the  judgment  of  a  court  beloW| 
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I  judgment  might  probablj  bs 
light  Bud  his  rauoa  might  be  wrong. 
Now,  the  retioDi  which  bed  been  given 
ia  pronouDoiDg  the  jadgment  in  the 
AnchtBfarder  oew  bed  tended  to  un- 
Mttle  the  raindi  of  the  people  of  Scot- 
land, Kod  to  produce  the  raulU  whieb 
hnd  taken  place.  In  the  Auchterarder 
oaae  the  qneition  of  the  qualification 
of  preaeiileei  had  not  been  decided; 
it  had  arieen  only  incidenlall;  in  the 
eourti  below,  and  no  opinion  had  bean 
given  upon  Ihii  point,  escept  obittr,  by 
Iha  noble  and  learned  Lordi  in  affirming 
the  judgment,  and  if  (be  point  had  been 
argued  before  them  their  opinioQ  might 
have  bcea  different.  He  knew  what  the 
epioiona  of  all  the  judge*  of  the  Court  of 
Siwiioii  were  upon  thii  point,  Ihoagh  they 
had  nut  been  called  upon  to  decide  it. 
The  bird  President  look  no  notice  of  it, 
but  the    Lord  Juallce    Clerk  did,    and 


"  Prior  to  the  Veio-aot,  the  Church  unl- 
fermly  had  the  right  or  detemining  on  the 
objeciiDH  of  any  taemben  of  ihe  eonpegaiion 
10  iha  qiiaUAcaiioB  aed  filncM  of  the  pre* 
HOlee  i  the  graal  advant^a  of  nhicli  wai. 
tiiat  DO  man  could  be  inducted  into  a  beneGae 
without  Ihe  auent  of  the  Church  to  liis  ccd. 
lalion  aher  hearing  the  objectioiu  of  the  cod- 
gregatioQ,  and  no  man  could  be  set  atide 
wilhoul  an  opportuniljr  being  allotded  to  the 
Chareh  of  openly  aaoertaining  the  validiiy  of 
the  obJectioDi  to  hini,  and  thai  thtv  were  not 
merely  the  lei ult  of  caueeleei  prqiudioe." 
Lord  Meedowbank  said, 

"  If  objtciieni  are  oSeied  to  the  adminioo 
of  ■  prwentee,  it  ii  the  ialj  of  the  Preibyierj, 
being  in  the  place  of  the  ordinary,  to  u(e 
notice  of  the  ebjectloni,  lod  bear  the  reaaOB 
ofdiMeot;  but  ibe  power  of  detonainingreeti 
with  ihe  Prabylsty  alMa." 

Lord  Corehouse  took  the  same  Hew  of 
the  subject,  observing  that, 

"  No  ens  was  allowed  to  be  indected  in 
the  face  of  a  dlissnt,  provided  it  was  Ibunded 

00  good  reatoni,  that  the  voice  of  the  people 
wat  alwayi  heard,  but  the  reaaooi  of  the 
disHnl  were  Judged  of  by  the  Pretl^tery." 

All  Ihe  judgw  trgmd  agaiMt  ihe  veto, 
but  were  still  of  opioion  that  the  people 
nigbt  objrcl,  wd  tbit  the  Presoytsf; 
decided  as  to  tbe  validitj  of  the  objsctioos. 
This  was  the  opioion  of  tba  jndfsa  wbo 
proDonnccd  the  decision  which  had  been 

1  by   ibat  House,  «kI  thereiofe 
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cue,  and  at  tbe  same  lime  entarlainii^ 


B  «f  Ibt  AwhtuuiUr 


the  opinion  be  had  eipresied.  He  ad* 
nitted,  that  if  the  ques6oo  of  6liiesa  had 
been  argued  before  the  noble  and  learned 
Lords,  and  tbey  had  decided  tbe  point, 
he  should  adopt  their  jodgmmt  as  im* 
plicitly  upon  that  point  as  he  did  upoo 
those  which  they  had  decided  in  the 
Auobterarder  cue  t  but  U  it  had  not  been 
argoed,  as  they  had  only  pronoBoced  an 
opinion  in  passing,  he  did  not  think  it 
nccetsary,  supported  as  be  wai  by  the 
opinion  of  all  the  judges  in  Scotland.— 
for  he  believed  all  cDoourrod  in  the  doc- 
trines be  had  cipresse^^to  acquiesce  in 
the  opinion  of  tbe  noble  and  learned 
Lords.  He  bad  the  more  retaoB  to  adhere 
\0  this  view  of  the  qeestioo,  bocause  bo 
knew,  that  with  all  the  lesrniog,  and  in- 
telligence,  aud  power  of  tbe  noble  and 
learned  Lords,  itill  it  was  not  the  law  of 
England  thsy  were  inveaiigating,  bat  a  law 
to  which  their  prejudieea  (for  all  had  pre- 
judices) were  hostile.  He  mast  say,  tbat 
seeiDg  as  be  did  what  were  the  epinione 
of  the  judges  in  Scotlaod,  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  moat  forgive  biro  for  eajing. 
that  till  the  question  had  been  argncd 
before  them,  be  ohonld  adopt  tbe  opioion 
of  men  wbo  bad  made  the  law  of  Scotland 
tbe  study  of  their  lives.  He  couU  only 
repeat,  that  under  the  ciraomstanees,  her 
Majesty's  Minisiera  bad  but  one  desire 
— 4o  see  this  IsmeotaUe  stale  of  approncb- 
iog  anarchy  in  Ihe  Church  of  Scotland 
larminatad.  His  noble  Friend  (Lord 
Breadalbane)  bad  given  the  Assembly 
•oese  good  advice,  which  they  would  do 
well  10  adopt,  and  be  hoped  tbat  his  noble 
Friend  would  use  the  influewM  b«  poa. 
seeaed  with  many  of  lb«  Hembera  to  re- 
cMcile  then  to  a  course  of  prooatding 
with  icfcreooi  to  ibia  qnution  which  might 
have  the  happy  effeei  of  restoring  pence 
within  tbo  walla  of  that  Jemsnlem  to  wbieh 
tbiy  WON  both  aoeb  sincore  walUwisberi. 

Tbe  Mwrqum  t^  BremUthmmt  uktd 
wboiber  ibt  noMo  Evl  was  prepared  to 
allow  that  the  decision  of  Uie  Cburcli- 
oeorti  ahottld  be  Boal,  except  tbat  ibcy 
akoald  not  inierfaie  wiib  civil  rigbta  * 

The  Earl  ^  ^Aerdom  said,  be  bad 
atalad  tba  peinciplea  wbieb  ibe  Oovem- 
aseol  wero  prapuM  to  adopt,  namely,  tbat 
tbe  congrafBUons  bad  •  right  to  ot^eei, 
and  that  the  preabyiery  were  to  judp  of 
the  taaaow,  hm  they  were  bound  to  givo 
great  Uliwde  lo  otqccliotM  lo  iba  tlnesi 
oTti 
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Lori  Brougham  said,  the  noble  Earl 
had  observed  that  the  opinions  to  which 
he  bad  alluded,  delirered  by  his  npble 
and  learned  Friend  and  himielf,  were  not 
necessary  for  the  decision  of  the  particular 
question  before  the  House,  and  that  if  the 
point  bad  been  argued  they  might  have 
come  to  a  different  conclusion  upon  it. 
But  the  noble  Earl  was  ienorant  of  the 
case  if  be  supposed  that  the  points  were 
not  argued.  The  points  were  argued  by 
one  side  though  not  upon  the  other,  and 
they  would  of  themselves  hare  decided 
the  question,  and  have  gone  far  to  shake 
the  grounds  of  the  Auchterarder  case  in 
the  court  below.  To  adopt  the  opinion 
and  proposition  of  his  noble  Friend  be* 
bind  him  (the  Marquess  of  Breadalbane) 
would  be  just  the  same  as  if  in  a  dispute 
between  two  contending  parties  one  were 
to  be  allowed  to  decick  for  both.  With 
respect  to  the  question  of  patronage,  he 
(Lord  Brougham)  was  perfectly  satisfied 
that  the  law  of  Scotland  was  perfectly  de- 
cisive upon  the  subject.  If  it  were  to  be 
allowed  that  the  presentee  of  the  patron 
could  be  rejected  by  the  congregation,  no 
matter  how  satisfactory  he  otherwise  might 
be  in  life*  literature,  and  conversation, 
there  would  be  an  end  to  patronage;  but 
that  was  not  the  law  of  Scotland,  and  he 
hoped  he  should  never  live  to  see  the  day 
when  it  would  be.  if  such  should  ever  be 
the  case,  the  pulpit  would  be  made  a  place 
for  canvassing,  and  every  species  of  inde- 
cency derogatory  to  religion  would  ensue. 
At  the  same  time,  though  such  was  not 
the  law  of  Scotland,  the  eongregations 
were  not  excluded  from  expressing  their 
objectioBS  to  a  presentee,  or  from  stating 
the  grounds  of  those  objections ;  but,  the 
patron  having  made  his  presentatipn,  if  no 
ailegatioB  could  be  sustained  against  the 
li£s,  literature,  and  conversation  of  the 
person  so  presented,  he  must  be  by  law 
the  clergyman  of  the  parish.  If  that  were 
not  so,  patronage  would  be  a  mere 
mockery.  It  would  be  a  good  ground  of 
objection  if  a  person  who  could  not  speak 
Oaelic  were  to  be  presented  to  a  parish 
where  the  English  language  was  not  un- 
derstood, or  if  a  minister  who  could  not 
apeak  English  were  presented  to  a  parish 
where  one  part  of  the  inhabitants  spoke 
English  and  the  other  Gaelic*  These 
woald  bt  good  grounds  of  objection,  but 
it  waa  no  ground  where  life,  literature, 
and  conf^rsation  were  admitted,  to  object 
mefelf  mx%  of  caprice.    Let  the  congrega^ 

tioof  Df  iU  nmnfi  hafo  tbe  fonn  U  ^ 


jection,  but  do  not,  at  the  same  time,  let 
them  control  the  patronage.  He  had 
heard,  with  great  satisfaction,  what  had 
fallen  from  his  noble  Friend  opposite 
(Duke  of  Argyll).  His  noble  Friend,  how- 
ever, had,  he  feared,  not  been  beard  with 
sufBoient  distinctness  in  that  place  where 
it  was  most  important  that  be  should  bs 
heard.  He  thanked  his  noble  Friend  for 
the  very  important  adviee  which,  in  the 
conclusion  of  his  observations,  he  had 
given  to  his  countrymen,  by  whom  be  was 
deservedly  looked  up  to,  and  by  whom  he 
(Lord  Brougham)  was  satisfied  bis  advice 
would  be  received  with  attention  and  re- 
spect. He  hoped  the  advice  would  be 
followed,  and  that  those  who  now  threat- 
ened a  secession  from  the  Church  would 
pause  before  they  carried  their  threat  into 
execution;  for,  as  had  been  well  ob« 
erved  by  the  noble  Duke,  under  the  cir- 
cumstances of  the  case,  they  ought  to  rest 
satisfied  with  what  they  bad  got  and  with 
what  they  were  likely  to  gat,  and  not  by  dis* 
cussing  minor  differences  hazard  the  more 
important  object  involved  in  the  peace  and 
integrity  of  the  Establishment.  That  ha 
considered  would  be  a  most  deplorable 
event,  which  he  trusted  would  not  take 
place ;  for  he  did  not  believe,  as  the  noble 
Earl  ((be  Earl  of  Aberdeen)  appeared  to 
think,  that  the  seceders  would  take  with 
then  any  great  number  of  the  most  pious 
and  orderly  of  their  flocks. 

Lord  Campbell  expressed  himself  agrees 
ably  surprised  at  the  tone  which  the  dis« 
cussion  of  the  petition  had  assumed.  He 
hoped  that  the  party  who  now  considered 
themselves  the  dominant  party  in  Scotland 
would  see  that  they  were  mistaken ;  that 
if  they  persisted  in  their  parricidal  at- 
tempts they  would  be  defeated ;  and  that 
the  Church  of  Scotland  would  continue 
undisturbed,  to  dispense  the  blessings  of 
religion  through  many  future  ages. 

Petition  to  lie  on  the  Table. 

Their  Lordships  adjourned. 
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O.  W.  Wood.  Oraoie,  Stnitt,  R.  Yorkt,  Standbli,  H. 
Berkeley,  BroUwrtoa,  ChrMie,  B.  Smith,  C6bden, 
WiUiainf,  Gkborne,  Hcftthooate,  Leeder,  Moiriean, 
Aldam,  Morris,  Onrald,  Soott,  HoUond,  E.  Buller, 
Bowel,  Hawee,  Rieerdo,  T.  Dunoombe,  Hume,  M. 
Philip*,  Ewart.  Towndey,  W.  Ellis,  and  MatheKm,  Dr. 
Bowring,  Sir  C.  Napier,  Lord  Dataneny,  Sir  G.  StridUaiid, 
Lord  Pahnerrtoo,  Colonel  Awon,  Lord  Joho  Runell, 
Caplafai  Peehell,  Sir  L.  Hay,  Lord  J.  Stuart,  Lord  H. 
Vane,  Sir  J.  Oueet,  Captain  Bemal.  and  Mewi.  B.  Wood, 
HimUey,  AgUoohy,  S.  Crawford,  Haitie.  Cowper,  M. 
Gibion,  and  Villicn,  fkom  an  enormoui  number  of  places, 
fltar  the  Total  and  Immediate  Repeal  of  all  Com  and  Pro* 
visioii  Laws.— By  Mem.  Bindley,  Bowes,  B.  Smith, 
Tancred,  and  Soott,  Lords  Dalroeny,  and  Dunoan,  and 
Dr.  Bowring,  ftom  an  immense  number  of  places,  against 
the  Factories  Bill  t  fltnn  Deighton,  and  Stainland,  in 
fliirour  of  the  annet  and  fkom  Dewrimry,  BnKlley  and 
Clifloo,  for  Airther  limiting  the  Hours  of  Labour. — From 
Calton,  for  ttie  Repeal  of  the  Corn-laws  and  Property 
Tax. — From  Sheflteld,  and  Klngstoo-upon-Hull,  against 
the  eondttct  of  the  Magistrates  during  the  late  Disturb- 
ances.—From  Friockheim,  Carmyllie,  and  Knaresbo- 
rott^,  against  Madiinery. — From  Liverpool,  and  James 
Oakee  BrMgc,  against  the  Players  of  Interludes  BilL— From 
St  Aaeph,  afpdnst  the  Unk»  of  the  Sees  of  St  Assph  and 
Bailor.— From  Hastings,  against  the  Income^ax.— From 
Alnwid(,  for  Reducing  the  Duty  upon  Sugar  and  CoAe<— 
From  Banff,  for  Repeal  of  Laws  aActing  the  Importation 
of  Com  and  Sugar.— From  Grcatand  Little  YeUham,  for 
Inquiry  into  the  AfBOn  of  Maynooth  CoUcfe— From 
Chairman  of  Maetiof  at  Sheffield,  for  lQqufa7  into  the 
Trial  of  WOliam  Jones  for  Sedilkin. 

Union  with  Ireland.]  Viscount 
Jocelyn :  I  rise  for  the  purpose  of  asking 
my  right  hon.  Friend  at  the  head  of  the 
Gofernment  whether  the  Gofernment  is 
aware  of  the  fearful  excitement  which  has 
prevailed  for  some  weeks  past  in  Ireland 
on  the  suhject  of  the  Repeal  of  the  Union ; 
and,  if  so,  whether  the  Grovernment  is  de- 
termined to  take  any  steps  for  its  repres- 
sion.^ I  likewise  wish  to  know  whether 
my  right  hon.  Friend  has  any  objection  to 
state,  for  the  satisfaction  of  the  loyal  peo- 
ple of  Ireland,  whether  or  not  the  Govern- 
ment is  determined  to  maintain,  at  all 
risks  and  hazards,  the  inviolability  of  the 
legislative  union  between  Great  Britain 
and  Ireland? 

Sir  R.  Peel :  I  rejoice  that  my  noble 
Friend  has  given  me  an  opportunity  of 
making,  on  the  part  of  the  Government, 
t  public  declaration  on  the  important  sub- 
ject to  which  be  has  calM  the  attention 
of  the  House ;  and  I  think  it  necessary, 
on  this  occasioD,  to  remind  the  House  of 
what  has  been,  within  no  very  distant  pe- 
riod, the  publicly  recorded  opinion  and 
eogagemenu  of  the  Crown  and  both 
Houses  of  Parliament  with  respect  to  the 
legislative  union  of  Great  Britain  and 
Ireland.  In  1834  the  Sovereign  of  this 
country,  in  addressing  the  Parliament, 
used  these  expressions  :— 

**  I  have  seen  with  feeling  of  deep  regret  and 
B      liAtiony  the  coatmoance  of  attempts 

people  of  that  coualiy  to  demaiid 


a  repeal  of  the  legislative  union.  This  bond 
of  our  natiooal  strength  and  safety  I  have  al- 
ready declared  my  fiied  and  unalterable  reso- 
lution, under  the  blessing  of  Dirine  Provi- 
dence, to  maintain  inviolate  by  all  the  means 
in  my  power.  In  support  of  this  determina- 
tion, I  cannot  doubt  the  zealous  and  effectual 
co-operation  of  my  Parliament  and  my  peo- 
ple." 

These  expressions  of  the  Sovereign  of 
this  country  were  responded  to  by  Parliaf- 
ment.  Both  Houses  approached  the 
Crown,  and  in  a  joint  address,  recorded 
in  the  most  solemn  manner  their  fixed 
determination  to  maintain,  unimpaired 
and  undiaturbed,  the  legislative  union 
between  Great  Britain  and  Ireland,  which, 
they  said :— > 

''  We  consider  to  be  essential  to  the  strength 
and  stability  of  the  empire,  to  the  continuance 
of  the  connection  between  the  two  countries, 
and  to  the  peace  and  security  and  happiness  of 
all  classes  of  your  Majesty's  subjects." 

On  the  part  of  her  Majesty,  I  am  au^ 
thorised  to  repeat  the  declaration  made 
by  king  William ;  and  I  have  no  doubt, 
that  the  present  Houses  of  Parliament 
would,  if  necessary,  be  prepared  to  fulfil 
the  engagements  into  which  their  prede- 
cessors entered.  I  can  state  to  my  noble 
Friend,  that  her  Majestv's  Government  in 
this  country  and  Ireland  are  fully  alive  to 
the  evils  which  arise  from  the  existing 
agitation  in  the  latter  country  in  respect 
to  the  Repeal  of  the  Union  ;  and  I  further 
state  this,  that  there  is  no  influence,  no 
power,  no  authority,  which  the  preroga- 
tives of  the  Crown  and  the  existing  law 
give  to  the  Government,  which  ahaU  not 
be  exercised  for  the  purpose  of  maintain- 
ing the  Union — the  dissolution  of  which 
would  involve,  not  merely  the  repeal  of 
an  act  of  Pariiament,  but  the  dismember- 
ment of  this  great  empire.  Of  thb  I  am 
confident,  that  an  executive  Government 
can  lose  nothing  of  moral  or  real  strength 
by  confiding  as  long  as  possible  in  the 
ordinary  powers  which  the  law  and  con- 
stitution give  them,  and  in  being  unwil- 
ling, without  urgent  necessity,  to  disparage 
those  ordinary  powers  by  adding  for  in- 
creased authority ;  but  1  do  not  hesitate 
for  one  moment  to  state,  that  if  such 
necettity  should  arise,  her  Majeaty'a  Go- 
vernment will,  without  an  instant's  hesita- 
tion, appeal  to  Parliament  for  additional 
and  effectual  powers  which  will  enable 
them  to  avert  the  mighty  evil  that  would 
arise— not  only  to  this  country,  but  more 
*«qpeci«lly  ip  InlaaA-rlioiii  a  supcifd 
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attempt  to  sever  the  connection  between 
the  two  countries.  I  am  also  prepared  to 
malce,  in  my  place  here,  the  declaration 
which  was  made,  and  nobly  made,  by 
Lord  Althorp,  that,  deprecating  as  I  do 
all  war,  but,  above  all,  civil  war,  yet  there 
is  no  alternative  which  I  do  not  think 
preferable  to  the  dismemberment  of  this 
empire.  I  do  hope  that  what  has  been 
called  our  forbearance  and  apathy  may 
not  be  misconstrued.  I  believe  the  Go- 
vernment will  derive  additional  strength 
from  deferring  an  appeal  for  fresh  powers 
until  the  necessity  for  doing  so  shall  ac- 
tually occur;  but  I  think  I  have  furnished 
the  House  with  sufficient  proof  that  we 
are  fully  alive  to  the  importance  of  this 
subject,  and  that  if  the  occasion  should 
unhappily  arise,  we  shall  appeal  to  this 
House  for  the  fulfilment  of  those  solemn 
engagements  which  their  predecessors  en- 
tered into  in  1834,  and  which  I  doubt  not 
they  will,  when  convinced  that  it  is  neces- 
sary, readily  fulfil.  In  conclusion,  I  thank 
my  noble  Friend  for  the  opportunity  he 
has  given  me  of  making  this  declaration 
on  the  part  of  the  Government. 

Captain  Bemal:  As  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  has  referred  to  one  declaration  of 
Lord  Althorp,  I  wish  to  know  whether  he 
will  abide  by  another  declaration  of  that 
noble  Lord,  namely,  that  if  all  the  Mem- 
bers for  Ireland  should  be  in  favour  of 
repeal,  he  would  consider  it  his  bounden 
duty  to  grant  it. 

Sir  R.  Peel:  I  do  not  recollect  that 
Lord  Althorp  ever  made  any  such  declara- 
tion as  that  which  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  attributes  to  him,  but  if  he  did  I 
am  not  prepared  to  abide  by  it. 

Servia.]  Viscount  Palmerston  asked, 
whether  the  Government  had  any  objec- 
tion to  lay  upon  the  Table  a  copy  of  the 
firman  issued  by  the  Porte  for  regulating 
the  affairs  of  Servia,  together  with  copies 
of  the  treaties  of  Bucharest,  Adrianople, 
and  Ackerman,  with  which  the  firman 
was  connected  ? 

Sir  R.  Peel  said,  he  would  lay  upon 
the  Table  a  copy  of  the  firman,  and  though 
it  was  not  usual  to  produce  treaties  to 
which  this  country  was  not  a  party,  he 
would  lay  upon  the  Table  all  the  articles 
of  the  treaties  referred  to  by  the  noble 
Lord  which  bore  iipon  the  subject. 

Mt.  Hume  wished  the  complete  treaties 
to  be  laid  upon  the  Table. 

Sir  B,  Peel  thought,  that  course  would 


tend  to  produce  confusion/ it  would  be 
better  to  publish  only  such  parts  of  the 
treaties  as  were  explanatory  of  the  point 
at  issue. 

Slave-Trade.  Instructions.]]  Sir 
C  Napier  asked  whether  the  Government 
had  any  objection  to  lay  upon  the  Table 
copies  of  the  instructions  issued  to  Ame- 
rican and  British  cruisers  engaged  in  the 
slave-trade  on  the  coast  of  Africa? 

Sir  R,  Peel  said,  it  would  be  very  con- 
venient to  slave-traders  to  know  what 
those  instructions  were,  but  for  that  rea- 
son he  must  decline  producing  them. 

Abolition  of  the  Cork-Laws.]  Mr. 
Villiers :  Sir,  I  rise  to  propose  the  motion 
of  which  I  have  given  notice.  It  is  the 
same  that  I  have  proposed  before  to  this 
House;  and,  but  for  this  circumstance,  I 
believe  that  I  should  have  shrunk  from 
the  task  now.  I  always  feel  myself  in- 
competent to  the  task,  and  I  never  felt 
more  conscious  than  I  do  at  pressnt  that 
there  are  persons  in  the  House  more  fitted 
for  the  purpose  than  myself.  I  know  the 
subject  is  distasteful  to  the  House,  I  fear, 
indeed,  offensive  to  the  majority  from  the 
question  of  their  own  interest  which  it 
involves.  It  is  not,  however,  on  that  ac- 
count, rendered  attractive  to  me;  I  had 
rather  propitiate  than  offend  this  assembly 
if  I  could ;  but  I  fear  that  at  present  this 
is  to  be  done  rather  by  diverting  than 
attracting  the  public  attention  to  this  sub- 
ject. My  object  in  moving  in  this  matter, 
however,  is  the  same  now  that  it  has 
always  been— namely,  a  deep  conviction  in 
my  own  mind,  that  in  the  whole  range  of 
public  question  that  can  engage  the  atten- 
tion of  the  House,  there  is  not  one  of 
equal  importance  with  that  which  it  is  the 
object  of  this  motion  to  decide.  It  is  like 
the  ground-work  of  a  building.  If  that  is 
unsound,  the  whole  structure  raised  upon 
it  must  be  unstable.  With  this  feeling,  I 
have  at  different  times  brought  it  under 
the  consideration  of  the  House,  when 
others  have  been  indisposed  to  do  so,  and 
during  an  interval  when  the  public  were 
complaining  less  of  its  effects  ;  and  now, 
when  millions  are  expressing  their  interest 
in  it,  I  regret  that  one  abler  than  myself 
to  represent  their  feelings,  is  not  the 
mover  of  the  question.  Indeed,  I  could 
hardly  have  undertaken  the  task,  had  I 
not  felt  that  there  are  those  around  me 
who  have  the  talent  and  knowledge  requi- 
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•he  to  8Upf>1y  mj  maoy  defieieociM.  The 
tttbjeci  I  know  it  laid  to  be  exhaoBied» 
and  that  notbiag  new  can  be  said  upon 
it,  and  this  ii  true ;  it  wai  so  in  the  year 
1815,  after  the  law  had  been  enacted  | 
for  there  is  nothing  thai  was  aaid  then 
that  ought  not  to  have  weighed  as  much 
as  what  is  said  now,  but,  Sir,  the  law  still 
exists,  and  as  long  as  it  does,  there  will  be 
something  to  say,  and  the  importance  of 
what  is  said  will  depend  upon  the  num- 
bers and  intelligence  of  those  out  of  this 
House  who  are  attending  to  the  matter ; 
and  in  this  respect,  rare  as  any  novelty 
may  be,  there  is  something  new,  for  with- 
out exaggeration,  1  may  say,  that  since 
the  law  was  passed,  it  has  never  been  so 
moch  discussed,  so  examined,  so  inquired 
about,  so  mastered  by  the  great  body  of 
the  middling  classes  as  at  present*  I  may 
say  further,  that  there  is  no  question  now 
that  maintains  itself  so  firmly  on  their 
attention,  that  apparently  produces  such 
unanimity  on  discussion,  and  on  which 
they  now  speak  with  such  confidence,  and 
the  result  is,  as  I  do  verily  believe,  an  un- 
qualified iropresaion  on  their  minds  that 
these  laws  have  no  national  object  what- 
ever in  view,  that  they  are  without  any 
public  defence,  that  they  are  the  occasion 
(as  their  purpose  indicates  they  ought  to 
be)  of  great  privatioa  to  the  most  numo- 
UMis  class,  that  they  are  a  great  check  to 
the  progress  of  the  people,  of  eerious  in- 
jory  to  their  morals,  that  they  disturb  the 
bustnese  of  the  country,  that  they  limit 
the  commerce  with  foreign  countries,  im- 
pair the  sources  of  revenue,  that  they  have 
been  the  prominent  cause  of  all  the  eau* 
barrassment,  depression,  misery,  lose,  and 
ruin  which  this  oountrv  has  experienced 
for  four  years  past,  and  as  such  they  are 
regarded  as  unwise,  unjust,  repugnant  to 
humanity,  and  at  variance  with  every  pre- 
cept of  the  Christian  faith,  and  in  this 
view  I  firmly  believe,  that  the  educated 
portion  of  the  mechanical  classes,  and 
such  of  them  who  have  accees  to  the  or- 
dinary sourees  of  information  cordislly 
join,  with  this  feeling,  super-added,  per- 
naps,  that  they  consider  the  more  difficult 
the  necessariea  of  life  are  made  to  them 
to  obtain,  the  more  dependent  most  they 
become  upon  the  capitalist  and  envployer 
of  labour.  Nor  is  this  statement  cootro* 
verted,  by  the  fact,  that  at  some  public 
nseetiugs  where  the  subject  has  lieen  die* 
cussed,  that  men  assuming  the  garb  of 
working  osen  have  entered,  aiKl  by  vio- 


lence and  noise  stopped  the  proceedings. 
The  numbers  who  have  ever  degraded 
themselves  sufficiently  by  being  the  tools 
of  such  a  tyranny,  have  seldom  exceeded 
twenty  or  thirtj,  they  have  never  obtained 
a  majority,  and  whenever  any  honest  men 
have  been  parties  to  the  proceeding,  it 
has  never  been  the  object  of  the  meeting 
with  which  they  have  quarrelled,  but 
always  the  means  which  they  have  feared 
would  be  insufficient:  the  laws  in  ques- 
tion have  been  unanimously  condemned ; 
and  here,  Sir,  in  pointing  to  the  state  of 
opinion  upon  this  question,  I  must  not 
omit  to  name  a  fery  important  change 
that  has  occurred,  among  a  portion  of  the 
middling  class.  1  allude  to  those,  for 
whose  interest  these  laws  are  declared  to 
be  maintained^-namely,  the  farmers.  This 
is  now  a  fact  beyond  dispute,  and  it  is  a 
new  and  striking  feature  in  this  great 
social  movement,  that  this  class  are  now 
beginning  fearlessly  to  consider  the  ques- 
tion ;  they  may  have  shrunk  from  it  be- 
fore; but  the  result  has  already  been 
manifested  in  public  places,  and  will  soon 
be  rendered  more  clear  in  their  open 
avowsl  of  the  utter  delusion  under  which 
they  have  laboured,  in  supposing  that  the 
profit  of  a  law  that  gate  artificial  valoe  to 
land,  could  belong  to  any  but  the  owner 
of  the  land.  If  it  be  asked  what  has 
occasioned  this  change  in  the  general 
opinion,  I  shoold  in  the  first  plnoe  refer  It 
to  the  efforts  of  that  intelligent*  energetic, 
and  persevering  body,-^who,  though  they 
may  find  little  favour  in  this  House,  will, 
ere  long,  not  only  be  duly  appreciated  in 
the  country,  but  from  the  aid  they  have 
given  to  the  cause  of  free-trade,  will  be 
entitled  to  the  gratitude  of  mankind.  I 
allude  to  the  Anti-Com-law  League. 
Thev  have  wisely,  usefully,  and  effeo- 
toally  drawn  the  attention  of  the  people 
to  the  subject,  at  a  time  when  they  are 
suffering  and  seeking  the  cnose  of  their 
embarrassments  and  they  have  brought 
conviction  home  to  their  minds*  In  this 
they  have  doubtless  been  aided  by  the 
course  which  was  pmrsued  in  this  House 
last  year,  for  I  believe  that  there  is  hardly 
a  ground  upon  which  the  law  had  been 
heretofore  rested,  that  was  not  last  year 
abandoned  by  tboee  vrbo  are  responsible 
for  its  maintenance.  The  majority  of  the 
middle  class  in  this  country  absorbed  in 
the  pursuit  of  their  own  affairs — are 
much  in  the  habit  of  deferring  to  au- 
thority—  they   have   been    hitherto   re- 
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luctant  to  btliere  thtt  mdn  in  hig;h 
station  will  stale  what  tbey  know  to  he 
unttue,  or  that  they  will  really  lacrifice 
the  great  interests  of  the  country  to  serve 
the  sinister  one's  of  a  class,  and  they  had 
been  lulled  into  submission  to  this  law 
by  the  things  they  were  told  about  it. 
They  had  heard  it  was  a  protective  law  ; 
that  it  had  retained  labour  in  its  employ* 
ment,  and  secured  industry  its  reward ; 
that  it  enabled  the  farmer  to  obtain  profit 
in  his  employment,  indemnified  the  land- 
owner for  great  national  burthens  which 
he  had  taken  upon  himself;  that  it  pre- 
served us  from  dependance  upon  foreign- 
ers»  and  gave  to  agriculture  its  best  en- 
couragement ;  to  repeal  this  law,  it  was 
said  would  convulse  the  country  to  its 
farthest  ends,  and  would  disturb  all  the 
engagements  into  which  the  proprietors 
had  entered  i  and  looking  at  the  vast  in>- 
terests  of  the  country  and  the  complication 
of  its  affairs,  that  it  coult^  not  be  worth 
while  to  jeopardize  so  much  in  the  vain 
hope  of  drawing  a  higher  prize  in  the 
lottery  of  legislation.  These  were  the 
things  which  were  said,  and  the  influence 
of  which  I  have  at  times  regretted  to  ob- 
serve, though  from  their  bollowness  I  did 
certainly  not  ex|>ect  would  endure ;  and 
when  the  House  remembers  when  last  this 
question  was  before  it,  it  will  see  that  this 
ezpecttition  was  not  disappointed,  for  last 
year  I  hud  no  longer  to  ask  that  it  should 
resolve  itself  into  committee.  When  the 
abolition  of  the  law  was  last  demanded, 
the  House  wdLs  then  in  committee  delibe- 
rating upon  it,  not  certainly  to  proclaim 
its  efficiency, — not  to  point  to  its  success 
— but  in  the  full  acknowledgment  of  its 
faultiness,  avowing  that  it  ought  to  have 
been  altered  long  since ;  that  we  had  be- 
come habitually  dependant  upon  foreign- 
ers for  supply ;  that  the  people  were  ra- 
pidly increasing,  and  with  it  deteriorating 
in  their  condition  ;  that  the  limit  of  taxa- 
lion  on  the  necessaries  of  life  had  been 
reached,  and  that  the  revenue  depended 
upon  the  condition  of  the  people ;  and  this 
year  we  heard  that  '*  peculiar  burthens  " 
had  never  been  much  relied  upon. 
There  was  one  thing  however  adhered  to 
the  last,  which  was,  that  the  farmer  and 
his  labourer  were  interested  in  this  legisla- 
tion, and  that  it  was  with  the  view  to  their 
interest,  that .  it  was  yet  wise  for  Parlia- 
ment to  attempt  to  regulate  the  price  of 
the  pipodttce.  Do  not  blight  his  hopes — 
do  not  ohill  bis  eipectations— said  the 


right  hon.  Baronet  at  the  head  of  the  Go«> 
vernmedt,  while  he  is  endeavouring  to 
supply  you  adequately  at  a  price  between 
54«.  and  58s.  a  quarter ;  it  is  tO  protect 
him  against  the  foreigner  till  ihe  prioe 
reaches  6U.  that  is  the  object  of  my  bill. 
This  will  prevent  the  displacement  of 
capital  and  labour ;  this  will  keep  land  in 
cultivation,  and  the  labourer  in  employ- 
ment, said  the  Member  for  Nottingham- 
shire; while  should  wheat  ever  fall  to 
47^.,  acres  without  end  would  return  to 
waste,  and  people  without  number  will 
loie  their  occupation  ;  and  so  strongly  was 
this  felt  to  be  the  intention  of  the  law  by 
the  proprietors,  that  the  Duke  of  Rich- 
mond told  his  tenants,  in  the  summer, 
that  he  was  not  the  man  to  hold  them  to 
agreements  made  in  the  expectation  of  a 
price  assured  to  them  by  law,  and  not  to 
release  them  if  the  law  should  fail  injts 
promise,  and  he  would  accept  surrenders  of 
leases  from  every  tenant  if  the  prices  were 
not  obtained  in  the  folloiving  year^  This 
was  honourably  said,  and  he  did  not  see 
how  the  example  could  be  rejected  now 
by  any  landlord  who  was  a  party  to  the 
law,  for  certainly  the  imperial  averages, 
and  not  the  Corn-law  League,  had  already 
blighted  these  hopes  which  the  law  had 
been  intended  to  raise.  These  things, 
however,  having  been  said,  was  it  wonder- 
ful that  tlie  people  should  now  ask  why  a 
lawt  no  longer  defended  upon  any  public 
ground,  and  rested  solely  upon  favour  to 
a  particular  interest,  and  which  in  this  re- 
spect was  now  manifesting  its  utter  failure 
should  be  mantained  tin  hour  longer.  And 
the  fact  is,  that  the  law  is  condemned  by 
public  opinion  ;  justice,  humanity,  policy, 
have  all  borne  testimony  against  it ;  and 
now,  a  kind  of  retributive  experience 
is  reaching  its  promoters;  in  truth,  it  only 
waits  the  final  sentence  of  this  House  to  be 
buried  for  ever  with  those  other  acts  which 
have  had  private  interest  at  the  expense 
of  public  good,  for  their  end ;  and  it  is 
the  object  of  this  motion  now  to  ask  yon 
to  pass  this  sentence.  I  do  not  come  here 
to  haggle  about  the  best  mode  of  accom^ 
plishing  a  bad  end — satisfied  with  the 
badness  of  the  object,  I  oppose  it  entirely. 
I  cannot  propose  terms  when  I  know  that 
none  should  be  accepted,  if  there  is  a 
right  to  claim  the  repeal  of  this  law,  it  is 
or  ought  to  be  based  on  truth  and  justice, 
that  is  what  I  contend  it  is,  and  these  are 
the  grounds  on  which  we  have  hitherto 
relied,  to  .compromise  them  now  would  be 
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to  rsDder  them  pomtAam.  Betidci  die 
homr  if  paned  for  loof^  Unperiog  with 
tbe  food,  the  hetkh,  the  iUe,  and  the 
nc^u  of  miliiooi  of  ovr  feUow-ereatoret. 
Toe  time  if  come,  when  the  great  ma»f  of 
the  commttnity  coosidert  themaelvea  ag- 
griered  and  iojared  by  thif  law,  and  oalj 
iofulled  hj  the  defence  which  it  offered 
for  it;  aod  they  call  for  iu  abolitioo, 
as  ihc^  would  that  of  aoy  other  noi- 
•aoce  or  evil  with  which  they  are  afflicted. 
And  there  is  no  argomeot  that  can  be 
advanced  for  its  cootiouance,  rested  on 
the  particular  interests  that  have  grown 
vp  nnder  it,  that  would  not  equally  apply 
to  the  perpetuation  of  any  abomination, 
that  might  not  equally  be  claimed  for  any 
calamity,  or  the  continuance  of  any  of  the 
greatest  curses  that  would  befall  humanity. 
And  the  fact  is,  that  this  law  has  no  pur- 
pose, has  no  merit  for  its  friends,  nn- 
iess  it  tends  to  produce  one  of  those  evils 
which  man  has  always  been  most  anxious 
to  avert,  and  from  which  the  Deity  has 
always  been  invoked  to  protect  him.  I 
mean  that  of  famine.  The  very  object  of 
the  law,  is  the  approximation  to  that  mis- 
fortune, and  it  fails  io  the  opinion  of  its 
promoters,  if  that  is  not  accomplished. 
Aod  though  the  inadequate  supply  of  food 
is  an  evil  which  in  the  primitive  state  of 
society,  most  always  excite  the  greatest 
alarm  ;  yet  it  cannot  be  less  a  subject  of 
the  deepest  anxiety  in  the  most  advanced 
state  of  a  people,  aod  to  the  effect  of  the 
law  as  it  operates  upon  a  community  like 
ours,  I  would  here  call  the  attention  of 
the  House ;  for  I  do  not  believe  the  con. 
sequences  of  any  approach  to  a  scarcity 
io  a  country  like  this  has  been  duly  ap. 
preciated.  For  not  only  is  a  constantly 
increasing  supply  of  food  essential  to  a 
population  coostnntly  increasing  like  our 
own  ;  but  it  is  the  condition  of  that  mi- 
nute division  of  emplovments  which  is 
the  souree  of  our  capital,  and  of  all  that 
tends  to  the  adornment  and  comfort  of 
life,  and  which  is  therefore  necessary  to 
the  continued  progress  of  a  people.  For 
it  is  only  after  assurance  is  felt  of  an  ade- 
quate supply  of  food,  that  this  distribu- 
tion  of  the  national  labour  occurs ;  and, 
if,  after  that  distribution  has  taken  place, 
any  thing  should  occur  to  diminish  or 
prevent  an  adequate  supply  of  food,  then 
all  those  engaged  in  the  production  of 
other  things  than  food,  are  once  disturbed 
io  their  I  ness,  and  the  demand  ceases 
es  for    the  results  of   their 


mdnatry;  Ike  prior  dwand  for  food 
having  nhamtwi  or  radaeed  the  meaas 
availi^  for  their  oonaomption.  Hub 
then  drives  thoae  engaged  m  ptodndng 
the  coovenienees  and  lonriet  of  life  to 
seek  for  themadves  a  moie  direct  mode  of 
obtaining  food,  vsnally  mantfested  by  a 
return  to  the  oecnpation  of  land,  or  in 
soch  countries  as  o«r  own  by  a  resort  Io 
mendicity,  to  the  poblic  relief,  to  emigrm- 
tioo  or  to  crime.  This  ssay  be  all  said  lo 
be  obvious,  but  if  so,  1  adL  why  has  it  been 
forgotten  ?  Because  this  ooosideraiioo  n 
at  the  bottom  of  the  question  which  we 
are  discussing,  had  it  been  heeded,  the 
Legislature  would  have  feared  to  attempt 
through  scarcity  to  raise  the  price  of  pro- 
duce, lest  they  deprived  those  engaged  in 
manufectnreor  occupied  otherwise  than 
in  the  production  of  food,  of  the  means  of 
living,  while  it  is  as  obviottly  true,  that 
the  more  nbundant  and  accessible  food  is, 
the  greater  will  be  the  demand  for  aU 
other  results  of  industry.  If  any  man 
would  sausfy  himself  of  the  truth  of  this 
rule,  let  him  only  inquire  what  would 
be  the  efiect,  in  a  oountry  like  this,  of 
the  great  mass  of  the  population  having 
easy  access  to  food  —  let  him  learn  if 
it  would  not  instantly  oocasioo  greater 
demand  for  the  comforts  and  decenciea 
of  life— -and  whether  the  effset  with 
which  that  would  be  attended  to,  mnst 
not  of  necessity  be  an  increased  demand 
for  the  labour  of  those  who  could  be 
employed  in  the  production  of  thoae  ob* 
jects,  which  would  occasion  a  better 
market  at  home  for  mannfectures,  and 
consequently  render  the  manufacturers' 
businefs  a  better  market  for  labour. 
And  if  this  is  the  case,  what  can  be 
more  worthy  of  the  attention  of  those 
who  are  responsible  for  the  state  of  this 
country,  than  to  discover  in  what  wav  th^ 
supply  of  food  can  be  most  abundantly  in- 
creased, in  order  to  cause  an  adeauate 
demand  for  the  additional  lebour  of  the 
country  ;  for  on  this,  it  is  obvious,  hnngs 
the  physical  condition  of  the  people,  and 
on  that,  their  morals,  their  edocation,  their 
well-being  and  contentment ;  and  in  thia 
country  above  another  it  b  important  to 
increase  the  demand  for  manufactures, 
when  it  is  now  ascertained  that  every  ad- 
dition to  the  population  mtut  look  for  em- 
ployment in  manufactures,  or  in  other 
employmenu  than  agriculture,  that  is  now 
a  fact  esublished  beyond  question.  Let 
aoy  man  with  these  pnodpfes  in  his  mind 
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examiti6  the  fiicts  which  are  afforded  to 
him  by  this  country,  the  facilities  are 
great  now  of  ascertaiaing  anythiog  which 
affects  our  economical  condition,  and  the 
opportunity  was  never  greater  than  at  pre- 
sent, when  we  are  at  the  termination  of  a 
period  during  which  there  have  been  years 
of  scarcity  and  abundance  of  equal  dura- 
tion, and  I  ask  any  man  who  rises  from 
such  an  inquiry,  whether  he  will  not  admit 
that  while  a  mass  of  evil  and  miserv  has 
followed  in  close  connection  with  the  pe- 
riod of  dear  or  scarce  food,  whether  com- 
parative prosperity  has  not  seemed  to  re- 
sult from  the  years  of  cheapness — whether 
as  food  became  dear,  the  occupations 
unconnected  with  its  production  did  not 
become  worse—and  whether  thousands  of 
those  so  employed  had  not  been  driven  to 
seek  food  in  some  other  way  ?  It  is  well 
known,  that  between  1834  and  1838 
there  was  a  comparative  abundance  of 
food  ;  and  that  the  great  body  of  the 
people  had  access  to 'food  of  good  quality 
m  greater  amount  than  before — and  it  is 
not  disputed,  that  during  that  period  all 
occupations  connected  with  manufacturing 
industry  were  never  more  prosperous,  that 
commerce  was  active,  the  revenue  flourish- 
ing, poor-rates  reduced,  crime  diminished, 
and  all  the  businesses  connected  with  the 
distribution  of  wealth  in  a  prosperous 
state?  That  the  habits  of  the  people, 
which  had  been  deteriorating  between 
1839  and  1833  began  to  improve,  and 
the  general  aspect  of  the  community  was 
good.  This  occasioned,  as  it  is  always 
observed  to  do,  a  greater  consumption  of 
food,  which,  while  the  people  rapidly  in- 
creased, led  to  a  greater  demand  for  food. 
It  was  under  these  circumstances  in  1838 
that  the  harvest  failed,  and  that  wheat, 
which,  in  the  beginning  of  that  year  had 
been  5ls*t  reached  in  September,  735. ; 
and  from  that  moment  till  the  harvest  of 
1842,  the  effects  of  a  high  cost  of  food 
upon  a  highly-civilised,  commercial,  ma- 
nufacturing community,  annually  aug- 
menting in  number  like  our  own,  may 
be  observed  :  from  the  autumn  of  1838  to 
that  of  1842  we  had  high  prices,  which 
means  scarcity  of  food — and  during  that 
period,  it  is  no  longer  a  question  that  the 
whole  business  of  the  country  was,  as  it 
still  is,  deranged  and  depressed  ;  nor  is  it 
only  the  coincidence  of  high-priced  food 
and  bad  trade  that  makes  the  connection 
appear  necessary — it  would  be  easy  to 
show,  thai  it  is  impossible  that  it  should  | 
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be  otherwise.  In  the  first  place,  in  the 
beginning  of  1838,  if  we  take  the  average 
cost  of  wheat,  and  the  average  amount 
consumed,  we  shall  get  the  rate  at  which 
the  community  was  paying  for  this  food 
before  the  prices  rose;  assuming  that 
sixteen  millions  of  quarters  are  consumed, 
and  that  the  price  was  56s,,  the  yearly 
expenditure  would  be  about  forty.five 
millions.  Now,  then,  if  the  price  rose 
to  73s.f  the  cost  would  be  fifteen  miU 
lions  more  ;  and  if  we  take  the  average 
of  the  four  years,  we  shall  find  that, 
during  that  period,  sixty  millions  more 
was  required  for  food  than  was  required 
for  the  four  preceding  years ;  indeed,  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Paisley  stated 
last  year,  that  other  things,  such  as  tea, 
coffee  and  sugar,  having  risen  in  price  at 
the  same  time,  an  additional  expenditnre 
on  necessaries  equal  altogether  to  100 
millions  had  been  caused.  What  then 
should  we  expect  to  be  the  effect  of  ab- 
stracting so  large  an  amount  of  the  public 
means  from  the  expenditure  on  manufac- 
tures, could  it  do  other  than  greatly  to 
injure  the  home  market,  and  thus  dimi- 
nish the  demand  for  the  goods,  compared 
wiih  that  in  cheap  years.  What  is  the 
account  that  intelligent  men  connected 
with  the  staple  manufactures  of  the  coun- 
try, and  dependant  alike  upon  home  and 
foreign  trade,  would  give  on  this  point  ? 
Why,  that  the  effect  of  the  home  market 
for  manufactures  was  felt  immediately  on 
the  price  of  food  rising,  and  though  at 
first  it  is  inconvenient  and  almost  impos- 
sible to  stop  the  manufacturing  processes 
that  they  continued  to  produce  without 
reference  to  the  demand  ;  but  that  as  the 
stocks  were  thereby  increased  beyond  the 
demand  at  home,  they  consigned  their 
goods  on  their  own  account  fo  foreigners 
abroad.  This  soon  occasioned  the  mar* 
kets  abroad  to  be  overstocked,  a  circum- 
stance which  was  much  aggravated  by  the 
inability  to  effect  exchange  with  countries 
growing  food  abroad,  and  prices  fell  to  a 
ruinous  point  here;  and  in  1842,  the 
foreign  markets  being  glutted,  while  the 
home  market  remained  unimproved,  a  pe- 
riod in  this  country  followed  of  unex. 
ampled  depression.  The  manufacturing 
interests  were  depressed  beyond  prece- 
dent, and  there  was  one  continued  course 
of  sacrifice,  bankruptcy  and  ruin  steadily 
increasing  throughout  that  mo»t  unfortu- 
nate year,  and  we  know  that  such  were 
the  despair,  destitution,  the  wretchedness 
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indiMMl  by  dimniUted  profit  tixl  dimu 
nnhed  rewird  for  laboar,  that  >a  ost- 
bretk  of  a  Mrion  chatMter  occurred, 
which  wu  rendered  perhapi  more  lo  by 
tb«  ctreoinitaiice  that  il  fonod  many  of 
thoK  in  the  middle  cIbm,  od  whom  ihe 
peace  and  velUbein^  of  Ihe  State  much 
depends,  in  a  condition  to  care  litlle  for 
the  re«olt ;  and  I  believe  that,  con«ir)ering 
all  the  detiuls  of  what  has  occurred  during 
thia  progrCM  of  misery  and  ruin  for  three 
yean  patt  while  all  thai  on  befall  bnma- 
niiy,  of  e*i!  pbjiically  and  aocially,  has 
been  ivfiered  by  milliona  of  the  people, 
that  nothing  Ihat  war  or  pestilence  cnuld 
bring,  wnuld  hate  been  worse,  or  that 
any  thing  ever  endnred  in  England  be- 
fore, ofTera  to  it  any  parallel.  It  is  diffi- 
cult lo  measnre  the  misery  of  snch  a  pe> 
riod  in  this  country,  the  mental  agony  of 
persons  sinking  in  their  ttation,  Ihe  moral 
ruin  entailed  npon  whole  families  of  inno- 
cent  pemni  by  the  demoralizing  influ- 
ence of  poTcrly,  hurrying  a>  it  were  mal- 
titudea  of  unconscious  men  and  women 
into  hatHts  of  vice  and  crime ;  indeed  il 
it  Tain  to  talk  of  educaliog  the  people,  or 
of  raising  their  moral  state,  while  laws, 
attended  wiih  theae  coniequences,  are 
nffered  [o  exist,  for  there  are  momeoit 
when  people's  morals  and  habits  are 
moulded  (or  their  remaining  life,  and  the 
moral  being  of  millions  is  determined, 
and  not  all  the  edncalion,  nor  all  the 
vigilance  of  all  the  clergy  could  redeem 
many  of  those  who  have  been  so  reduced, 
or  subjected  to  such  trials  and  privations, 
and  hon.  Members  mnst  look  at  this  law 
attended  with  tbew  practical  resoll*.  for 
there  is  a  way  of  vitwiof  Ihe  Coin-law 
apart  from  its  purpose  and  its  necessary 
eflVct,  and  geaileiiwii  talk  of  it  asaome 
abstraction  which  may  foras  a  chapter  in 
political  economy,  that  may  eicila  ths 
interest  of  the  curioas,  bat  as  having  no 
practical  bearing,  but  let  them  know  that 
It  is  precisely  by  theae  ditiresMngconte. 
qnences  Ihat  ft  is  known  and  fkit  by  the 
imlustrkms  clasaes,  en  aeconnt  of  which 
lit  lupporten  are  looked  tpon  aa  the 
BUlhora  of  their  miaary.  It  is  the  otaaer- 
ralion  of  ihost  who  are  brought  In  couiact 
ntedically  with  the  working  classes,  that 
thers  is  nothing  that  delermines  to  such 
an  eiieni  their  lieallh  and  welUbeiag  as 
the  facility  with  which  they  obtain  their 
food,  and  indeed,  ihoiigh  public  men  arr 
reproved  for  the  Mrnngih  of  th*ir  lan^uagr 
in  romlemnivg  the  Corn-law  when  ii  hnn 


been  termed  a  mnfderona  lav,  it  tbonld 
he  koown  that  this  is  the  view  which  is 
taken  by  medical  men  when  treating  it 
more  calmly,  1  will  quote  hare  from  a 
medical  man  who  has  had  much  experi- 
ence in  the  treatment  of  the  poor.  He 
says— 

■*  The  Poor-law  ptewrves  Ibcm  from  death, 
bal  il  doei  not,  it  cannot  preserve  tbem  frwa 
gnawing  anxieiy  ind  detlioctife  loil,  from 
eipoaure  lo  the  weaiher,  wfaiUt  scekuig  ht 
tram  borne  for  work — from  luffering  cold  from 
insufficient  clothes,  tbe  best  baviog  baeo  toU 
or  pawned  for  bread — from  crowding  several 
familin  into  one  sBiatl  dwelling  lo  save  aa- 
pense  of  rent — from  choking  up  every  avenue 
lor  air  to  obiatn  warmth  without  expense  of 
fuel.  Nothing  can  prewrve  tbe  ionat  Irom 
unwholesome  milk,  when  its  molber  ii  barass- 
•d  by  care,  and  stiotiog  herself  of  food  that 
her  litlle  ones  may  eat.  Notbiag  can  savs 
men  frora  disease  and  death  wiih  iosuScicnt 
and  onwholetome  food^wiib  garbage  lo  stay 
the  craving!  of  hunger,  and  seeking,  in  itw 
etciteinenl  of  gin  ai  a  brief  reipiia  from 
despair.  Such  are  means  bj  which  ihe  Com- 
Uw  kilb." 

Again,  I  have  here  an  extract  from  a 
work  on  ^tlol  StattMtics.  [Sir  Jamet 
Oraham  .-  Who  is  the  avthor  !]  Dr. 
Hawkins  and  I  will  read  a  few  extracts, 
which  would  serve  to  show  tbe  estimation 
to  which  this  law  was  held,  by  even  men 
of  moderate  opinions,  he  said-— 

"The  price  of  com  has  a  most  ramaikaUe 
influence  on  the  morements  of  population  and 
of  dneait-  We  have  not  a  sufficient  number 
of  daia  lo  enable  u  to  estimata  ihe  axaet 
amount  of  its  influence,  but  we  shall  awaredly 
not  b«  miflakao  io  daning  it  among  the  most 
energtlic  causes  wbicli  preu  upon  iba  opan- 
lion*  of  life.  This  influence  cueods  not  only 
upon  deaths  but  upon  births  ;  il  affecti  also 
the  numberofmamageSiofdiMaset,  and  even 
crimes.  Vanalioosin  the  price  of  food,  then,  fcrm 
one  of  ihe  OMSt  serious  ebangci  that  ean  occar 
on  the  surface  of  a  state  ;  tbey  may  iiisensibl* 
lead  to  ibt  moii  uneipacted,  the  moei  formitU 
able  raiulll  and  wa  may  affirm  with  coat, 
dtnce,  thai  one  of  Ihe  most  important  duties 
of  a  Government  is  lo  tsmper,  and  lo  diminlsb 
at  far  a*  possible,  all  tba  clrcumiUDCes  which 
promote  these  fluciustions  in  the  price  of  tba 
most  Dtcesaary  srttcla  which  man  can  pro. 

Thns  it  appeared  that  the  price  of  food 
had  a  grest  iuHaenca  on  (he  comfort  and 
condition  of  iha  people,  and  its  nrialioaa 
and  fluctuations  wer«  amongst  the  great- 
est and  most  importaol  changes  that  coald 
occur  ia  any  state,  and  migfat  insensibly 
lead  to  the  nKtai  nnexpected  and  formid- 
aMa  lesnlta.    TiMsa  ««rt  tfat  opiniOM  of 
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p^rsotii  who  were  held  in  considertble 
estimation  as  medical  wriiers,  who  bad 
[Published  sereral  traluable  ^tatistioal  works, 
and  the  justice  of  their  observations  was 
faliy  oonBrmed  in  the  increase  of  crime 
and  tbe  amoant  of  poverty  and  disease 
which  had  taken  place  lately  amongst  the 
poorer  classes  of  this  country.  One  of 
these  writers  showed  that  during^  the  four 
de&rer  years,  14,657  more  patients  had 
applied  for  medical  relief  in  the  manufao' 
turing  districts  than  during  the  same  pe- 
riod of  cheap  food,  and  that  1,177  more 
hid  died,  or  196  per  year,  showing  that 
the  proportionste  increase  of  mortality  was 
mnch  greater  than  the  increase  of  admis- 
sions. In  ten  divisions  of  England  only,  the 
deaths  /rom  starvation  within  the  year 
were  116,  and  in  Ireland,  Scotland  and 
Wales,  there  were  three  times  as  many. 
The  annual  deaths  from  starvation  were 
two  in  every  100,000  or  560  of  the  whole 
population.  The  increase  of  crime  was  also 
frightful  to  contemplate.  He  found  that 
in  1835  the  number  of  commitments  was 
20.  731.  In  1836,  they  had  increased  to 
20,984;  in  1841,  27,760  :  and  in  1842, 
31,760.  He  found  that  during  the  last 
fbnr  years  ihe  poor-rates  in  one  of  the 
most  populous  parishes  of  this  rich  metro, 
polis,  namely,  Mftrylebone,  had  increased 
to  an  alarming  extent.  In  1840,  the 
amount  was  27,000/.;  in  1841,  31,000/.; 
in  1842,  36,000/.;  and  in  1843,  40,000/. 
Thus  showing  in  one  parish  alone  en  in^ 
efMse  of  13,000/.  in  the  expenditnre  for 
the  relief  and  support  of  the  poor.  He 
also  found  (bat  the  number  of  casual  poor 
felieved  by  the  City  of  London,  which 
In  1836,  amounted  only  to  925/.  |  and 
in  1842  had  increased  to  29,933/.  Nor 
was  this  conBned  to  one  place,  it  was 
general  throughout  the  country,  for  in- 
stanee,  at  the  almshouses,  at  Durham, 
the  number  of  persons  relieved  had  in- 
creased 40  per  cent,  during  the  same 
period.  Surely,  these  are  matters  that 
should  at  least  be  weighed  and  considered 
by  men,  who,  subje^ed  to  no  privations 
themselves,  sit  here  deliberately  to  legis- 
late against  food,  purposely  to  make  food 
eearce,  and  which  they  can  only  suoceed 
ifi  accomplishing  at  the  risk  of  producing 
the  Consequences  to  which  I  have  referred, 
nnd  thus  deteriorate  the  people  in  their 
fitorale,  their  health,  happiness,  and  ge- 
nerat  weli-being,  thus  adding  fearfully  to 
all  theefefKeiHS  of  discontent  and  disorder 
iti  tbeSfnie.     And  it  should  be  oot^. 


moreover,  that  it  is  not  only  that  this  occur, 
during  periods  of  bad  seasons,  but  that 
under  tbe  present  circumstances  of  our 
country,  it  is  more  or  less  the  constant 
condition  of  the  country;  for  it  is  tbe 
fact,  that  when  the  harvests  are  good,  we 
are  without  a  sufficienc  supply  of  food : 
at  least,  of  food  of  the  better  kind,  and 
such  as  we  all  desire  to  consume  our* 
selves :  and  though  tbe  price  may  be  low, 
when  from  any  reason  the  quantity  may 
be  increased,  and  the  habits  of  the  people 
being  deteriorated  they  are  unaccustomed 
to  consume  the  quantity  they  require ;  yet 
the  great  mass  of  tbe  people  have  not  food 
of  good  and  strengthening  quality  within 
their  reach  at  any  time«  It  had  beet)  said 
in  former  discussions,  and  might  be  re* 
peated  this  evening,  that  in  ordinary  years 
there  was  an  adequate  supply  of  food } 
this  I  deny,  and  say,  that  the  supply  is 
never  adequate,  there  was  more  aton«  time 
than  at  others,  but  never  enough.  I  have 
here  a  calculation  that  has  been  made  with 
great  trouble,  and  with  a  view  to  obtain 
an  accurate  account  of  the  distribution  of 
the  largest  quanttiy  of  wheat  that  has  been 
allotted  to  general  consumption;  namely, 
about  sixteen  million  quarters,  and  which 
showed  that  ten  millions  of  the  population, 
the  number  named  by  some  advocates  of 
tbrs  law,  never  consume  wheaten  flour  at 
all.  The  estimated  distribution  of  wheat 
was  as  follows:— 
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Besides  these,  he  found  that  there  were 
four  millions  who  lived  on  oatmeal^  and 
Bit  millions  who  "  rejoiced"  on  potatoes. 
These  ten  millions  of  people  there  were 
without  the  first  great  necessary  of  life. 
Was  not  that  a  scandal  and  a  disgrace  lo 
this  countrv.  which  boasted  of  its  wealth 
and  greatness,  that  boasted  of  its  charity 
and  its  Christianity,  and  yet  suffered  these 
things  to  be,  while  we  know  that  aeross 
the  Atlantic  a  pestilence  bad  been  nearly 
occasioned  by  food  rotting  oo  the  quay 
for  want  of  a  market.  1  allude  to  what 
was  actually  reported  to  have  ooourred  ai 
New  Orleans.  And  really,  if  it  were  not 
lamentable,  it  would  be  almost  ludicrous 
to  hear  people  who  are  parties  to  this  law, 
Oi)serve  upon  and  regret  some  of  iUi  most 
C2 
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ohvioai  conHqaencei ;  for  tnitaoce,  it  ii 
nm  iinuKual  to  bear  in  thit  Houk  a  lort 
of  lamcDtaiion,  that  of  late  yean  the 
labouring  clau  were  becotDiog  poorer, 
whtlc  paiiicular  clatte*  and  individna)! 
had  become  richer,  aod  that  while  those 
wbo  live  luxuriouily  seem  to  prosper,  those 
who  an  wanting  comforts  are  becoming 
more  neceiiiloui.  This  wai  observed 
upon  by  the  right  hon.  Bsrotiet  at  the 
head  of  the  Government,  when  he  intro- 
duced the  Income'iax  ;  and  he  seemed  to 
•tale  it  as  a  reason  why  he  should  exempt 
the  poorer  classes  from  the  tax.  This 
same  observation  was  again  impressed 
upon  the  House  by  the  Vice- president  of 
the  Board  of  Trade,  who  regretted  the 
great  accumulation  of  capital  and  the 
simulUneous  spread  of  poverty — aud  an- 
other Member  of  the  Government,  tlie 
Secretary  of  the  Admiraliy,  made  the 
subject  the  leading  topic  of  an  addreM  to 
hi«  neighbours  and  constituents  in  the 
winter  last.     I  will  jnit  read  his  words — 

"  Tht  truth  is,  we  none  of  us  fesi  suffi- 
ciently the  reiponsibihty  of  wealth,  qnd  the 
duties  which  tha  poi seuion  of  proparly  entail* 
on  ui;  we  forget  we  are  tnuteeifor  our  poorer 
brethrec,  and  this,  whether  the  properly  poi- 
■Msed  be  great  or  iioall.  Look  at  the  stale 
of  society  ia  England,  and  we  nuit  be  itnick 
bj  the  necetsilj  of  makinii  aflorii  equal  to 
the  emergency  of  the  case.  It  must  be  evident 
Id  all  who  have  paid  atlenlion  to  the  working 
of  our  lyslem,  that  whelbei  owint;  lo  our  laws 
and 
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depei>d  npon  them  for  food  and  wera  in- 
creasing in  Dumber,  would  become  gn- 
dually  poorer,  and  that  the  pioprieiary 
tepreaenied  as  fifty  woold  gradually  acquire 
a  greater  demand  over  iheir  Ubour,  tbeir 
services,  tbeir  resource*,  and  that  in  pro- 
portion as  those  were  given  in  grMtn 
proportion  for  food,  so  they  woald  have 
leu  to  expend,  less  on  other  things,  lbs 
whole  resulting  in  what  the  speaker  re> 
ferred  to  calls  the  rich  becoming  richer, 
and  the  poor  poorer.  Now  that  ia  my 
solution  of  this  increasing  disproportwu* 
between  rich  and  poor,  and  which  all  ob- ' 
serve  and  say  they  regret;  but  which  if 
this  monopoly  in  the  aupply  of  food  conti- 
nues wilt  be  more  manifeMedeach  year. 
The  people  cannot  increase  as  our  pops- 
lation  does,  and  not  be  deteriorated  if  the 
supply  of  food  does  not  augment  in  a 
corresponding  degree.  And  that  thia  ii 
the  slate  of  the  people  now,  namely, — 
wanting  more  food,  and  being  loo  many 
for  the  same  employment,  is  admitted  1^ 
those  who  either  resist  the  repeal  oC  the 
law  or  who  have  other  projects  for  the  im- 
provement of  the  people.  They  aaj  the 
people  are  deteriorated,  and  that  orare 
food  is  required,  and  their  mode  of  im- 
proving their  condition,  iaeither  by  Foreign 
coloniiatioa  or  Home  colon iiat ion -,  iMit 
what  ia  the  essutnption  on  which  both 
these  are  proposed,  bat  that  the  difficoU 
ties  in  obtaining  tbe  means  of  life  ate  in- 
»™e  oAer<^"oM.'^t ,  creasing,   and  that  it  is  politic  either  to 


md  the  people  where  there  is  n 
ir  to  encourage  manufactnrers  I 


food, 

prod  Of 


tbe  poor  becoaing  every  day  more  numeroui 
nd  more  poor." 
Now,  then   asaumiog  that  those  whn 


.  mil  poverty  a*  rapidly  iocreasiog    food  for  themselves  in  this  country.    Each 

at  the  other,  the  rich  becoming  still  richer,  and  of  these  assume  that  tbe  people  ratiit 
withdraw  from  other  employments  in 
which  they  are  or  desire  lo  be  engaged, 
in  order   to   obtain   food   directly  iham- 

expres*  their  regret  at  this  circumalance    selves,   either   in   this  country  or  in  tbe 

are    sincere,    I    would    just  put  a  caK    cotoniea.   The  friendi  of  fore^  colonita- 

to  ihem  tn  aid  them  in  solving  the  diffi-    tion  hope  to  alleviate  the  condition  of  the 

culty  as  to  the  canae  of  this  evil.     I  will    ilUpiid  weavers   by  aeoding  them  to  be 

imagine  a  very  much  smaller  community    shepherds    at    the    Antipodea,    and   tbe 

than  ouTOwn,sayonlT  of  afew  thousands,    '  ■      ■       -  ■■ 

and  I  will  suppose  that  only  fifty  have  tbe 

supplv  of  the  necessary  food  of  the  people, 

and  lost  this  commnnity  should  gradually 

increase,  while  the  aopply  of  food  did  not 

increase  in   proportion.     What  do  these 

gentlemen  think   woold  be  tbe  condition 

of  this  community,  as  well  as  of  those  who 

had    the  monopoly  of   food.      Do   they 

donht  that  they  would  see  thai  while  those 

who  had  the  supply  of  fiiMd  grew  gradually 


friends  of  Hnme  colooiislioo  invite  tbe 
operatives  who  art  destitute  or  who  an 
only  half  employed,  to  leave  tba  fargv 
and  the  loom,  in  order  lo  dig  the  waste 
lands  here,  in  the  hope  of  raising  by  that 
means  food  for  themselves  and  their 
families.  I  do  not  impugn  the  motives  of 
these  persons,  1  believe  that  both  are 
animated  by  a  desire  to  relieve  the  desii- 
lulion  that  they  hear  of  or  that  they  wil- 
naSB ;  bnt  I  cannot  help  observing  lo 
itcher,  ihat  those  wbo  were  compelled  to    then,  that  while  they  acknowkdp  (he 
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condition  of  our  people  to  be  that  of 
wanting  food,  and  wanting  the  means  of 
procuring  it,  that  they  should  be  heard 
on  this  occasion  calling  loudly  for  a  repeal 
of  the  law,  which  only  exists  to  prevent 
food  entering  this  country,  and  to  prevent 
those  who  have  it  to  sell,  from  purchasing 
our  manufactures  in  exchange;  for  it 
really  is  only  to  realize  their  objects,  that 
we  seek  to  repeal  this  law.  They  say  we 
want  new  markets;  we  want  to  employ 
our  redundant  people — and  for  this  their 
plan  is  to  colonize  them  :  now,  our  plan 
is,  to  suffer  them  to  work  at  home  for 
food,  which  those  who  take  their  work 
would  give  them  in  exchange,  but  which 
it  is  the  purpose  of  this  law  to  prevent : 
for  if  the  food  was  to  come  in  that  is 
prevented  by  this  law,  it  could  only  be 
received  in  exchange  for  productions  of 
this  country,  and  which  would  be  pro- 
duced by  our  people  with  the  view  to  that 
trade.  I  say,  that  as  long  as  there  are 
ten  millions  in  this  country  who  want 
bread,  and  are  therefore  insufficiently  sup- 
plied with  manufactures,  ^ihere  is  the 
means  of  a  new  market  within  the  limits 
of  our  own  country,  which  we  could  call 
into  existence,  and  which  would  manifest 
itself  immediately  if  the  law  Would  allow 
industry  and  commerce  to  be  free,  the 
food  would  then  appear  in  our  markets, 
and  the  present  redundant  labour  would 
be  absorbed  by  an  increased  demand  for 
manafactures,  and  b^  an  enteusion  of  all 
the  businesses  incident  to  them,  so  that 
these  ten  millions  would  be  like  a  new 
state,  with  whom  we  should  have  a  new 
trade.  In  «hort,  the  home  market  would 
be  improved  just  as  it  is  at  present  injured 
by  the  Corn-law.  Home  trade  is  more 
convenient  in  some  respects  than  foreign 
trade  for  those  engaged  in  it,  and  it  is 
precisely  that  trade  that  the  Corn-laws 
are  so  peculiarly  calculated  to  injure.  It 
is  no  preference  for  foreign  trade  over 
home  trade  that  induces  me  to  call  for  the 
repeal  of  the  Corn-law — I  never  said  it 
was :  but  it  is  on  the  ground  that  this  law 
stops  exchange,  food  for  other  things,  be- 
tween man  and  man,  respectively  pro- 
ducers, and  by  artificially  raising  the  cost 
of  food  limiting  the  command  of  the 
commanity  over  the  comforts  of  life,  that 
I  object  to  it.  And  it  is  idle  for  those 
who  maintain  this  law  to  question  the 
benefits  of  allowing  the  trade  to  be  free, 
for  tbtir  whole  argument  and  all  their 
fcars  aft'bued  m  the  expectation  of 


them.  It  is  precisely  to  prevent  the  mer- 
chant from  having  his  share  in  the  supply 
of  the  community  with  food  that  this  law 
is  passed  ;  he  who  is  ready  to  embark  his 
capital  for  this  purpose  ;  who  is  prepared, 
in  fact,  to  take  out  the  results  of  our  na- 
tive industry,  of  which  we  hear  so  much, 
as  the  means  of  purchasing  it,  but  who  is 
deterred  from  doing  so  by  this  mischiev- 
ous meddling  with  his  business.  The 
supporters  of  this  law  are,  therefore,  pre- 
cluded from  the  use  of  both  arguments : 
— 5rst,  that  t^oo  much  food  would  come 
in ;  and,  secondly,  that  no  food  would  be 
import^  Their  fears  are  founded  upon 
th^  too  much  food,  and  to  prevent  excess 
they  are  legislating,  or  there  is  no  purpose 
in  the  law  ;  for  their  interference  to  pro- 
tect the  capitalist  is  ludicrous,  either  on 
the  supposition  that  the  merchant  requires 
to  be  protected  by  the  landlords  from  their 
own  enterprise,  or  to  suppose  that  with 
our  commercial  facilities,  with  the  whole 
world  before  us,  from  the  valley  of  the 
Nile  to  the  valley  of  the  Mississippi,  that 
the  merchant  would  not  be  able  to  dispose 
of  our  manufactures  for  food,  or  to  keep 
our  markets  supplied  with  the  first  neces- 
saries of  life.  Why,  if  the  present  sys- 
tem were  not  grossly  impolitic  as  regards 
the  community,  it  would  be  abominably 
unjust  to  those  who  having  capital,  could 
employ  it  in  providing  food  for  the  people, 
are  not  at  liberty  equally  to  do  so  with 
the  agriculturist  himself.  A  man  has  just 
as  much  right  to  the  use  of  his  money  or 
his  ships  which  he  may  inherit  or  acquire, 
and  may  choose  to  use  for  the  purpose  of 
feeding  the  people  as  the  landlord  has  to 
his  acres  for  the  same  purpose,  and  the 
community  are  only  aggrieved,  and  never 
can  be  benefitted  by  any  restraint  in  this 
respect ;  and  on  this  ground  if  there  were 
no  other,  the  law  ought  to  be  repealed  as 
a  gross  infringement  of  the  right  of  our 
traders  in  their  business  of  supplying  the 
community  with  the  things  they  require. 
Monopoly  can  never  offer  a  substitute  for 
the  unvarying  operation  of  the  competi- 
tion. Where  then  is  the  excuse  for  this 
gross  violation  of  the  ordinary  rules  of 
policy.  Is  it  that  what  is  termed  agricuL 
ture  in  this  country  requires  favour  for 
its  success?  Sir,  I  am  happy  to  think 
that  in  the  whole  list  of  pretexts  and  fal- 
lacies resorted  to  in  the  defence  of  this 
law,  there  is  not  one  more  weak  and  inde- 
fensible than  this ;  and  that  there  is  al- 
most unanimity  as  far  as  one  can  collect 
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tbe  opuNOM  of  mdepeadeol  and  iotelli* 
gait  afrioiltyntUy  thai  the  cnluuc  of  tbe 
ioil  depends  upoo  the  skilly  sdence*  sod 
vrsogemenU  of  those  trbo  briog  their 
esptul  to  thb  btttinsss,  sod  not  opon  fs- 
voorttissB,  mooopolft  or  trhat  is  lenned  io 
Psriismeot,  prolectkxL  $ir«  1  believe 
tlut  meo  who  have  given  osott  stteotioo 
to  this  sob^ect,  do  ooi  stop  with  tbe  opi- 
nioo  thst  mch  ioterferewce  is  ooi  needed ; 
I  believe  they  go  fsrther,  and  assert  thst 
it  is  positively  ssischievoosy  aod  that  while 
the  coltivator  is  diverted  from  attending 
to  his  own  resonrces  by  relying  on  the 
promise  of  Psrliaaent,  that  agricoltore 
wUl  never  thrive  in  this  coanuy.  The 
case  as  I  apprehend  it  is  this — the  law 
holds  ont  an  expectation  that  by  eiclud- 
ing  foreign  competitioo,  a  high  price  will 
be  obtained  for  a  particolar  grain,  this  in- 
duces the  farmer  to  give  particular  atteo- 
tioo  to  this  grain,  and  to  depend  upon 
tbe  price  which  he  shall  obtain  for  it  in 
tbe  eB|;agement  which  he  makes  for  the 
use  of  Uie  land — tbe  effect  of  constant 
disappointment  in  getting  this  price  msk^ 
him  now  generally  unwilling  to  seek, 
while,  perhaps,  political  reasons  make 
the  landlord  unwilling  to  give,  a  lease. 
Now,  the  agriculture  of  this  country 
is  very  deiKtive  snd  needs  many 
things  to  be  done  to  improve  it ;  but  for 
this  purpose,  patience,  expense,  aod  en« 
terpnte  are  required— the  best  improve- 
ments of  later  years  require  consider- 
able outlay,  and  require  time  to  prove 
their  efficacy.  Now,  the  effect  of  the 
present  svstem  is  preciiely  to  make  men 
timid  in  laying  out  money,  for  they  have 
not  sufficient  security  for  the  return,  while 
tbe  promise  of  Psrhsment  b  substituted 
for  improvement,  snd  while  they  are  said 
to  be  protected  by  Parliament,  to  shake 
their  faith  in  improvements.  I  confidently 
assert  then  thst  the  science  of  agriculture, 
ss  well  as  the  interest  of  the  cultivator 
needs  no  other  relisnce  but  that  oo  skill 
and  enterprise,  and  that  both  are  prejo* 
diced  by  tbe  results  of  protection,  indeed, 
upoo  every  inquiry  into  tbe  distress  of 
agriculturists,  it  hss  been  shown,  that 
those  who  had  put  little  faith  in  the  Uw, 
and  trusted  chiefly  to  skill  and  resource  of 
their  own,  had  not  suffered,  while  those 
who  bound  by  heavy  pecuniary  engage- 
ments, based  on  the  promise  of  the  law, 
to  the  owner  of  whom  they  hired  the  land, 
were  those  who  were  most  distressed. 
This  wu  tMtifisd  by  the  larsMii  ia  Scnu 


bod,  who  gave  their  evidence  ia  1836, 
and  they  showed  that  they  had  thriven 
from  the  moment  that  they  had  cast  off 
all  reliance  on  the  law,  and  made  arrange- 
ments with  dieir  landlords  adapted  to 
those  ciroooMtances.  It  was  indeed,  I 
believe,  chiefly  from  reflecting  npon  all 
the  testimony  gathered  oo  the  inquiry  in 
1836,  that  led  some  of  the  ssost  sdentifie 
men  to  the  condosion  that  low  prices 
which  could  be  maiotainod  steady,  would 
afford  the  best  stimulus  to  improvements, 
and  be  alike  advantageoos  to  the  occupier 
of  the  land,  and  the  commnnity,  and  this 
was  most  likelv  to  be  accomplished  by 
freedom  of  trade.  I  find  this  stated  by 
some  men,  and  broadly  pointed  to  by 
others,  who,  perhaps,  (ear  the  nnpopularity 
of  broaching  the  doctrine  among  the  pro- 
prietors. And,  indeed,  until  1  had  ex- 
amined the  matter  osore  closely,  I  was  not 
aware  how  strong  the  presumption  was  in 
favour  of  the  success  of  the  principle  of 
free  trade  is  applied  to  agriculture,  over 
that  in  any  other  matter.  The  fact  is,  the 
coltivator  in  this  country  has  an  advan- 
tage over  his  foreign  competitor  in  all  that 
is  essential  to  his  business,  and  his  dis- 
advantages seem  to  begin  with  and  to 
spring  from  the  law  that  professes  to  pro- 
tect him.  He  has  larger  capital,  better 
labour,  more  manure,  better  implements^ 
nearer  markets  than  the  foreigner,  but  he 
has  an  artificially  high  price  to  pay  for  his 
land,  he  has  hesvy  poor-rates  rendered  so 
by  food  being  scarce,  and  all  that  portion 
of  the  produce  required  for  conaumption 
on  the  farm  is  consumed  at  a  greater  sa- 
crifice than  would  occur  if  it  was  cheap, 
while  tbe  effect  of  the  law  ia  to  deteriorate 
the  condition  of  his  customer.  1  believe 
with  the  most  intelligent  men  conversant 
00  this  subject — that  if  the  farmer  had 
fair  play,  and  was  submitted  like  men  in 
other  businesses  to  a  free  competition,  that 
he  would  succeed  io  rivslry  with  the  fo- 
reigner of  any  kingdom  in  the  world. 
Nor,  Sir,  am  I  here  speaking  without  book, 
aod  in  support  of  what  I  have  said  of  the 
change  of  opinion  among  the  farmers,  1 
wOl  here  re&r  to  a  very  intelligent  work 
which  has  recently  beoi  published  by  a 
person  who  is  a  fsrmer  himself — with 
whom  I  am  personally  acquainted,  whose 
fsmily  and  connections  have  been,  as  I 
know,  entirely  bound  up  in  interest  with 
the  agricultural  class,  ana  who  would  have 
everything  to  lose  in  character  and  pro« 
perty^  if  ha  vece  moag  io  what  he  aaidf 
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sad  I  f  ladly  refer  to  this  work  to  prow 
U»t  I  am  Bol  mUrepreseatiDg  tbe  interul 
or  opinioDi  of  tbe  farmers  io  what  I  have 
stated,  BDd  that  I  am  not  calling  for  the 
entire  removal  of  this  pretended  protection 
in  diir^erd  and  neglect  of  their  intereit. 
Hr,  W^foid  ii  (be  author  of  the  work. 

Now,  what  laya  he  in  the  first  place  on 
tbe  lubject  of  rent  :— 

"I  firmly  beliete,  thit  if  the  trade  in  com 
wn  to  be  thrown  open  to.morrow,  that  there 
woidd  be  no  real  necessity  for  any  important 
reduetion  ofrent^  except  upon  heavy  wheat 
Und ;  and  there,  it  would  only  be  required,  in 
order  to  allow  the  tenaot  time  to  adapt  him- 
lelf  Io  a  state  of  low  prices  liliely  to  be  per- 
minetil  and  ateady,  nuher  than  from  any  dif- 
ficnlty  in  coltivatiagsuch  I and(,  under  a  proper 
•yitetn,  at  the  preaent  rent*,  let  the  price  of 
corn  be  erer  to  low." 

Then  la  to  tbo  present  momeat  of  ef- 
factiog  tbe  change— 

"  Now,  then,  a  the  tine  to  repeal  the  Corn- 
law.  Home  competition  bai  reduced  the  price 
•f  grain  to  a  moderate  rata,  and  if  we  are  ble«t 
■with  a  food  harrasl,  wheat  may,  and  probably 
will,  fall  lower  tban  it  waa  ia  183S.  The 
moit  senaitiTC  agricultural  alarmist  will,  there- 
fore be  unable  to  conjure  up  any  phantom  of 
greater  ahuadaDce  than  that  produced  by  the 
borne  growth.  The  repeal  of  the  Corn-law 
would  DOW  create  no  panic,  and  free-trade,  by 
a  gentle  and  giadnal  meaanre,  would  direct 
the  exertiona  of  farmen  lowarda  that  intelli- 
gent system  of  husbandry  wherein  their  per- 
nanent  prosperity  is  alooe  to  he  found.  All 
the  beneficial  effects,  which  frea-trade  in  com 
is  Stted  to  piodoce  on  commerce  and  mana- 
fscttires,  would  at  once  begin  to  operate,  and 
a  dearsT  prospect  of  national  prosperity,  a 
prospect  more  free  from  adfentiliouB  circum- 
staacet  whetherofftood  or  eril,  will  be  opened 
than  ha*  ever  been  hitherto  attained. 

"  On  the  other  hand,  if,  either  through 
public  iodiSerence,  or  from  the  half  measaree 
of  party  politicians,  the  Com-lawi  be  allowed 
to  lioget  DO  the  statute-book — practically  in- 
operBtive,  as  we  hsTe  seen,  to  prevent  agri- 
Qoltarat  distress  io  abundant  years,  until  the 
cycle  of  tbe  season  shall  bring  round  two  or 
three  deficient  crops,  it  is  certain,  that  a  total 
and  instant  repeal  wilt  be  quickly  forced  upon 
the  OofemmcBt  of  that  day.  But  this  will 
not  be  effected  until  all  tbe  erils  of  soarcily 
bK*e  again  bean  endured  by  the  community, 
■Mw  ettgagements  at  high  reots  entered  into 
by  farmart,  wheat  culture  again  unduly  ex- 
iMided,  moDMary  derangemsnts  and  miDOUi 
com  spceolatiMis  once  more  rife,  and,  finally, 
an  agneoltnral  panic  wtuch  the  experieooe  of 
aereral  years  may  be  required  to  allay.  It  is 
plain,  theie  nerer  was  a  time,  especially  as 
reganis  the  iuteiests  of  the  agncaltnrists,  mote 
JSTOoMa  far  tbe  dedaire  step  than  the  pre- 
MBt. '  VMt4o  m  iMi/    Is  it  cha^  ton  t 
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If  so,  we  have  it  notwitiistaDding  the  Cori^ 
laws.  But  the  mischief  is,  that  lliough  for 
this  year  we  may  have  abundance,  a  bad 
harvest  must  half  starve  us  before  we  can  get 
relief." 

"That  the  British  agricullorist  is  by  no 
means  so  ill  prepared  to  adopt  (he  only  stable 
raeaos  of  success,  as  some  of  his  self-styled 
friends  would  have  believed,  a  brief  surrey  of 
Ibe  present  state  of  Engli^  husbandry  will 
make  manifest.  Perhaps,  there  is  no  source 
froro  whiob  I  could  take  a  itaEement  of  the 
actual  condition  of  English  agriculturists  (for 
in  Scotland  farmers  have  become  pretty  well 
alive  to  the  exigencies  of  the  times)  ao  little 
open  (o  suspidon  or  cavil,  ai  the  article  by 
Hr.  Philip  Pusey,  M.P.,  one  of  tbe  Memben 
for  the  agricultural  county  of  Berks,  "  On  the 
Progress  of  Agricultui-at  Knowledge  during 
the  last  fonr  years,''  which  appears  in  the  last 
number  of  the  Eaglu/i  AgnaJhiral  Society'* 
Journal,  published  in  January  of  the  present 
The  purpose  of  the  article  ii  to  inquire  what 
has  been  the  progress  of  agricuhare  since  the 
establishment  of  the  sodely  ;  and  it  com- 
pletely confirms  the  views  I  have  taken  of  the 
comparatively  backward  condition  of  the 
heavy  soils.  Mr.  Pusey  justly  remarks 
that  (he  foundation  of  all  improvement  upoti 
wet  lands  is  drainage;  and  in  the  fore- 
goitig  pages  I  have  shown  that  the  owners 
and  occupiers  of  wet  and  heavy  soils  are  those 
who  are  most  frequent  and  load  in  their  de- 
mands for  protection." 

And  then  he  shows  how  recently  tbia 
improvemeDt  bad  been  even  recom- 
mended— 

"  It  19  only  seven  years  since,"  (proceede 
(he  article)  "  we  heard  in  England,  chiefly 
through  the  present  Speaker  of  the  House  of 
Commons,  that  a  manufacturer  in  Scotland, 
now  wall  known,  as  Mr.  Smith,  of  Deanstoo, 
had  found  (he  means  of  makiog  all  land,  how- 
ever wet  and  poor  it  might  be,  warm,  sound, 
and  fertile  ;  and  that  (his  change  was  brought 
about  by  two  processes,  thorough  draining  and 
subsoil  plougUng." 

Mr.  Welford  then  further  qaotea  Hr. 
Pusey  to  confirm  bis  own  TJews,  how 
uolikely  these  improvements  are  to  b^ 
adopted  ai  lend  is  now  held,  for  after 
enumerating  the  many  disadvantages  of 
wet  clay  land  Mr.  Pusey  says — 

"  If  I  were  a  working-farmer,  nothing  wonld 
induce  me  to  enter  on  a  cold,  wet  farm,  unless 
there  were  a  fair  prospect  of  its  being  drained, 
either  with  my  own  money  under  a  long  lease, 
or  with  (he  aid  of  the  landlord."  *■  Bat  what 
larBicr,"  says  Mr.  Welford,  "  who  intends  to 
remsin  solvent  and  independent  five  years 
hence,  would  now  venture  <o  lake  a.  long  lease 
of  "  B  cold  wet  farm,"  knowing  as  he  does, 
that  ha  would  be  obliged  to  engage  to  pay  a 
rent  calcalated  on  prices  ha  may  not  obtain 
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Hv*  ^Mt*  MX  of  twBDlyT  And  while  aucb  .  tbe  corn  monopoly,  for  a  period  Hifficieotlj 
laRil*  v^Mti  t>«  kt  without  draining,  the  Iind-  long  to  compensBie  (b«  rumer  for  the  iibm> 
t>i«\)i  ibo  WMyuniy  or  whom  cbdooI  afford  the  turid  deprenioa  price*  nndergo  id  yean  of 
Wit|jt<,._wl||  iieviT,  lo  any  )[re>l  extent,  furnish  '  Kbundance. 

th«  MMtt*.  Hero  and  there  iodividutl  land-  :  "  That  though  ihe  farmer,  who  by  accident 
ttotitvn  may  promote  inch  iroproTemenU  at  had  taken  bit  farm  during  a  low  range  of 
their  iiwn  e^penie ;  hut  looking  at  land  in  the  :  prices,  if  hii  rent  had  been  uced  with  reference 
mui^gaie,  ill  permanent  impro*enieiit  will  I  to  the  then  existing  prices,  might  be  apparently 
o«W  lake  place  In  the  band*  of  occupiers.  To  '  benefitted  by  even  a  abort  period  of  bjch 
*naW  ihe  occupier*  of  the  clay  lands  of  Eng-  I  prices  ;  yet  that,  in  bet,  be  la  no  gainer,  for 
land  to  beconc  impiovers,  the  first  requisite  tbe  competition  of  farmers  for  brms  etiablei 
'  '  ',  which  can  only  landlords  and  land-agenti,  in  practice,  to  di»- 
irn."  regard  tbe  very  low  priced  yeaix,  and  lo  calcu- 

,,,,,,.  ,     ,    ,.     late  money-rents  with  reference  to  the  phcet 

Weiford,   in  support  of  thil    „f  ,«uon/(,f  comparati.e  scarcity,  and  to  the 
t  of  Parliament  price  of  com. 
"  That  the  Com-laws  bate  prevented  timely 
adjustment*  of  rent,  and  ba*e  thereby  permk 


And   Ml 

Opinion,  point!  lo  the  time  when  the  pro- 
ticted  Bgricuhurista  began  generally  to 
talk  of  i  m  prove  me  nt — 


Now,  though   individual   cultivalon  had    """y  '"J"^  ^^^  l»od lord  and  tenant,  m 
>n  for  aome  time,  in  the  practice  of  enlight-    Particularly  on  those  soiU  which  were  formerijr 
-j_.  .-J .L...1...    almost  ex  cltisivelv  resarded  as  "  wheat  landa : 


anad  systems  of  buibandiy,  and  were  thereby 

enabled  to  bear  up  against  the  ruino      " 
tioiis  caused  by  the  Com-lawa ;  yet 
itil    that   complete   disclosure   of   the    real 


^^^,^^y  :lu3i»ely  regarded  as  "  wheat  landa ;" 

Huctui^    that   they   have  induced   farmers  to  rely  fbr 

'  profit  upon  a  great  breadth  of  wheat,  to  tbe 

gleet  of  stock  farming  and  improved  system: 


until  that  complete  disclosure  of  the  real  -"S'"""""^- — -""8  — " '-f">"™-j-=— 
origin  of  ogricu/lural  distress,  and  of  tbe  hoU  °^^"».^^'>  *  *"/  "?'  /•••'  ''"''•  '=^"*l  ? 
iDwn™  of  all  expectations  of  profit  founded    ''='"'>  'P  ">«  '"'"d*  "^  *^'>*'  wnweel^i  "'"> 


on  protective  laws,  which  were  made  in  1836, 
that  any  general  movement  was  communicated 
to  agticullHre.  Then  a  desire  for  improve- 
ment, to  counteract  the  effects  of  low  prices, 
arose  amongst  the  landed  gentry ;  one  of  the 
s  the  formation  of 


land,  of  looking  to  tbe  Legislature  for  si 
WMMmmuniMt''Jd    ""•^efi"^  "'  ""attainable  remedy  for  occa. 
siooal  distress,  rather  than  lo  their  own  energy 
and  enterprise. 

"  That  the  uncontrolled   power,  which  the 
inded  interests   have  had  to  legislate  for  tbe 


the  Enelish  Society,  whose  proceeding,  bare     P„"'";l°^l,'S?,'ili?.11'i;;^,™^^^ 
diffused  the  knowledge  of  useful  practices  al-  ,   "  "'■''■"  '      ■""     ""'   i»r">™"«      «■» 
ready  in  operation," 

And  now.  Sir,  before  I  close  this  very 
intelligent  work,  I  cannot  help  reading  the 
conclusions  nhich  he  considers  to  be  legi- 
timately drawn  from  all  the  evidence  a 
experience  which  tbe  past  and  present 
■tate  of  agricoltui  ■        -      -       - 

afToids,  and  I  do  so  in  hopes  of  iheii 
forth  to  the  public,  so  that  if  agriculturist* 
can  gainsay  or  refute  his  views,  that  he 
will  do  so,  for  the  truth  ii  what  I  alone 
desire  on  this  matter.  Mr.  Weiford, 
amongst  other  things,  comes  to  the  fol- 
lowing conclusions  :- 


o  prevent  ibe  periodical  recurrence  of  real  and 
rere  distress  amongst  the  tenantry. 
"  That  it  is  not  fbr  the  interest  of  tbe  farmer 
it  prices  of  corn  should  be  high,  fbr  whether 
ibcy  are  high  or  low,  the  existing  competition 
for  farms  would   prevrait  bim  from   realising 
more  tlian  the  ordinary  rate  of  profit,  after 
payment  of  rent  and  other  outgoings,  calcu- 
Tunder 'the""Corn-hw    1.'"^.  ^^°'^">i  ">  "he  acluaU,  existing  pr»e. ; 
■        ■         but  It  IS  moil  impOTtant  lo  him  that  prices 
■'goi>'g    should  be  steady,  without  fluctuation  beyond 
what  must  follow  from  variations  in  the  sea- 
sons ;  and  that  such  steady  prices  would  be 
besi  secured  by  a  constant  and  regular  impor- 
tation of  grain. 

"  That  all  leceatimprovemeniainagttcnluira 

have  taken  place  in  spile  of  the  Corn-law*, 

and  by  pursuing  plans  directly  the  raverse  of 

"  Thai  the  rise  of  rents  which  has  occurred     those  wbicb  the  Cora-laws  have  tended  to  eD> 


II  modern  times,  has  been  coogjequenl  upon    cour^. 
■      '        lufacluring  industry  ii  "'  '  ■■  -^ 


(be  growth  of 

*•  That  the 
home  market  will  not  secure  pcrmaneoily 
prices  lo  the  Biiliah  agncultuiist, 

"  Thai  the   monopoly  prices   promised  by 
the  Corn-laws,  both  of  IBIS       ' 


"  that  the  immediate  repeal  of  tbe  Com* 
■■w  is  not  only  desirable,  at  Ibe  mean*  of 
iplete  monopoly  of  the  placing  agricultur*  upoo  a  sure  fbnndatioa,  by 
■..■.;_.  ^  ^jj^  enforcing  those  improvad  sjstema of 
husbandry,  and  adjusuienl*  of  engagements, 
which  alooa  cu  make  agricuhore  pennanenlly 
prosperovsi  but  that  the  present  lime,  f 


r  practically  enjoyed  for  any  considerable     the  comparatively  low  prica  and  tbe  healthy 


period,  by  tbe  occupiers  of  land  in  Great  Bri-    appearance  of  the  growing  crops,  is  peculiarly 
tain,  whilst  all  their  fixed  money  enpgements     favourable  for   the  adoption  of  Iree-trada  in 
have  lieen  calculated,  with   reference   to  the    com. 
promised,  not  lo  the  real  prices  of  grain ; 
beside*,  I' 


I,  that  tbe  community  will  not  bear,  ii 


And,  fioallj,  that  tbe  high  value  of  land  in 
itty  has  always  been  coincident  with. 


tine*  of  icaiGiiy,  an  cfleciiva  Baintnaaca  of :  andisdinciljutiibstKbtelo,  thcgrett  wealik 
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created  by  our  commercial  and  matiufacturiDi^ 
industry,  and  the  comparatively  wide  diffusion 
of  that  wealth  amongst  the  mass  of  the  commu* 
nity;  but  not  to  any  artificial  restrictions, 
which  have  been  shackles  and  obstructions  on, 
not  aids  to,  our  productive  power." 

Now  these  were  the  conclusions  to 
which  this  farmer  has  deliberately  arrived ; 
and  do  not  let  people  suppose  that  he  is 
a  person  onknown  to  the  farmers;  for  I  may 
tell  them,  that  after  publishing  this  work, 
he  was  the  person  who  presided  at  the 
great  meeting  lately  held  in  the  county  of 
Hertford,  where  he  is  known  as  a  farmer, 
and  where  the  farmers  had  assembled 
from  different  parts  of  the  country  to  hear 
the  subject  of  the  Corn-laws  discussed ; 
and  where  many  had  come  with  no  friendly 
feeling  to  the  speakers  on  free-trade ;  and 
he  was  unanimously  selected  to  fill  the 
chair.  It  is  then  the  condition  of  improve- 
ment, and  the  condition  of  the  safe  pur* 
suit  of  this  business  by  the  farmer,  that 
prices  should  be  low,  and  that  the  trade 
should  be  free ;  what  then  is  the  objection 
to  the  clftnge  ?  It  will  occasion  panic 
among  the  farmers,  say  some.  Sir,  I  say 
it  is  the  circumstance  that  renders  the 
present  moment  so  peculiarly  fitting  for 
the  change  that  no  panic  is  likely  to  occur. 
The  farmers  could  not  in  the  first  place 
apprehend  any  great  fall  in  the  price, 
while,  at  first,  they  might  expect  the  con- 
trary, from  the  stimulus  it  would  give  to 
trade.  But  I  am  disposed  to  dispute  these 
assertions  of  the  fears  entertained  by  the 
farmers  of  abolishing  this  law,  if  their 
landlords  would  consent  to  it.  In  the 
first  place,  I  doubt,  if  any  thing  that  was 
done  now  by  their  professed  friends,  would 
much  disappoint  the  farmers.  They  are 
in  the  right  mood  now  for  an  experiment, 
for  they  have  been  so  practised  upon  of 
late,  that  I  doubt  if  they  would  consider 
themselves  deceived  again.  Moreover,  I 
remember  that  last  autumn  there  was  a 
laudable  endeavour  on  the  part  of  some 
persons  to  prepare  the  way,  as  I  had 
hoped,  for  some  further  change  and  ex- 
cellent advice  was  tendered  to  the  farmers, 
in  a  series  of  speeches  in  different  coun- 
ties, which  from  the  manner  in  which 
they  were  received,  showed  that  this  class 
was  as  open  to  conviction  as  any  other. 
My  hoD.  Friend  the  Member  for  Win- 
chester addressed  them  in  a  speech,  that 
according  to  the  report,  met  with  nothing 
bot  sueeese;  and  he  strove  to  impress 
upon  the  flitads  of  those  he  was  addressing. 


that  the  worst  day  that  could  befall  the 
farmers,  as  well  as  the  country  at  large, 
would  be  when  the  manufacturing  interest 
should  in  any  way  decline ;  and  that  agri- 
culture must  look  to  the  extension  of  our 
commerce,  as  the  most  friendly  circum- 
stance that  could  befall  it.  Again,  the 
Member  for  Somersetshire  was  extremely 
well  received  when  he,  about  this  time, 
announced  to  his  constituents  assembled 
to  hear  him,  that  the  time  was  now  come 
when  the  British  farmer  must  abandon  his 
reliance  on  protection,  and  stand  upon 
his  own  prudence  and  skill :  and  lastly, 
came  a  gentleman  who  I  think  had  repre- 
sented or  did  represent  a  division  in  the 
county  of  Sussex,  Mr.  Goring,  who  said 
that  the  farmer  had  nothing  to  fear — that 
he  had  great  advantages  in  the  circum- 
stances of  this  country— and  that  in  fact, 
protection  was  useless  to  him.  I  observed 
all  these  speeches  were  well  received  ;  and 
I  never  could  understand  why  a  sudden 
stop  was  put  to  the  continued  utterance 
of  such  excellent  counsel ;  or  why  policy 
of  preparing  the  farmer's  minds  was  at 
once  abandoned.  I  was  induced  at  the 
time,  I  remember,  to  consider  whether 
there  was  not  some  connection  between 
that  and  the  news  from  China,  as,  from 
the  moment  that  some  revival  of  the  trade 
was  expected  from  this  circumstance, 
these  salutary  lecturings  were  stopped — 
looking  a  little  as  if  monopoly  was  to  be 
clung  to  so  long  as  it  was  possible;  but  show* 
ing  that  if  trade  did  not  improve,  and  the 
pressure  from  without  was  only  sufficient, 
it  might,  in  the  opinion  of  its  supporters, 
be  abandoned  without  danger — aye,  and 
as  many  of  them  almost  admit,  with  po- 
sitive advantage  to  themselves ;  for,  it  is  a 
law  that  has  for  its  purpose  not  only  to 
prevent  importation ;  but  as  Mr.  Welford 
shews,  of  preventing  improvement  and 
checking  production.  There  is  the  same 
imaginary  interest  in  doing  both.  What 
is  essential  to  the  success  of  a  corn-law  is, 
to  limit  the  quantity,  for  that  is  the  only 
way  by  which  price  can  be  maintained ; 
and  that  may  be  defeated  as  much  by  ren- 
dering the  soil  more  productive,  as  by 
importation.  Indeed,  of  late  it  has  been 
avowed,  that  the  defect  of  the  law  has 
been  that  it  has  not  been  sufficiently 
restrictive ;  that  some  clause  was  required 
to  limit  the  quantity.  This  was  openly 
stated  in  the  Morning  Post  the  other 
day,  which  is  the  special  organ  of  the 
proprietors  who  support  this  law ;  it  has 
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been  repeated  io  effect  by  the  Standard, 
which  is  the  organ  of  the  Government ; 
and  I  obtenred,  in  a  speech  made  by  the 
Member  for  Dorsetshire,  when  he  addressed 
bis  constituents*  that  he  almost  ridiculed 
the  idea  of  the  farmers  adopting  the  later 
and  the  best  improvements  m  agriculture, 
recommended  to  them — asking  in  derision, 
where  they  were  to  obtain  tne  money  to 
effect  them,  and  whether  if  the  landlords 
advanced  the  money,  they  were  ever  likely 
to  be  repaid.  And  yet  the  object  and  effect 
of  such  improvements,  is  to  supply  to  the 
deficiency  of  food,  and  the  fact  is»  that 
has  been  the  defect  of  the  law  from  the 
first,  and  must  always  be  so-*nothing  can 
secure  price,  but  limiting  quantity,  and 
nothing  in  some  years  can  do  that  unless 
improvements  are  checked,  or  that  there 
are  special  powers  residing  in  some  quarter 
for  the  purpose  of  destroying  the  produce 
or  controlling  its  amount.     I  remember 
Mr.  Whitmore  told  the  a|(riculturists  sar- 
castically at   some  meeting,   that   there 
ou^ht  to  be  a  burning  clause  in  their  acts 
to  be  enforced  whenever  by  the  bounty  of 
heaven,  the  harvests  were  too  abundant, 
and   I  think    he  alluded   to  its  having 
gravely  contemplated  at  some  agricultural 
meeting  in  1822.    These  were  really  the 
views  taken  by  the  party  represented  by 
the  Member  for  Wallingford,  and  with 
whom  a  large  majority  of  the  other  House 
I  believe,  warmly  sympathises.       But  if 
the  farmers  would  not  be  frightened,  and 
improvements   could    not  be   prevented, 
was  there  a  pretence  for  saying,  that  the 
land  would  go  out  of  cultivation,  which 
is  constantly  repeated  as  an  argument 
against  change.     This  is  repeatra  year 
after  year,  and  I  ask  the  House  candidly, 
if  there  has  ever  been  the  slightest  pains 
taken  to  shew  any  ground  for  the  opinion, 
or  whether  there  is  really  reason  tor  ex- 
pecting that  it  would  happen.    Look  at 
the  foolish  predictions   tnat   have  been 
made  from  time  to  time  on  this  account, 
as  a  reason  for  this  or  some  other  Corn- 
law,  and  how  regularly  they  have  been  all 
falsified  by  experience.    It  wu  only  last 
Session,  as  1  said  before,  that  the  Member 
for  Nottinghamshire  said,  that  if  the  price 
of  wheat  should  (all  to  forty-seven  shilbogs, 
Ibat  vast  tracts  of  land  most  go  out  of 
cultivation*     And  yet  is  there  an  acre 
expected  to  |p>ont  of  cuttivatk>n  though 
prices,  I  belitre,  kmer  than  that  at  tUs 
moment,  or  does  any  body  expect  any  to 
go  out.    What  waa  the  case  m  1822  and 


1836?  was  any  labour  displaced,  as  it  is 
called,  in  consequence  of  land  being  de* 
serted  or  returned  to  waste?  Why,  in  one 
of  those  years,  a  Mr.  £IIiaor  Ellman,  who 
is  a  favorite  witness  whenever  it  is  thought 
necessary  to  call  an  agriculturisi  in  favour 
of  more  protection,  said,  it  was  very  ex- 
traordinary, that  during  those  years  which 
were  designated  as  periods  of  unparalleled 
distress,  that  the  demand  for  land  was  as 
great  as  ever,  both  bv  those  who  wanted  to 
occupy  laud  and  those  who  desired  to 
have  more,  and  that  none  had  gone  out 
of  cultivation.  We  all  know,  that  at  no 
period  have  enclosure  bills  been  stopped, 
and  that  between  the  years  of  1832  and 
1836,  nearly  100  were  passed ;  but,  if 
this  solicitiide  for  the  labourer  lest  he 
might  be  displaced  is  sincere,  how  ready 
a  mode  does  this  land  that  hitherto  has 
been  productive,  and  that  is  expected  to 
lie  waste,  offer  to  provide  for  the  destitute 
labourer— let  ua  only  have  the  account  of 
the  land  that  is  to  be  thrown  out  of  culti- 
vation, and  we  shall  know  how  to  provide 
for  the  labour.  At  present  the  aalculation 
is,  that  there  are  three  labourers  for  lOO 
acres.  Think  you,  that  these  100  acres 
divided  among  the  three  labourers  would 
not  maintain  them  somewhat  better  than 
thej  are  maintained  at  present — thatsure- 
W  IS  an  answer  to  those  who  pretend  that 
their  only  fear  in  repealing  the  law  is  on 
account  of  displacing  labour*  I  doubt,  if 
all  the  labourers  that  were  to  be  so  dis- 
placed, were  to  be  maintained  magnifi- 
cently at  the  public  expense,  whether  it 
would  be  so  cosilv  to  tne  community,  as 
Is.  a  quarter  added  to  the  price  of  the  grain 
coiuumed  in  this  country.  But  it  is  in 
fact,  nothing  more  or  leu  than  a  cruel 
mockry  of  the  labourer  to  talk  of  his  in- 
terest in  this  law,  which  diminishes  the 
quantity  of  food  to  be  distributed  amongst 
his  clau,  and  from  the  results  of  which  he 
has  been  an  invariable  sufferer,  and  al- 
ways more  intensely  in  proportion  as  the 
law  has  succeeded  in  its  object  It  has 
been  with  diflSculty,  that  these  labourers 
have  been  restrains  at  various  times  from 
breaking  the  peace  consequent  upon  their 
discontent  at  the  results  of  the  law.  The 
average  priceof  wheat  from  1794  to  1814, 
was  84s.  a  quarter,  and  during  that  time 
there  ware  several  occasioiis  oi  rioting  in 
the  country  districts,  simply  owing  to  the 
high  prioe  of  food*  But  again,  whether 
we  make  inquirr  in  these  districts  oor- 
self  es,  or  knkea  to  the  et kleoce  which 
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had  bean  collected  by  committeet,  hov 
could  the  labourer  be  worie  off  than  be  it 
at  pment  after  the  law  bad  e&iited  for 
tweotj-eigbt  yean.  What  only  occuired 
the  oLhei  day  in  one  of  the  wealthy  o 
tiet  ID  the  centre  of  the  kiDgdom.  A  re~ 
port  bad  been  lately  made  by  the  lurgeoas 
appointed  to  examine  the  convicti  in  the 
huika  when  they  arrived  there  from  the 
priaoos,  andtbeybad  tbere  espreued  their 
optoioB  that  the  condition  of  the  priunera 
showad  the  inaufficiency  of  their  previous 
diet,  they  had  all  the  appearaore  of  hav- 
ing been  kept  on  bad  and  iaaufficient 
food,  and  in  consequence  the  right  bon. 
Baronet  the  Secretary  of  State,  had  iaaued 
an  order  to  all  the  gaoli,  directing  an  im- 
provement in  their  dietariea;  but  when 
the  magistrates  came  to  consider  the  im- 
proveinent  which  was  directed  is  their 
diet,  they  esclaimed  against  it,  and  speak- 
ing from  their  local  acquaiotance  with  the 
condition  of  the  peasantry,  declared  that 
the  criminals  would  in  future  be  far  better 
offthan the  labouringpoor;  thusshowing, 
that  thoM  who  were  maintained  in  a  condi- 
tion only  just  above  that  which  should 
preclude  disease  and  malady  ariung  from 
bad  living,  was  a  condition  above  that  for 
which  gentlemeti,  as  friends  of  the  poor, 
plead  Uie  continuance  of  this  law.  I  have 
here  a  specimen  of  what  was  the  coadition 
of  those  poor  labourers  in  one  of  the  mid- 
land counties,  said  to  he  better  off  than 
others,  it  ia  ao  extract  from  a  paper  pub- 
lished in  WtKcesienbire," 

"Wages  of  AgricDttai^  Labonrers.— The 
advocate!  of  the  Corn-laws  say  that  their  r»< 
paal  wovld  reduce  the  labonrers'  wages ; 
otiters  (hat  their  wages  «e  ilread;  at  the  star- 
vaiion  point,  attd  cannot  be  reduced.  We 
give  a  ease  in  pmnt; — A  labonicr  named 
Snitb,  was  recently  brought  before  the  Wor> 
cester  beach,  charged  with  an  offence  against 
the  Highway  Act,  and  when  the  magistrates 
were  considering  the  case,  it  came  out  tliat  he 
was  engaged  as  cowman,  from  Michaelmas 
last  year  till  Lady-day  this,  at  16«.  6i.,  besides 
his  board  and  lodgiog,  and  had  t?  pay  for  his 
washing  himself.  It  fhrther  appeared,  that  for 
the  two  years  previous  to  Michaelmas  he  had 
worked  hr  7f.  per  week,  and  found  in  every- 
thing, saving  in  harvest  lime,  when  he  had 
dinner  and  drink.  Under  theae  circumstan- 
ces, the  bench  mitigated  the  penalty  to  U.  and 
9oat^  w  one  dq's  imprisonment.  Smith's 
case  is  not  solitary,  but  one  of  a  rapidly  in- 
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nder  these  circomsUnKes,  with 
evidence  within  every  man's  reach  of  the 
wretched  condition  of  the  agricultural  la- 
bourer in  this  country,  I  do  really  hope 
that  gentlemen  will  be  more  careful  than 
ihey  commonly  are  in  what  they  allege  in 
defence  of  this  law,  for  it  does  almost 
amount  to  insult  to  those  who  were  suffer- 
ing the  severest  privation,  to  tell  ihem 
that  a  law  injurious  to  every  body  else 
was  kept  to  benefit  them.  I  do  not  sup- 
pose that  the  supporters  of  this  law  will 
much  heed  what  I  say  on  thia  point ;  but 
I  do  assure  them  that  there  is  now  an  in- 
telligence abroad  on  this  subject  that  will 
utterly  preclude  the  success  of  any  of 
those  fallacies  that  have  been  used  before, 
and  that  every  thing  which  is  said  will  be 
carefully  scanned  and  judged  ofbymep 
well  informed  on  the  matter.  Let  then 
remember  wbat  had  been  the  consequence 
of  urging  that  there  were  peculiar  burthens 
on  the  land  as  a  pretext  for  the  Corn- 
laws,  Why,  that  inquiry  into  its  truth 
wasdemanded.  Two  motions  in  this  House 
have  been  made  to  this  effect ;  were  they 
couceded  ?  No,  shrunk  from,  and  why? 
Because,  alter  the  matter  bad  been  tho- 
roughly lifted,  it  was  found,  that  so  far 
from  ibeir  beiog  exclusive  charges,  there 
were  shameless  exemptions.  With  regard 
to  the  tithes  that  were  spoken  of  as  a  plea 
by  aome  for  raising  rent  by  law,  and  which 
were  induced  to  believe  by  confusion 
being  artfully  created  in  their  minds  be- 
tween a  right  reserved  in  the  land  as  old 
as  its  appropriation,  and  a  public  burthen 
for  which  the  present  owners  of  the  soil 
were  made  especially  liable.  Tiibe  is 
inly  an  ancient  right  reserved  in  the  Stale 
to  a  portion  of  the  profits  of  the  land  ap- 
plicable for  the  purposes  of  religion,  a 
right,  I  trust,  the  Slate  will  never  part 
with,  and  for  which  the  landlord  has  no 
more  right  to  indemnity  than  he  has  to  be 
indemnified  for  not  possessing  another 
man's  property.  That  there  were  incou- 
venietices  and  some  check  to  improve- 
ment in  the  old  way  of  collecting  the 
tithe  or  exercising  this  right,  is  well 
known  ;  but  we  are  talking  at  a  time 
'hen  the  commutation  of  the  tithe  so 
collected  for  (a  fixed  pecuniary  payment 
baa  been  neatly  completed,  and  the  incon- 
venience or  mischief  no  longer  exists; 
and  to  talk  of  a  Corn-law  as  an  indem- 
nity for  tithe,  when  in  Scotland  no  tithe 
is  paid,  and  in  England  more  than  one 
juutei  of  it  11  tithe  free,  asd  that  a  luge 
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portion  of  the  tithes  belong  to  landlords 
themselves  is  in  my  judgment  an  extra va- 

Stnt  absurdity.  As  for  the  land-tax,  it  is 
oubtless  a  deduction  from  rent  but  one 
to  which  the  State  is  entitled,  surely,  con- 
sidering the  manner  in  which  the  land- 
lords in  Parliameni  have  dealt  with  that 
since  it  was  imposed,  it  never  can  be  for 
their  interest  to  have  it  discussed  or  in- 
quired into;  for  no  man  can  learn  that 
history  without  almost  feeling  that,  as  a 
class,  the  landowners  had  proved  them* 
selves  utterly  unworthy  of  public  trust, 
for  nothing  ever  was  more  shameless  than 
the  manner  in  which  the  State  has  been 
deprived  of  itt  due  amount  of  that  tax 
by  a  gross  violation  of  the  bargain  the 
landowners  made  with  the  Crown  when  it 
was  imposed.  It  was  strictly  in  lieu  of 
the  feudal  services  by  which  alone  their 
lands  were  held,  and  for  which  4s.  in  the 
pound  on  the  rental  was  imposed,  an  in- 
adequate commutation  for  the  inconve- 
nience to  which  such  service  would  have 
exposed  them,  but  which  now,  did  it  yield 
what  it  ought,  would  have  covered  the 
whole  amount  of,  and  thereby  dispense 
with  the  Excise.  Did  the  land-tax  now 
pay  its  proper  quota,  it  would  yield 
13,000,000/.  a-year  instead  of  little  more 
than  1,000,000/.;  but,  by  causing  the  as- 
sessment to  be  6xed  upon  the  valuation 
the  land  made  150  years  since,  the  public 
have  been  defrauded  of  the  difference. 
But  the  claim  of  any  special  burthen  being 
upon  the  landlords  of  England  is  the  most 
barefaced  pretext  for  the  Com*law  that 
was  ever  put  forward,  when  it  is  matter  of 
history  that  there  is  no  country  in  Europe 
where  the  feudal  system  has  prevailed 
where  the  landowners  and  the  aristocracy 
have  made  such  favourable  terms  with  the 
Crown  as  in  England.  In  all  other,  whether 
in  Austria,  Italy,  Prussia,  Belgium,  and 
France,  they  have  submitted,  in  lieu  of 
services,  to  a  considerable  direct  tax  on 
their  land,  bearing  a  large  proportion  to 
the  whole  taxation  of  the  country.  But, 
Sir,  in  calling  for  thb  great  act  of  policy 
and  humanity,  that  the  supply  of  food  to 
the  community  should  not  be  obstructed 
by  law,  I  will  not  descend  to  discuss  the 
ttiiserable  pretence  for  monopoly  in  a  par- 
cel of  local  liabilities  which  attach  to  pro- 
perty. I  demand,  on  the  part  of  the  com- 
munity, some  reply  to  the  question  which 
b  here  propoeea,  upon  what  principle  of 
justice  or  wisdom  the  trade  in  the  people  s 
fcod  is  not  allowed  to  be  CreOt  wbeoy  00  all 


hands  its  taxation  as  accessory  to  revenue 
is  repudiated,  and  it  is  avowed  by  the  Mi- 
nister, that  from  the  deteriorated  condition 
of  the  people  that  the  limits  of  taxation 
on  the  necessaries  of  life  have  been  al- 
ready passed  ;  and  I  do  hope  on  thb  occa- 
sion, that  the  right  hon.  Baronet  will  not 
content  himself  with  fencing  with  small  de- 
tails, and  taking  advantage  of  slight  errors 
or  inaccuracies  of  unguarded  opponents, 
but  will  give  us  his  general  views  of  the 
present  economical  condition  of  this  coun- 
try, and  apply  himself  to  the  main  feature 
of  this  question,  that  I  now  propose  to 
him — namely,  that  people  are  not  ade- 
quately supplied  with  food,  that  their 
numbers  are  increasing,  and  that  the  law 
exists  purposely  to  make  food  scarce ;  and 
let  him  tell  us  in  answer,  whether  he  con- 
siders that  the  people  are  adequately  sup- 
plied with  food  in  this  country,  and  if  not 
how  he  can  justify  the  maintenance  of  a 
law  having  such  a  purpose  as  the  Corn- 
law,  and  which  men  of  the  very  class  who 
maintain  it,  and  who  know  the  objects  of 
those  who  passed  it,  admit  to  have  been 
passed  for  their  interest ;  the  people  well 
know  that  Lord  Fitzwilliam  has  openly 
declared  that  the  law  has  been  made  for 
the  interest  of  the  landed  aristocracy  :«• 
"  The  painful  confession  must  be  made 
that  our  own  bene6t  is  the  true  object  for 
which  this  obnoxious  code  is  established,** 
are  his  words;  and  we  know  that  the  late 
first  Minister,  Lord  Melbourne,  in  the 
other  House,  reminded  their  Lordships  in 
a  friendly  way,  that  the  pinch  of  the  ques- 
tion was,  that  they  were  legislating  for 
their  own  pockeis,  that  Lord  John  Rus« 
sell,  in  the  face  of  ihe  citizens  of  London, 
declared  that  the  law  was  one  made  not 
for  the  community,  but  for  a  particular 
class,  and  that  he  opposed  it  because  he 
wanted  to  liberate  our  commerce,  and  to 
unchain  the  industry  of  the  countrv ;  and 
lastly,  tlte  people  have  heard  Lord  M ount- 
cashel's  view  of  its  necessity,  who,  in  his 
simplicity,  uttered  the  truth  plainer  than 
other  men,  for  he  said  be  wanted  it  to 
enable  great  men  to  pay  their  mortgages. 
Now,  then,  upon  such  authority  as  to  the 
object  of  the  law,  and  with  the  people's 
experience  of  its  effects,  what  can  be  said 
to  satisfy  them  that  they  ought  not  to  call 
for  its  repeal.  The  case  stands  thus — this 
law  avowedly  passed  with  a  partial  object 
still  continues,  the  people  are  hourly  io« 
creasing  in  number,  thev  are  wanting  more 
foody  there  is  no  lack  oi  food  in  tbeWid, 
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there  is  no  lack  of  means  in  this  coontry  i  ^ot  long  a^er  th«  law  hnd  paned  to  Itaep 


(O  procure  it,  and  if  ihe  law  did  not  pi 
vent  food  coming  into  the  country,  it  nrould  j 
be  utterly  uteleH  to  those  who  mainiaio 
it.  Aod  let  the  Houie,  I  implore  ;oa, 
alio  remember  tbat  the  general  opinion 
out  of  doors  is,  that  the  contiauaace  of 
■acfa  a  law  is  nothing  less  than  an  outrage 
on  hamaniiy,  and  a  scandal  to  Christeo- 
dom.  Od  theae  grounds,  then,  I  sak  the 
House  to  resolve  itself  into  a  committee 
of  the  whole  Honse  to  take  the  Corn-law 
into  its  consideration,  with  the  view  to  it« 
tromediate  abolition. 

Mr.  Villiert  Stuart  seconded  the  mo- 
tion.  He  was  aware  that  there  were 
many  advantages  possessed  by  the  latid- 
tords,  said  he  could  wish  to  find  a  disiu- 
tereited  witness  from  some  other  part  of 
the  world,  and  ask  his  opinion  with  re- 
spect to  the  effect  of  the  Corn-law;  but 
there  would  be  much  difficulty  in  doing 
■o,  for  if  he  looked  to  Europe  he  should 
be  told  that  all  the  agriculturists  of  the 
Continent  were  interested  in  the  supply 
of  grain.  Again,  if  he  turned  to  America 
the  same  would  be  said.  He  would,  there- 
fore, go  further  off,  and  suppose  that  in 
consequence  of  our  new  relatioas  with 
China  some  lord  high  commissioner  were 
to  be  sent  from  there  to  this  country, 
and,  in  his  anxiety  to  become  acqi 
with  onr  affairs,  he  nere  to  look  over  our 
tariff  and  find  a  particular  legislation  laid 
down  to  make  the  entry  into  the  country 
of  a  particular  article  called  corn  as  diffi- 
cult as  possible.  It  would  not  he  at  all 
■nrprisiog  if  this  high  commissioner  were 
to  come  to  the  conclusion  tbat  the  state 
of  things  produced  by  thai  reguiali 
a  just  retribution  upon  the  country  of  the 
"  barbarian  eye  "  for  their  attempt  to 
deluge  China  with  the  noxious  poison 
celled  opium.  It  might  be  imagined  that 
the  commissioner,  upon  finding  this  law 
was  intended  to  keep  out  an  undesirable 
commodity,  would  feel  disposed  to  recoro* 
mend  the  adoption  of  some  such  "  sliding- 
■cale  "  to  his  own  sovereign,  with  a  view 
to  keeping  out  opium.  Well  knowing, 
however,  that  his  imperial  master  had  e 
way  of  summarily  punishing  the  projectoi 
of  an  unsuccessrui  experiment,  the  com- 
missioner would  inquire  particularly  what 
had  been  the  practical  effect  of  this  law 
for  keeping  out  corn  ;  ha  would  doubtless 
apply  to  the  Vice-President  of  the  Board 
of  Trada  for  information  ;  and  then  wonid 
be  fiadi  much  to  his  disappointment,  that 


out  corn,  that  class  of  men  called  farmers, 
lor  whose  express  benefit  the  law  bad  been 
made,  had  been  deluged  b;  the  influx  of 
9ome  2,000,000  of  quarters  of  the  pro- 
hibited article.  The  commissioner,  how- 
might  then  think  that  his  imperial 
master  had  another  object  in  view  than 
to  keep  out  opium — namely,  to  keep  in 
Rycee  silver;  and  would  apply  to  the 
Chaticellor  of  the  Exchequer  to  know 
what  the  eifect  of  the  law  in  that  re- 
spect  had  been;  aud  then  the  commis- 
Id  be  astonished  to  find  tbat 
every  grain  of  this  com  bad  been  paid  for 
in  solid  coin.  He  thought  they  were  bound 
to  alter  this  law  b;  every  consideration 
ly  of  policy,  but  of  personal  in> 
terests  also,  <f  they  took  an  interested 
view  of  the  question.  The  Government 
about  to  mitigate  the  evil,  it  was  true, 
by  the  introduction  of  the  Canadian  Corn 
Bill.  He  admitted  that  that  measure  would 
do  some  good,  but  at  Ihe  same  time  it 
was  very  like  administering  a  mere  sooth- 
ing mediciike  to  a  person  suffering  under 
a  disease,  instead  of  applying  a  remedy 
e  disease  itself.  The  mea- 
sure, moreover,  had  this  disadvantage, 
that  it  gave  to  Canada  the  monopoly  of 
supplying  this  country.  Shortly  the  wastes 
there  would  be  cultivated,  capital  would 
be  invested,  and  then  the  growers  there 
would  be  protected  in  the  same  unnatural, 
and,  as  he  believed,  impolitic  way  as  the 
agriculturists  here  bad  been.  Then  the 
time  would  come  when  that  law  would  be 
swept  away,  and  then  their  prosperity 
would  be  at  an  end.  He  begged  leave  to 
second  the  motion. 

Mr.  Gladstone :  Sir,  I  am  aware  that 
there  are  many  Gentlemen  on  this  ude  of 
the  House  who  are  anxious  to  address  the 
House  upon  the  important  subject  now 
suhmittea  to  it  ;  but  I  trust  I  shall  find 
apology  with  those  Gentlemen,  and  with 
the  House,  for  interpoaing  between  them 
and  the  delivery  of  their  sentiments,  on 
account  of  the  anxiety  I  feel  to  avail 
myself  of  the  first  opportunity  that  offers 
itself  in  this  debate  for  the  purpose  of 
declaring,  on  the  part  of  my  right  hon. 
Friend,  the  course  which  the  Governmeot 
think  it  necessary  to  take  with  respect  to, 
a  subject  of  this  importance ;  for,  upon  a 
motion  tn  which  so  many  interests  and 
feelings  are  involved,  a  motion  in  which 
considerations  of  such  vital  moment  are 
included,  not  the  slightest  doubt  should  he 


alfevad  to  eiift  at  to  tbe 
the  Gannmtmt  lieel  il  to  lie  tinir  dstj  to 
IMiftue.     1  oeedf  I  trust,  luudijr  msf  that 
the  ioteotion  of  the  GofennMst  it  to 
laeet  the  BKitioD  el  the 
bjr  A  difw;t  negattfe.     I  caa  hardljr 
gme  Uut  the  Imd.  Gcatleaua  hiaMelf,  ui 
propotiDg  this  euhiect  lor  the  oooadefm- 
tioo  of  the  Home,  has  ibiie  ao  with  a  viev 
to  aay  adraotage  he  cao  expect  to  derite 
from  tbe  diviaioo  br  which  the  aeottflaeoto 
of  tbe  Houae  will  ultimateljr  be  OMiiifeated. 
The  reooUectioo  of  last  year  OMist  be  fresh 
io  his  luiod,  wbeo  io  a  fim  Houae,  aoMNiDt- 
iug  to  renr  nearly  500  Meabers,  393  of 
these  Members  declared  themselves  a|puDst 
the  abolition  of  the  Corn-laws,  whtle  no 
more  than  ninety  were  in  fiironr  of  the 
boo.  Gentleman's  motion.     Perhaps,  the 
hoo.  Geotieman  may  be  of  opinion,  that 
since  that  time  there  has  been  a  progres- 
sion of  public  opinion  in  iarour  of  his 
Tiews.     If  that  be  ao,  I  differ  from  bim, 
and  join  issue  with  bim  on  that  point.     I 
believe  that  if  his  motion  were  an  unrea- 
sonable motion  twelve  months  ago  —  at 
least  tbis  House  judeed  it  to  be  an  unrea- 
sonable motion,  I  believe,  on  the  ooe  band, 
that  every  ground  upon  which  it  was  then 
decided  to  be  unreaaooable,  remains  tbe 
same :  nay,  more,  that  every  argument  on 
which  it  was  pronounced  unreasonable,  has 
acquired,  in  tne  interval,  greater  force.  On 
tbe  other  band,  I  believe  that  many  of  the 
reasons  which  were  then  m^ged  in  fttvour 
of  tbe  motion,  have  now  lort  their  force. 
The  boo.  Gentleman  who  seconded  dib 
motion,  baa  spohen  of  an  intention  on  the 
part  of  the  Government  to  mitigate  or 
qualify  in  some  degree  the  measure  of  hat 
year,  by  a  bill  for  the  admission  of  Can»- 
diao  com.    I  do  not  wish  to  Ibrestall  tbe 
discussion  which  mnat  taka  pbee  upan 
that  aub)ect,  and  the  ftiU  conaUeration 
which  the  meaaore  will  vaoeife ;  but  thua 
ha  I  may  venture  to  a;o— I  may  diachdm 
all  the  cradh  whidi  tbe  hon.  Geutlemnn 
would  award  to  the  Oovemmeot  on  that 
ground.    My  concxptioo  ia,  not  that  it  ia 
a  measure  for  the  purpose  oJP  amending  tbe 
Corn-law  of  laat  year  to  suit  it  to  the  exi- 
gencv  of  the  time,  but  that  it  it  a  Biansun) 
which  was  indicated  at  the  time  of  paaa- 
ing  that  biw,  and  ia,  b  fint,  no  more  than 
the  fuliilmont  of  an  engagement  made  at 
that  time.      In  atating  the  reaaoos  for 
meeting  the  motion  of  the  hon.  Member 
Ibr  Wolverhampton  with  a  direct  negatiee, 
I  muat*  in  the  irst  place,  make  that  which 
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alrsBg  gMMBd  to  hear  it 
am  prewired  to  goaa  te  aa  toaa?, 
at  what  haseecBfVBA  wicMi  the 
the  faMt  tw«ke  moutha,  and  tasking  at  the 
brevity  of  the  period,  thaft  I  notoalyiw. 
Ard  the  motion  far  the  repeal  of  the  Cetm. 
hwa  aa  taipoiitic  in  itaelf,  hut  aa  invaiving 
aoosething  which  would  he  very  nearly 
approachmg  to  the  character  of  a  hraach 
of  fahh  on  the  pait  of  the  Ouimnastntand 
of  thia  Houae ;  and  it  weuM  certainly  oan« 
vict  thoae  who  passed  the  law  of  laat  year 
of  the  glome  at  imhecilitv  in  the  tee  of  the 
country  and  the  worl^  if  tiwy  were  to 
turn  round  upon  that  mfnauni^  without 
allowing  what,  in  comason  deoency,  may 
be  calM  a  fidr  trial  of  ito  merita,  and 
were  to  adopt  a  oouiae  diimetrirtlly  op* 
posito  in  principle,  and  leadit^  to  results  ^ 
they  then   described   to  he  ruinona.     I 
would  aay  of  the  Cem-hiw  as  of  all  other 
laws  of  the  kind,  that,  aa  a  oomasercial 
law,  it  partakes  of  the  nature  of  aa  es- 
periment,  but  it  also  partakea  of  the  na« 
ture  of  a  contract.    It  is  perfectly  true^ 
that  Parliament  may  change  its  mind,  if 
circumatancea  change,  or  the  dictetes  of 
reaaon  show  that  the  ground  upon  which 
it  bad  proceeded  are  fiJae;  but  in   the 
abaenoe  of  audi  motives  ibr  alteration  aa 
the  measure  does  partake  of  the  nature 
of  a  contract — any  alteration  auide  in  it, 
without  either  aound  and  suhatantial  alle- 
gatioos  on  the  one   hand,  with  a  frank 
confeasion  of  error,  or  on  dm  other,  a 
ehaim  of   eventa  rendering    a   dumge 
expeuent,  would  amount  to  a  breach  of 
contract.    C«n  any  hon.  Oentleasan  aay 
that  this  law  has  received  anything  like* 
a  fiur  trial?     1  do  not  ask   the  hon. 
Member  ibr  Wolverhampton  audi  a  quea- 
tion ;  because  he  baa  ever  been  the  con- 
sistent advocate  of  a  total  and  uncondi- 
tional repeal  of  thb  law.    He  has  dways 
said— and  never   more  distinctly,  never 
with  more  rigid  ImpartUlitv  than  to-night 
— ^hat  he  regarded  not  toe  ouestion  aa 
one  of  time  or  of  decree ;  be  has  alwaya 
denied  that  he  would  take  notice  of  tne 
more  or  lem  of  evil  to  arise  from  the  im- 
mediate repeal  of  the  law.    He  baa  always 
aimed  the  axe  at  the  root.     His  objection 
is  to  a  tax  on  the  neceasariea  of  Kfe  in  any 
shape  or  Ibrm  whaterer.    He  aaid,  'M  do 
not  coflM  here  to  argue  about  the  best 
means  to  attain  a  bad  end  ;**  meaning,  to 
raiae  no  question  aa  to  aasount  or  de- 
gree*   Hia  oMection  ia  vitalr-*he  objecta 
I  to  the  prindple  of  the  aseaaureaaa  cruelty 


p  and  ffoquiiea|  to  the  people,  aa  aiming  nt  the  atarvation 
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of  tht  people,  and  that  objectiovi  he  states 
broadly.  Ahd  It  is  upon  that  objection 
that  oe  has  founded  his  proposition  to* 
night  I  and  to  that  proposition  I  shall  at 
present  af>piy  myself.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man who  has  seconded  the  motion  said»  be 
could  not  conceiTe^  that  agricultural  com* 
meroe  ought  to  be  legislated  for  in  any 
manner  different  from  manufacturing 
commerce.  He  complained,  that  that 
idea  had  preraikd,  andf  that  there  still  ex- 
isted a  disposition  to  legislate  differently 
for  one  description  of  commerce  from  that 
of  the  other.  I  conceive  we  are  now  dis- 
cussing, not  a  question  about  one  amount 
of  doty  or  another^  but  the  question  be- 
tween protection  and  no  protection  ;  and 
I  turn  the  argument  of  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man against  himself,  and  complain  that 
the  proposition  now  made  is  the  rery  pro- 
position which  wonid  deal  with  agricultu- 
ral commerce  in  a  manner  different  from 
that  adopted  for  manufacturing  commerce. 
The  proposition  is  this,  that  the  most  im- 
portant production  of  the  soil  should  be 
deprived  altogether  of  a  protecting  duty» 
while  only  last  Session  the  Parliament  did, 
on  behalf  of  manufacturing  commerce,  ad- 
just anew  the  principle  of  protection.  I 
know  the  hon.  Member  for  Stockport  (Mr. 
Cobden)  will  say  the  manufacturers  of  this 
country  do  not  want  protection,  and  when 
he  refers  to  certain  ereat  branches  of  ma- 
nufiM^ures,  which  depend  chiefly  upon 
foreign  markets,  I  do  not  deny  that  those 
engaged  in  such  manufactures  are  ready  to 
dispense  with  protection ;  but  I  speak  of 
all  the  descriptions  of  labour.  There  are  a 
TBSt  number  of  manufiMturers  besides  those 
who  prepare  goods  for  exportation ;  and  I 
do  say,  in  exposition  to  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man, that  whaterer  he  may  think  or  assert, 
yet  the  parties  themselves  assert  on  theur 
own  behalf  opinions  very  different  from 
htSL  And  this  is  the  case  even  on  the  part 
of  some  of  dtose  persons  who  do  export 
manufactures  very  largely.  Take  ibr  ex- 
ample the  linen  trade.  [Mr.  Hume,  hear.] 
I  hear  the  hon.  Member  for  Montrose 
dbeer.  Then  I  can  only  say  the  linen 
trade  has  prsetised  the  grossest  imposition 
upon  the  Government  durinc  the  last 
Semm,  because^  not  only  did  tney  repre- 
sent to  the  Government  that  there  was  no 
ditpoaitiOB  on  liieir  part  to  dispense  with 
protection,  but  they  even  proposed  that  an 
inoeased  potsction  should  be  afforded  to 
thenit '  TiMit  was  a  propositioo  pressed 
most  -asiiduottsly  upon  her  Majesty's  Go- 
by theee.  represtntittg  the  linen 


trade  in  Scotland  as  well  as  in  ¥brkshii«  1 
and  when  the  Government  opposed  the 
proposition,  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  the  West  Riding  pressed  the  point  upon 
the  House  of  Commons.  A  great  deal  of 
time  was  spent  last  Session  in  adjusting 
the  duties  for  the  support  of  the  various 
interests  connected  with  manufactures, 
the  House  having  then,  as  ibr  many  years 
before,  proceeded  on  the  principle  that 
protecting  duties  were  necessary  in  our 
commercial  system.  Therefore,  in  strict- 
ness and  truth,  when  hon.  Gentlemen 
come  forward  and  call  upon  the  House  to 
do  atvsy  with  all  protection  affecting  the 
great  a[rticles»  the  production  of  the  soil, 
they  are  the  parties  who  are  proposing  to 
apply  to  agricultural  commerce  a  rule  and 
measure  totally  different  from  the  rule  and 
measure  applied  to  commerce  of  another 
description.  It  is  for  them  to  show  cause 
why  that  rule  should  be  abandoned  exclu- 
sively to  the  disfavour  and  prejudice  of 
agriculture.  It  is  alleged  by  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite  that  there  has  been  too 
much  protection  afforded  to  agriculture, 
that  agriculture  has  been  the  favourite 
aubject  of  protection,  and  that  class*legis- 
lation  has  been  directed  to*  giving  protec- 
tion and  encouragement,  to  the  growth  of 
com.  I  will  not  now  go  into  that  ques- 
tion^ because  we  are  not  at  pesent  dis- 
cussing the  amount  of  protection  given  to 
different  interests,  hot  supposing  this  al- 
legation to  be  true,  what  is  tta  bearing 
upon  the  proposition  for  removing  protec- 
tbn  altiwether  ?  It  ia  the  very  reverse  of 
that  whfeh  the  hon.  Gentlemen  oppoeite 
contend  that  it  is.  For  if  it  be  true  that 
our  laws  have  hitherto  held  out  this  great 
shelter  and  aid  to  agriculture — if  it  be 
true  that  a  great  amount  of  capital  and 
industry  have,  in  consequence  of  our  laws 
—  wliether  mischievous  or  otherwises- 
been  invested  in  the  cultivation  of  the  soiL 
then  I  ask,  is  not  the  House  and  the  coun- 
try under  a  moral  obligation  to  allow  to 
these  circumstances  tlirir  due  weight,  and 
instead  of  turning  round  upon  those  en- 
gaged in  agricultural  pursuits  and  saying 
to  them  ''We  will  deprive  you  of  all  pro- 
tection, because  the  laws  have  hitherto  pe- 
culiarly favoured  you,"  are  we  not  bound 
on  the  other  hand  to  admit  that  the  legis- 
lature has  given  its  pledge,  either  by  im- 
plication or  by  direct  enactment  (and  this 
pledge  is  an  important  element  in  a  just 
consideration  of  the  present  question),  to 
take  care  that  none  of  its  measurea  shall 
place  them  and  their  various  interests  in  a 
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worse  position  than  other  interests,  and  it 
will  adopt  any  proposition  that  will  deal 
out  to  them  greater  injustice  than  if  they 
had  never  xeoeived  any  legislative  favour 
or  protection  whatever  ?  I  am  now,  for 
the  sake  of  argument,  admitting  the  truth 
of  these  allegations,  and  I  will  then  even 
show  that  the  conclusions  are  wrong. 
How  does  the  Legislature  act  in  the  case 
of  a  sinecure?  It  does  not  inquire  whether 
it  be  one  which  it  is  expedient  for  the  pub- 
lie  to  have  had  created.  No,  it  recognizes 
the  rights  which  have  been  so  created---it 
recognizes  the  pledge  of  the  public  &ith 
which  has  been  given,  that  the  party  shall 
not  be  deprived  of  that  sinecure  without  a 
due  consideration  of  his  claims.  I  ask 
you,  on  the  part  of  the  agriculturists, 
whether,  at  a  period  when  you  have  re- 
cently re-established,  as  being  suitable  to 
the  times  and  circumstances  of  the  coun- 
try, the  principle  of  protection,  and  have 
applied  it,  in  such  measure  and  degree  as 
you  have  thought  just  to  the  producers  of 
all  articles  of  trade  and  manu&cture  in 
this  country  who  chose  to  claim  the  benefit 
of  it— whether,  at  such  a  period,  you  shall 
refuse  to  apply,  as  the  iion.  Gentleman 
proposes  you  should  do,  the  same  principU 
of  protection  to  agriculture,  and  refuse  to 
accord  to  the  agriculturists  that  which  you 
have  granted  to  all  other  interests  in  the 
kingdom.  The  hon.  Gentleman  has  ar- 
gued that  the  present  is  a  favourable  time 
for  removing  the  Corn-law  from  the  statute 
book  on  acoount  of  the  low  prices  of  provi- 
sions. I9  on  the  contrary,  shall  insist  that 
cheapness  of  provisions  is  an  additional 
reason  why  the  Corn-law  should  not  be 
removed.  I  contend  that  the  cheapness  of 
provisions,  while  it  removes  the  necesnty 
on  the  part  of  the  consumer  for  repealing 
the  Corn-law,  would  increase  the  hardship 
*  of  repnling  them  on  the  part  of  the  pro- 
ducer. I  do  not  know  whether  there 
ever  has  been  a  period  in  the  history  of 
this  country— ^t  least,  within  the  kst 
sixty  or  seventy  years— when  agricultural 
produce  of  all  kinds  taken  togeUier,  have 
been  as  low  in  price  as  at  present.  About 
eight  years  ago,  1835,  we  bad  perhaps  the 
cheapest  year  of  any  year  within  the 
memory  of  those  I  now  aodress,  and  I  have 
been  curious  to  compare  the  prices  of  the 
mat  leading  articles  of  agricultural  pro- 
duce in  the  year  1835,  with  the  prices 
they  bear  at  the  present  time.  I  shall  for 
the  present  omit  the  article  of  wheat  and 
the  statement  of  other  prices  is  as  fol- 
lows:— 
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The  result  of  this  table  is,  that  only  two 
articles,  cheese  and  straw,  are  materially 
dearer  now  than  in  1835.  Cheen  is  11  per 
cent,  higher,  and  straw  14  per  cent.  On  the 
other  hand,  there  are  seven  of  these  great 
articles  which  are  now  cheaper  than  in 
1835.  Barley  is  11  per  cent,  cheaper^ 
oats  25  per  cent.,  beans  28  per  cent,  and 
the  article  of  wool  is  no  lees  than  41  per 
cent,  cheaper  than  in  1835.  Sofiur,  there- 
fore, as  the  ability  of  the  consumer  is 
affected  by  the  dearness  of  food,  I  do  not 
think  the  prices  at  the  present  time  at  all 
advance  the  argument  of  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man, that  poverty  is  created  and  the  con- 
sumers are  impoverished  in  consequence  of 
the  high  [urices  of  agricultural  produce. 
Now  let  us  look  at  the  article  of  wheat. 
In  May,  1835,  it  is  true  the  average  price 
of  wh^t  was  39t.,  while  in  May,  1843,  it 
is  46<  Ad.t  being  7i.  dearer ;  but  although 
there  is  this  difference,  yet  I  do  not  h^ 
lieve  that,  as  regards  the  article  of  wheat, 
the  agriculturist  at  this  OMNDent,  upon  the 
the  whole,  is  in  a  more  £ivoiirable  condition 
than,  or  even  as  favourable  a  condition  as 
that  which  he  occupied  in  1835 ;  because 
at  that  period  be  was  selling  esiclnsivdiy 
his  own  growth,  whereas  at  the  present 
time  there  has  not  been  less  than  three 
millions  of  quarters  of  foreign  wheat  in- 
troduced into  this  country.  The  producer 
has  been  placed  in  the  peculiar  situation 
of  havinff  that  quantity  of  produce  im- 
ported which  is  proper  to  a  year  of  scar- 
city, together  with  prices  which  belong  to 
a  year  ^  good  harvest.  The  result,  then, 
is  that  prices  are  low,  and  are  so  fiiir  easy 
to  the  people.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Wolverhampton  ssjts,  **  Food  is  scarce-* 
there  never  \a  enough  of  it— study  how  to 
increase  the  supply/*  He  says,  **  Prevent 
periods  of  dearth  and  high  pcioea,  and  you 
will  do  moro  than  all  that  can  be  efle^ed 
by  education  and  religious  instrocttoo.** 
Why,  does  the  hon.  Member  thbk  that  it 
is  in  the  power  of  man  to  prevent  high 
prices,  or  that  it  is  within  our  reach  to 
prevent  dearth.  By  <learth  1  mean  such 
nigh  prices  aa  press  upon  the  oowforta  of 
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the  peopTe.  Does  the  hon.  Gentleman 
think  that  the  difference  between  a  good 
harvest  and  a  bad  harvest  is  merely  a 
matter  of  legislation  ?  Does  he  think  that 
the  difference  between  ^ve  bad  harvests  in 
succession  and  five  good  harvests  in  suc- 
cession can  be  regulated  by  a  change  in 
the  law  ?  Does  he  really  believe  that  there 
are  at  all  times  to  be  had^  irrespective  of 
the  regular  demand,  for  I  am  not  speaking 
of  that,  but  of  the  demand  which  occurs 
on  the  occasion  of  a  bad  harvest— for  I 
presume  that  the  hon.  Gentleman  will 
allow  that  there  would  be  a  greater  de- 
mand under  a  system  of  free-trade  when 
the  harvest  was  bad  than  when  it  was 
good — does  he  believe  that  there  will  be 
at  all  times  to  be  had  a  supply  of  corn  at 
the  same  regular  scale  of  prices  on  the 
occurrence  of  a  bad  harvest  in  this  king- 
dom >  If  not,  then  what  must  be  the 
consequence  of  no  lesH  than  the  succession 
of  five  bad  harvests }  Would  it  be  in  the 
power  of  any  legislation,  under  such  cir- 
cumstances, to  preserve  equal  prices. 
[Hear],  I  certainly  understood  the  argu- 
ment of  the  hon.  Gentleman  to  be,  that 
with  an  open  trade  in  corn,  we  might  have 
a  fixed  demand  for  corn.  But  I  must 
say  that  over  and  above  a  steady  demand 
we  must  have  an  additional  demand  in 
the  case  of  years  of  bad  harvest ;  and  the 
hon.  Gentleman  who  cheered,  and  who 
was  cheered  by  another  hon.  Gentleman 
aaid  that  the  further  demand  would  not 
cause  a  further  rise  in  price,  and  that  no 
inconvenience  whatever  would  be  felt.  If 
so,  then  the  hon.  Gentleman  must  also 
contend  that  if  we  have  five  bad  harvests 
in  succession,  there  would  be  no  pressure 
and  no  inconvenience  caused  by  them. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  bad  said  that  there 
are  ten  millions  of  people  in  this  country 
without  the  common  necessaries  of  life. 
Now,  I  should  be  sorry  to  speak  with 
levity  of  anything  connected  with  the  dis- 
tress of  the  country.  I  am  too  well  aware 
of  the  existence  of  that  distress,  and  I 
am  too  sensible  of  its  being  the  duty  of  this 
House  to  adopt  every  measure  in  its  power 
that  may  tend  to  remove  that  distress,  to 
speak  with  levity  upon  such  a  subject;  but 
tne  hon.  Gentleman  must  at  the  same  time 
excuse  me  for  thinking  that  it  is  a  most 
extravagant  statement  to  say  that  ten 
millioiis of  people  in  this  country  are  with- 
out the  necessaries  of  life.  I  know  that 
the  lion.  Member  did  not  mean  to  say 
that  they  were  in  a  state  of  starvation,  for 
he  has  qiidtfied  the  expression  in  another 
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place,  but  that  these  ten  millions  are  un* 
able  to  command  wheaten  bread,  and  are 
compelled  to  live  as  he  said,  four  millions 
upon  oatmeal,  while  six  millions  rejoice  in 
potatoes.  I,  for  one,  should  certainly  rejoice 
if  wheaten  bread  and  other  comforts  could 
be  enjoyed  by  every  individual  in  the  nation. 
But  the  hon.  Gentleman's  case  is  of  a  dif- 
ferent kind.  He  has  to  show  that  it  is 
owing  to  the  Corn-law  that  these  ten 
millions  do  not  enjoy  wheaten  bread.  He 
has  to  show  that  it  is  an  evil  springing 
from  that  law,  and  that  the  law  increases 
the  evil.     He  says, 

''You,  the  producers,   are  growing    rich, 
while  the  consumers  are  growing  poor." 

1  am  not  aware  that  the  producers  of 
com  are  growing  rich.  I  think  there  may 
be  two  opinions  upon  that  question.  But 
I  do  not  think  that  the  consumers  of 
corn  are  growing  poorer  relatively  to 
what  they  were  in  former  times,  in 
consequence  of  the  Corn-law.  I  do  not 
say  that  their  condition  is  as  good  as 
it  was  four  or  five  years  ago ;  but  this  L 
do  say,  that  if  you  compare  the  present 
state  of  the  people  with  what  it  has  been 
in  former  generations,  I  believe  the  evi- 
dence of  facts  goes  to  show  that,  as  far  as 
having  a  command  over  the  necessaries 
and  comforts  of  life  is  the  question,  their 
condition  is  better  even  at  this  moment  of 
great  and  peculiar  distress — but  at  all 
events  upon  an  average  of  years— take  the 
last  ten  years — their  condition  is  very  ma- 
terial Iv  better  than  it  was  thirty,  forty^ 
fifty,  sixty,  or  seventy  years  ago.  A  great 
transition  has  been  effected  in  the  diet  of 
the  people  of  this  country  within  the  last 
century.  100  years  ago  rye  vras  the  food 
of  the  common  people  of  this  country — not 
merely  of  the  people  of  Scotland  and  Ire- 
land, from  whom  the  hon.  Gentleman  has 
derived  very  nearly  the  whole  of  his 
10,000,000,  for  otherwise  I  know  not 
where  he  would  find  them — but  100  years 
ago  the  people  of  England  lived  not  upon 
wheat  but  upon  rye.  But  when  we  are 
speaking  of  the  wants  of  the  people  as  a 
matter  of  complaint  against  the  existing 
state  of  the  law,  we  must  not  compare  it 
with  an  abstract  state  of  perfection,  but 
with  what  their  state  has  been  at  former 
periods;  and  if  you  do  this,  I  believe  it 
will  be  found  that  the  subsistence  of  the 
people  for  the  last  ten  years  has  been  far 
better  than  it  was  two  generations  ago  ; 
and  that  if  you  take  them  as  compared 
with  other  countries ;  if  you  go  to  the  con- 
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tioent    of  Europe  and  trtfd  from  ooe 
ooantrjr  to  another,  joa  will  scarcely  find 
any  one  country  in  which  the  subnstenoe 
of  the  people  is  not  fixed  at  a  considerably 
lower  standard  than  the  present  subsistence 
of  the  people  of  Englana.    But  let  us  look 
at  the  subsistence  of  the  people  as  depend* 
ing  upon  the  price  of  wheat,  which  is  the 
staple  commoaity.    There  was  a  state  of 
things  in  this  country  when  trade  in  corn 
was  practically  free.    There  was  no  artifi- 
cial obstruction  to  its  importation,  such  as 
caused  a  rery  great  enhancement  of  prices 
during  the  war.     But,  if  I  take  a  period 
antecedent  to  the   revolutionary  war,   I 
think  a  very  fair  comparison  may  be  insti- 
tuted with  reference  to  the  subsistence  of 
the    people    as    depending  upon    prices. 
There  are  twenty-two  years  for  which  I 
have  public  returns  of  prices,  being  the 
period  from  the  year  1771,  to  the  year 
1792.    In  those  years  the  average  price 
for  the  whole  period  was  very  nearly  the 
aame  as  at  present.     In  twelve  of  thoae 
years,  when   the    trade    was   practically 
free,  the  average  was  higher  than  now, 
in  ten  of  them  the  average  wa«  lower. 
I   am    not    entering    into    the    question 
whether  freedom  of  trade  in  corn  would 
greatly  diminish  the    price.      I  do  not 
Uiink,  as   a  permanent  reduction,  there 
would   be  ao  enormous  a  diminution  as 
some  think.     But  I  am  speakinff  of  cer- 
tain fiicts  with    reference  to  die  eflfect 
prices  have  on  the  condition  of  the  coo- 
aumer  under  the  present  law.     1  say,  that 
the  price  which  the  consumer  b  now  called 
upon  to  pay  for  his  wheat,  is,  upon  the 
whole,    rather    lower  than    higher  than 
the  price  was  which  lie  paid  for  it  during 
the  twenty-two  years  of  unobstructed  trade 
in  corn,  which  prevailed  in  this  country 
before  the  revolutionary  war.     It  appears 
to  me,  that  if  it  really  bad  b«en  the  object 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman  to  operate  by  his 
diviiiion  to  night,  and  if  he  had  looked  at 
his  motion  as  a  practical  motion,  be  would 
have  found  it  necessary  to  state  some  jus- 
tification for  raising  a  question  as  to  the  ex* 
isteiice  of  the  present  Com -law   within 
twelve  months  of  its  enactment,  because 
something  is  due  to  the  Parliament  which 
passed  that  Isw,  however  the  hon.  Cicntle- 
man  may  dispute  the  judgment  of  that 
Parliament.     If  eviTV  individual  Member 
were  to  art  upon  his  own   views  of  any 
particular  measure,  and   slioiild  revive  a 
question  which  has  been  formally  decide«l 
by  the  House  w»  recently  as  the  previous 
year,  it  is  manifest  that  ilie  public  buai- 1 
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nesB  could  make  no  progress,  and  tluit  the 
public  interest  most  be  injured.  Now,  I 
ask  whether  the  hon.  Gentleman  has  given, 
even  to  those  who  think  the  question  open 
for  discussion,  any  justifiable  ground  for 
his  bringing  it  forward  at  the  present  time? 
Can  any  candid  man  say,  that  suflicieiit 
time  has  elapsed  since  the  passing  of  thia 
law  to  eoaUe  us  to  say,  in  any  fiiir  and 
reasonable  degree,  that  it  has  been  tried  ? 
It  has  existed  one  short  year,  and  that  not 
an  ordinary  year ;  but  one  which  atood« 
in  respect  to  the  growers  of  com.  as  an 
exception  from  every  other  year.  I  do  not 
know  whether  there  has  bc«n  any  year  in 
the  present  century  in  which  the  anticina- 
tions  of  the  harvest,  and  the  results  of  that 
harvest,  were  so  remarkably  contrasted.  I 
have  been  mudi  interested  in  referring  to 
those  journals  which  give  intelligmce  to 
the  public  in  respect  to  matters  connected 
with  the  corn  trade,  free  finom  all  bias,  bj 
noticing  the  prospects  of  the  harvest  laat 
year,  subsequent  to  the  passing  of  the 
existing  law ;  because  whatever  may 
be  the  merits  or  the  demerits  of  that 
law,  these  facts  must  have  weight  in  en- 
abling us  to  judge  of  the  operation  of  the 
law  during  last  year.  The  Vnivenal  Com 
Reporter y  an  important  publication,  issued 
weekly,  and  devoted  to  giving  intelligence 
with  respect  to  the  prospects  of  the  hnr. 
veat,  contained  the  following  reflectiom^  at 
the  dates  assigned  to  them. 

**  June  1 3,  Serious  appreheniions  of  iigory 
from  drongtit.  17,  Increasinfly  onfavonraUe 
reports  respecting  the  growing  crops.  24*  We 
fear,  that  even  noder  the  most  aaspicioiis  cir* 
cumstances  the  yield  will  again  prove  very 
short  this  year.  July  1,  Bv  many  men  of 
great  experience  it  is  estimated  that  even  under 
the  most  auspicious  circumstances  the  produce 
must  be  considerably  short  of  an  average.  8, 
The  opinion,  that  the  yield  will  prove  sbott 
continues  to  gain  ground.  No  change  of  tone ; 
and,  August  5,  We  are  inclined  to  think  that 
the  produce  will  barely  reach  an  usual  aver- 
age." 

By  the  1 2th,  however,  tlie  tone  had 
changed,  for  then  they  sai<l,*- 

^  Tf  te  produce  of  com  will,  in  proportion  to 
the  straw,  be  great,  which  together  with  supe- 
riority of  the  quality  will  proHahly  do  much  to 
make  up  for  any  acreable  deficiency.'* 

The  fact  is,  that  in  ordinarv  years  there 
are  %*ery  reasonable  grounds  ot  anticipation 
of  the  character  of  the  harvest,  but  upon 
the  whole  this  may  be  taken  to  be  true,  that 
in  the  spring,  even  pfrha|»s  in  the  seed  tine 
of  Autumn,  there  are  symptoms  by  which 
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those  who  are  accuetomed  to  trade  under 
the  obienratioii  of  the  growing  crops  caiii» 
lo  DIDO  GMee  out  of  teii«  predict  wh^t  the 
idtiinate  character   of  toe  harvest  wUl 
prove  to  he^    That  ia  the  general  rule  as 
regards  tlie  production  of  corn,  and  as 
r^ards  the  operatiou  of  the  Corn-laws. 
But   in  1843,  this  waa   altogether  re^ 
Tersed.    The  seed  time  of  1841,  had  been 
uo&voureble  almost  beyond  precedent.  So 
hid  were  the  symptoma^  that  they  led 
to  unusual  oiierations  in  the  corn  trade, 
and  to  the  g^t  bulk  of  those  orders  being 
tent  abroad  for  foreign  corn,  which  subse* 
quentiy  turned  out  so  ruinous.    In  spring 
this  anticipation  was  confirmed.   Damages 
had  been  done  which  were  so  extensivca 
that  they  appeared  irretrievable ;  and  even 
up  to  the  period  when  the  sickle  entered 
the  corn,  nay,  eren  until  the  com  was 
brought  to  market,  there  were  no  means 
of  knowing  what    its   yield  might   be* 
Therefore^  the  character  of  the  last  year 
waa  something  different  from  any  ye^r 
during  the  present  century.    Accprding 
to  Mr.  Wel(brd's  work«  Quoted  by  the  hon, 
Member^  which  giires  a  detail  of  the  parti, 
cularsofall  the  harvests  during  the  pre^ 
sent  century ;  there  is  not  one  of  the  corn 
years  during  that  period  in  which  there 
were  circumstancea  at  all  reaembling  those 
flf  last  year.    If  it  would  be  unreasonable 
under  almost  wj  circumstapoes  to  argue 
Ofion  the  operation  of  a  Com^hw  from  its 
working  for  a  single  year,  most  of  ^1  is  it 
unreaeonaUfi  to  argue  from  the  experience 
which  baa  been  afforded  by  the  last  yeari 
not  only  so  b'mited  as  to  time*  but  differing 
US  it  did  in  almost  all  particulars  from  the 
usual  course  of  thingis,  and  from  every 
com  year  witJiin  the  memory  of  the  pre- 
aent  generation.     With  respect  to   the 
boo.  Gentleman's  statement  tnat  the  sup^ 
ply  of  food  is  insufficienti  and  that  it  air 
ways  must  be  insufficient,  I  cannot  help 
thinking,   whate?er  may  be  the  ability 
which  he  brings  to  bear  upon  the  discusr 
sioo  of  this  question,  and  I  readily  ac- 
knowledge his  abilitv>  that  there  is  a  kind 
of  prii»m  in  his  mina  which  coloured  every 
filct  upon  which  his  mental  vision  falls, 
which  connects  it  in  some  secret  and  a|^ 
most  magical  manner  with  the  operation 
of  the  Com-Iaws.    Whatever  of  evil  be 
imagiuee  to  exist,  that  be  attributes  to 
those  bwB ;  apd  whaterer  of  happiness  be 
desires  to  obtain^  that  be  thinks  can  oplv 
be  rtalised  by  repealing  those  laws.    Witn 
respect  to  crime,  1    do  not  deny    that 
porerty  leidl  to  crime,  and  that  high 


prices  produce  poverty.    The  bon.  Gentle- 
man quoted  the  amount  of  committals  in 
1826;  when  corn  was  cheap,  and  in  1841 
when  corn  waa  dear ;  he  showed^  that  there 
had  been  a  considerable  increase  of  comr 
mittals,  and  immediately  he  exclaimed, 
"  See  the  effect  of  your  CornJaw !"    But 
I  can  give  facts  which  will  wholly  reverse 
the  argument.    Take  the  year  1825,  when 
corn  was  68^  ^,  a  quarter,  the  commit- 
tals were  14,214.     In  the  year  1826,  corn 
was  58«.  8dL  a  quarter,  and  the  committals 
ought  to  have  falleui  according  to  the  hon. 
Gentleman's  argunient,  but,    instead  of 
that,  they  increi^  to  15,986.    In  1827, 
the  price  of  corn  was  58j.  6(i,  but  the 
committfds  had  (|till  increased,  and  were  in 
number  17,654     In   1828,  porn  rose  to 
60«.  5(f. ;  the  number  of  committals,  how- 
ever, fell  to  16,370.     I  trust  the  House 
will  forgive  me  for  introducing  topics  of 
this  kind.    But  I  only  allude  to  them  to 
show  how  easily  the  converse  of  the  argu- 
ment of  the  hon.  Gentleman  may  be  esta- 
blished by  referring  to  the  very  9ame  data 
he  himself  adduces.    I  do  not  deny,  that 
poverty  leads  to  crime,  but  I  have  shown 
now    exi^gerated   and    extravsgant    the 
temper  or  that  mind  must  be  which  finds 
in  these  facts  an  argument  against  the 
Corn-law-     The   hon.   Gentleman  spoke 
very  hopelefwly  upon  the  sul^ect  of  agri^ 
cultural  improvement    I  think  there  are 
grounds  for  expectations  much  vx^ist^  cheer- 
ing than  those  which  the  hon.  Gentleman 
finds.    It  would  be  great  presumption  in 
me  to  deliver  an  opinion  upon  such  a 
subject^  but  there  are  Gentlemen  of  au- 
thority on  such    matters   who   do   look 
forward  with    sanguine   anticipations  of 
great  improyement  in  the    methods    of 
cultivating  the  soil,  and  of  a  correspond- 
ing  increase  in    its    productions.      The 
hon.  Gentleman  astonished  me  when  he 
spoke  of  a  party  in  this  country  who  are 
opposed  to  increase  the  productive  powers 
or  the  soil.     News  more  astonishing  to  roe 
never  came  by  Overland  Mail  nor  any 
other  conveyance.     \  believe  it  to  be  only 
the  phantom  of  the  hon.  Gentleman's  owu 
mind.     No  doubt  in  this  country,  where 
opinion  and  thought  are   unconstrained, 
and    where   every    man    may  utter  the 
strangest  notions,  many  such  conceits  are 
betJ:otten  and  produced  to  light  \  but  that 
such  a  doctrine,  that  so  unnatural  and 
monstrous  a  spirit,  that  one  so  hideous  as 
that  which  would  wish  the  production  of 
the  soil  to  be  restricted,  ibr  the  purpose  of 
maintaining  high  prices^  and  of  getting 
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the  highest  amoaDt  at  the  lettt  po«ible 
comfort  to  the  purchaser,  exists  in  this 
country,  is  what  I  nerer  can  helieie.    1 
am  happy  in  beliefing  the  idea  is  a  delu- 
sion.    [CAerri.]     And,  Sir,  I  should  he: 
sorry,   indeed,   to  helieve  that  there  are 
Gentlemen  io    England — and  still  more 
sorry  to  he  assured,  by  those  cheers,  that  ■ 
there  are  Members  of  this  House — who  j 
can  beliere  in   the  poKiibility  of  ^uch  a; 
thing.     But,  may   I   take  the  liberty  of 
quoting  a  short  passage  from  a  work  on ! 
the  subject  of  the  state  of  agriculture  in 
England.     It  is  contained  in  the  3rd  to- 
lume  of  the  AgricuUural  Journal,  and  is 
understood  to  have  been  written  by  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Berkshire.  It 
is  to  this  e£fect : — 

"  Now  that  these  things  Qia? ing  spoken  of 
improvements  in  agriculture]  are  come  to 
light,  we  may  hope  not  only  that  they  will  be 
spoken  of  but  practised  more  geoerally — that 
draining-tiles  will  be  greatly  cbeapeoed,  more 
drains  be  cot, more  chaJk  be  laid  on  the  downs, 
the  wolds,  and  the  clays,  marl  on  the  sands, 
clay  on  the  fens  and  peats,  lime  on  the  moors, 
many  of  which  should  be  broken  up  ;  that  old 
ploughs  will  be  cast  away,  the  number  of 
horses  reduced,  good  breeds  of  cattle  extended, 
stock  fattened  where  it  has  hitherto  been 
starred  (though  this  is  now  rare),  root  crops 
drilled  and  better  dunged,  new  kinds  of  tliose 
crops  cultivated,  and  artificial  manures  of  as- 
ceruined  usefulness  purchased.  It  is  the 
knowledge  of  those  weapons  which  we  actu« 
ally  have  in  our  hands  that  may  make  us  look 
back  with  satisfaction  to  the  efforts  we  have 
already  made,  and  forward  witli  cheerful  con- 
fidence to  the  improvement  of  husbandry 
through  the  collective  experience  of  our  far- 
mers." 

Guarding  myself  against  the  presump- 
tion of  ezpressinff  an  opinion  upon  such  a 
subject,  or  as  to  how  far  we  can  look  to 
the  resources  of  our  own  agriculture,  with 
such  increase  of  produce  of  the  soil,  as 
Uiall  enable  tis  to  support  our  increawd 
and  growing  population  in  comfort,  I  car. 
not  but,  at  all  events,  pay  my  tribute  of 
respect  and  admiration  to  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, and  to  the  Gentlemen  like  him, 
who  have  devoted  their  best  energies  to 
the  improvement  of  the  valuable  processes 

Ciintca  out  by  him,  and  who  thereby  do 
ud  the  most  powerful  aid  to  the  encou- 
ragement of  that  agriculture  which  is  the 
surest  support  of  the  social  edifice  of  this 
country.  My  humble  opinion  is,  that  the 
present  moderate  price  of  provisi<ms  which 
tends  very  much  to  weaken  whatever  ar- 
guments the  hon.  Gentleman  might  have 
from  the  stale  of  the  piorisioo 


market  two  or  three  years  ago  in  fiivovr  «f 
the  motion  which  he  has  now  sobsnt- 
ted,  is  not  alti^ether  an  unmixed  good ; 
although,  I  trust,  there  is  a  great  baU 
ance  of   good  resulting  fiton  cheqpesi 
of  provisions,  yet  even  dieapnesa  itarif 
may  be  attended  with  unfisvourable  txmmbm 
quences.     The  hon.  Gentleman  has  aslced 
whether  any  land  had  been  thrown  out  of 
cultivation  ?     I  am  not  aware,  that  thena 
has  been  ;  but  before  3rou  come  to  thelaat 
extremity,  there  are  intonediate  wcissuiei, 
such  as  reducing  the  amount  of  bboor 
bestowed  upon  the  land,  that  nay  week 
much  evil.  And  I  am  aliraid  that,  m  aoMe 
parts,  that  process  haa  been  carried  iato 
effect,  and  I  am  quite  convinced^  that  die 
adoption   of   the  present    modoo   would 
carry  that  procesa  to  a  much  greater  ex- 
tent.     It  does  not   follow,  that  hecaoae 
land  is  now  cheap,  that  a  very  violent  ro-> 
action  might  not  be  produced  hv  any  sod- 
den operation  upon  the  Com-faw,  which 
might  be  productive  of  the  most  mtnoat 
consequences.    Let  me,  for  a  moment,  re* 
fer  to  the  state  of  America.    I  have  latdy 
seen  in  the  newspapers,  with  some  sor* 
prise,  that  the  Americans  are  about  to 
send    manu^MTtured   goods    to  Englaiid. 
What  does  that  indicate  .>     Not  that  these 
goods  are  produced  in  the  natural  state  of 
things  there  cheaper  than  in  Engtaad; 
but  that,  owing  to  a  total  derangement  of 
the  circulating  medium  in  America,  tkve 
has  been  such  an  unnatural  reductioB  of 
prices  that  there  has  been  called  intoactiao 
a  disposition  to  force  exportation,  under 
circumstances  which  would  he  otherwise 
attended  vrith  great  sacrifices.  In  Anseriea 
prices  are  unnaturally  low.     Let  us  apply 
these  considerations  to  agricultural   |ifo* 
duce  in  that  country.     We  are  told  thai 
the  system  of  barter  is  almost  established 
in  America.     However  that  may  he,  there 
can  be  no  doubt,  that  at  the  present  time 
the  productions  upon  the  Mississippi  are 
at  most  unnaturally  depressed  prices.     I 
have  seen  a  report  from  a  person  who  was 
sent  to  the  western  states  of  the  Unioo  in 
the  autumn  of  last  year,  by  one  of  the 
com  houses  of  this  country.     That  person 
has  made  an  investigation  into  the  state  of 
the   harvest  kiKt  year,  and  the  probable 
quantities  of  wheat  and  flour  that  might 
be  exported  from  the  Mississippi  in  case 
of  an  opening  into  this  country  by  a  re- 
peal of  the  Corn- laws.  His  report  states  >— 

**  The  qaantiiv  ol  wheat  produced  last  has* 
vest  has  proved  greater  than  wis  ever  known 
before.    The  probable  quantity  whidi  will  ba 


»8 


AbolUkn  6f 


{MAt  9f 


Me  Cbnulaii^i* 


74 


lent  taNow  Orletfti  during  the  leason  may  be 
estimated  tt  2|500,000  busbels— say  300^000 
quarterly  besides  600,000  or  600,000  barrels 
of  flour— say  350,000  quarters.  When  the 
DavigatioQ  of  the  upper  river  opens,  in  March 
and  April,  the  probable  prices  of  wheat  and 
flour  at  New  Orleans  are  likely  to  be  55  to 
65  cents,  per  bushel  of  60  lb.  for  the  former, 
and  3  dollars  for  the  latter,  equivalent  to  205. 
to  24s.  per  quarter  of  480  lb.  free  on  board 
lor  wheats  and  135.  6<2.  per  barrel  for  flour." 

It  may  souDd  paradoxical  to  say,  that 
cheapness  may  be  a  misfortune ;  but  the  in- 
troduction of  that  quantity  of  wheat  from 
New  Orleans,  in  the  event  of  the  adoption 
of  the  motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Wolverhampton,  would,  under  present  cir- 
cumstances, be  a  national  misfortune.  If 
the  wheat  could  be  sold  there  at  22^., 
and  imported  into  this  country  for  10^. 
more,  the  violent  effect  upon  the  price  of 
com,  notwithstanding  its  cheapness,  would 
on  the  whole  be  a  misfortune.  The  hon. 
Member  talks  of  the  facility  with  which 
people  who  feed  upon  potatoes  may  be 
brought  to  feed  upon  wheat :  this  is  very 
true  ;  but  let  him  take  care  that  he  does 
not  bring  those  who  now  feed  upon  wheat 
to  feed  upon  potatoes.  It  is  easy  for  the 
hoD.  Member  to  select  isolated  cases  of  in- 
dividuals brought  before  a  bench  of  magis- 
trates as  a  specimen  of  what  is  going  on  in 
the  agricultural  districts;  in  my  opinion 
such  instances  aflTord  no  criterion  what- 
ever of  the  condition  of  those  districts,  and 
although  we  have  cause  to  wish  their  con- 
dition better,  yet  he  would  be  but  a  short- 
sighted and  false  friend  to  those  agricul- 
tural labourers  who  would  adopt  any 
legislative  measure  which  would  lead  to 
any  considerable  dismissal  of  those  labour- 
ers from  their  employment.  I  must  con- 
fess, that  there  appears  to  me  to  be 
considerable  injustice  in  the  argument 
used  by  the  hon.  Member  who  made  the 
present  motion,  in  which  he  pointed  his 
arguments  against  those  who  derived  rent 
from  the  land.  <'  The  farmers  of  this 
country  (said  he)  have  the  finest  climate 
and  the  most  productive  soil,  but  the  arti- 
ficial amount  of  rent  is  the  burthen  that 
presses  them  to  the  ground."  Of  the 
three  parties  to  be  aflfected  by  the  repeal 
^  of  the  Corn-laws,  the  landlord,  the  farmer, 
and  the  labourer,  I  contend,  that  the  land- 
lord would  be  the  least  a£fected.  What  is 
the  doctrine  of  rent  ?  The  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite  are  students,  or  rather 
perhaps  professors,  of  political  economy  ^ 
and  I  oaflenge  them  to  controvert  this 
poeitkiNMthal  if  in  this  country  you  re- 


dtice  rents  largely  and  jpermanently,  the 
consequence  must  be  to  displace  affriculttr* 
ral  kbour-^to  throw  land  out  of  cultivation* 
What  is  rent,  according  to  all  the  writers 
upon  the  subject  ?  Without  tying  myself 
to  exact  expressions,  the  substance,  I  be- 
lieve^ is  this,  ''  Rent  is  what  arises  in  a 
country,  in  the  natural  course  of  events, 
when  the  increase  of  population  drives  the 
people  to  the  cultivation  of  inferior  soils, 
and  rent  measures  the  diflference  between 
the  cost  of  production  on  the  best  soils  and 
on  the  worst."  If  such  be  the  case,  how 
could  rent  be  reduced  without  throwing 
land  out  of  cultivation  ?  As  long  as  our 
present  extent  of  soil  remains  in  cultiva- 
tion, rent  must  remain.  If  you  throw  soils 
out  of  cultivation,  there  must  be  a  dis« 
placement  of  agricultural  labour.  There 
appears  to  me  on  the  contrary,  much  more 
truth  in  the  doctrine  that  rents  might  be 
maintained  concurrently  with  a  displace- 
ment of  agricultural  labour.  It  might  be 
true  that  the  attention  of  the  agricultural 
producers  of  this  country  has  been  too 
Qzchisively  fastened  on  corn.  It  might  be 
true,  that  by  diverting  their  land  to  pas- 
ture, the  landlord  might,  in  many  cases, 
obtain  more  rent ;  but  then  what  was  to 
become  of  the  labourer.^  This  may  be 
treated  by  some  as  alight  matter,  the  hon. 
Mover  was  even  jocose  upon  the  subject; 
he  said  that  the  labourers  might  take  the 
land  on  the  allotment  system ;  but  the 
hon.  Member  knows  perfectly  well  that 
the  allotment  system  is  not  intended  to 
create  small  farmers,  but  to  procure  an 
addition  to  the  comforts  of  those  whose 
main  subsistence  is  derived  from  wages. 
It  is  no  answer,  therefore,  to  tell  us  that 
the  labourers  would  take  the  land  on  the 
allotment  system.  I  have  thus  stated 
some  of  the  reasons  which  appear  to  me 
amply  to  justify,  or  rather  imperatively  to 
require  the  rejection  of  the  motion  before 
the  House ;  but  I  said  in  the  outset  that 
the  hon.  Member  for  Wolverhampton  had 
shown  himself  singularly  impartial,  for  he 
did  not  condescend  to  take  any  notice  of 
the  trifling  distinction  between  this  side  of 
the  House  and  the  other,  he  did  not  urge 
a  single  objection  to  the  Com- law  of  my 
right  hon.  Friend ;  he  took  no  cognizance 
of  it;  but  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  se- 
conded the  motion  noticed  the  sliding- 
scale,  and  professed  himself  hostile  to  the 
particular  Corn-law  now  in  operation.  I 
maintain,  in  the  first  place,  that  it  is  unjust 
to  assert  that  the  present  law  has  yet  had 
a  fair  trial ;  but  I  am  not  therefore  pre^ 
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*  pared  to  aay  thai  that  law  «ufct  neccMtrily 
be  a  good  dm.  Let  ua,  Imwcwt,  take  the 
expenenos  of  the  laat  twelve  moatlia  for 
irhat  it  ia  worth  and  aothiog  i»ore,  and  I 
do  not  heattate  to  aay  that  that  cxperienoe 
hat  been  fiiroarable.  It  aeenu  to  me  that 
the  expectatioiia  held  out  hj  nif  right 
hoo.  Friend  have  been  ftilfifled  hj  the 
operation  of  the  law  aa  fiu*  as  it  hat  gone. 
It  was  admitted  twelre  flMotha  ago^  that 
the  law  then  in  existeooa  was  one  of  great 
Btringeocjr  and  sererity— much  more  so 
than  was  f(»eseen  by  those  who  were  its 
authors.  It  was  not  foreseen  that  the  effect 
of  the  slidiag-scale  would  be  to  induce  the 
importers  of  com  to  withhold  it  from, 
initoad  of  bringing  it  into,  the  market ;  and 
it  was  never  expected  that  by  the  moasure 
of  last  year  all  difficulties  and  inconve- 
niences would  be  removed  at  a  single 
stroke*  however  it  might  suit  the  hon. 
Member  opposite  to  hold  out  such  an  ex- 
pectation. The  hon.  Member's  plan,  in- 
deed, had  certainly  the  phuisible  recom- 
mendation  of  putting  an  end  to  all 
uneasiness  and  all  further  agitation  on  the 
sul^ect.  The  farmer  would  undoubtedly 
know  what  be  had  to  expects  but  he  mu<^ 
doubted  whether  such  certainty  would 
increase  his  contentment.  The  expectationa 
held  out  by  the  pi^enent  law,  as  he  con- 
ceived, were  these:  that  it  would  by  its 
operation  mitigate  or  remove  the  inconve- 
niences experienced  imder  the  former  law 
as  regarded  the  com  trade  in  connexion 
with  our  export  trade,  and  promote  the 
interests  of  the  consumer,  and  that  it 
would  effect  tliese  great  and  important 
objects  without  any  serious  shock  to  the 
interests  of  the  producer.  As  far  as  ex- 
perience has  gone,  the  antidpatioo  has 
neen  reaaoaably  fulfilled*  If  we  look  first 
to  the  conaunMr  it  will  be  admitted  that 
he  has  no  reason  to  complain  of  the  pre- 
aent  prioe.     I  do  not  ascribe  the  present 

Erice  necessarily  and  exclusively  to  the 
iw,  but  if  the  oonsumer  has  no  reason  to 
thnnk  it,  he  has  certainly  no  i^ason  to 
complain  of  the  operation  of  the  law  of 
hist  year.  Under  the  old  law  the  com- 
plaint was  that  no  com  was  introduced 
into  the  market  until  the  fiirtheat  point 
of  the  acale  of  duties  had  been  reached,  and 
that  then  com  was  brouffht  in  in  a  mass. 
la  this  rsspect  I  do  not  think  that  the  Uw 
of  last  year  has  had  a  fair  trial,  because 
the  impression  that  the  harvest  wouki  be 
bad  exerted  a  powerful  influence  on  im- 
porters who  kept  back  their  com  on  the 
chaaM  ef  tntcoduciiv  ii  at  the  kmreal 


dutr.  it  haa  bees  aaid  that  the  operatiatt 
of  the  present  htw  has  been  m  this  rapect 
just  the  same  as  that  of  the  old  law ;  thafc 
the  change  has  oolt  been  nomind,  not 
real.  I  have  stated  tliat  I  will  not  consent 
to  be  bound  by  the  experience  of  the  last 
year ;  but  I  will  undertake  to  show  even 
fmm  the  experience  ef  the  httt  year  that 
there  has  been  a  material  end  perceptible 
diflference  between  theoperatioo  of  the  two 
laws.  Of  hite  years  the  House  waa  aware 
that  there  was  one  great  week  in  the  year 
which  figures  to  a  large  amount  in  the  en- 
tries for  consumption;  but  I  will  take 
sixteen  weeks  under  the  new  law,  and 
compare  them  with  sixteen  weaka  under 
the  old  law,  observing  first,  that  the  com* 
plaint  we  have  to  oMct  ia  thia,  that  ne 
com  is  released  until  the  extreme  point 
has  been  obtained;  and  that  then  it  ia 
released  in  a  mass.  In  1841,  under  the 
old  law,  that  was  nearly  literally  the  trutk 
The  whole  quantity  entered  fbr  consump- 
tion in  the  sixteen  weeks  was  1,959,000 
quarters ;  and  of  this  in  the  first  fifteen 
weeks  only  107,000  quarters  were  entered; 
in  the  aixteenth  we^  the  aosount  was  no 
lem  than  1,852,000  quartera.  Now,  let 
the  House  see  what  were  the  fiMts  under 
the  new  law  in  the  oorresponding  sixteen 
weeks  ending  with  the  week  of  great 
dtflivery.  The  entries  were  somewhat 
greater  than  in  the  preceding  year,  and 
amounted  to  2,204,000  quarters ;  but  the 
proportions  between  the  fifteen  weeks  and 
the  sixteenth  week  were  diflnrent.  The 
quantity  entered  in  the  sixteenth  week 
was  1,355,000,  and  the  qiumtity  entered 
b  the  fifteen  preceding  weeks  was  849,000. 
Deducting  the  last  week  befors  the  six- 
teenth, the  quantity  entered  for  consump- 
tion in  the  fourteen  first  wedts  before  the 
week  of  great  delivery  had  arrived,  or  was 
immediately  at  hand»  waa  455,000  quar- 
ters, a  ouaatity  sufficient  to  exercise  a 
oonsidmUe  influence  on  the  market, 
though  a  small  quantity  as  compared  with 
the  nrante  of  the  people,  instead  of 
455,000  oaarters,  had  the  old  kw  conti- 
nued in  roroe,  I  do  not  believe  that  we 
should  have  had  anything  approachai^  to 
that  Quantity.  It  u,  thereforot  not  true, 
that  Uie  opwation  of  the  preaant  Uw  has 
been  the  same  as  that  of  the  oM  Uw  with 
respect  to  withholding  com  until  the  last 
moment,  even  under  the  uafiivourable  cir- 
cumstances of  the  past  year.  If  the  con- 
sumer of  com  has  no  right  to  complain  of 
the  present  Uw,  neither  haa  the  produoer. 
1  admit  thit  then  has  bom  a  fieat  fidl  in 
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the  price  of  coro.  I  admit  that  it  has  oot 
been  aocoiD[Muiied  by  such  ao  abundance 
as  to  compensate  the  grower,  and  I  admit 
further  that  it  has  not  arisen  so  much  out 
of  abundance,  putting  the  home  and  the 
foreign  supply  tosether,  as  it  has  arisen 
out  of  diminished  ability  to  purchase.  I 
Ttoture  to  tell  my  hon.  Friends  on  this 
side  of  the  House^  who  may  perhaps*  think 
I  am  propounding  a  paradox,  tliat  in  all 
probability,  at  tkh  moment,  if  the  old  law 
Lad  been  'in  existence,  the  price  of  corn 
would  have  been  lower  rather  than  higher. 
I  see  my  boo.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Wallingford  (Mr.  Blackstone)  shakes  his 
head,  but  that  is  not  an  opinion  I  have 
lately  formed,  and  I  will  endeavour  to 
state  the  grounds  on  which  it  rests. 
Before  going  into  this  explanation  I  am  re- 
minded that  periods  of  much  lower  prices 
occurred  under  the  old  law.  Indeed  this 
was  an  argument  much  in  favour  on  the 
opposite  side  of  the  House— namely,  that 
the  tendency  of  the  old  law  was  to  pro- 
dooe  alternately  glut  and  scarcity — the 
matt  exorbitant  and  the  lowest  prices. 
I  beg  to  remind  the  hon.  Member  for 
Wallingford,  who  I  well  know  ascribes  the 
most  ruinous  effects  to  the  operation  of  the 
present  law,  that  the  average  jprices  of  the 
three  years,  1834,  1835,  and  1836,  were 
not  laore  than  44«.  6^  the  quarter,  while 
the  average  price  of  one  of  those  years, 
1835^  was  no  more  than  39j.  and  some 
odd  pence.  What  has  been  the  effect  of 
the  new  law  ?  In  the  first  place  the  duties 
were  so  adjusted  by  the  new  law  as  to 
leasen  the  inducement  to  the  importer  of 
Aneign  coro  to  withhold  his  corn  from  the 
market*  In  the  second  place,  inasmueh  as 
great  and  just  complaints  had  been  made 
of  fraudulent  operations  connected  with 
the  corn  trade«  of  fictitious  operations  with 
ngard  to  the  averages  and  the  high  price 
thereby  engeodeced,  a  krge  number  of 
towns  were  added  to  the  previously  existing 
list,  for  the  purpose  of  rendering  these 
operations,  in  the  words  of  my  right  boa 
Friend  at  the  head  of  the  Government, 
infinitelv  more  difiicult,  or  even  altogether 
impracticable.  As  for  as  regards  these 
towns  and  the  effect  of  including  them  on 
the  avei^gefl,  I  believe  I  may  say  that  the 
success  of  mv  right  hon.  Friend,  in  the 
course  of  the  last  year  has  been  complete. 
There  are  very  few  serious  men  with  whom 
I  have  conversed,  who  have  not  given  it  as 
their  opusion  that  if  the  old  law  had  con- 
tiouedmaperation  the  average&Iast  autumn 
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of  the  minimum  duty,  73^.  A  variety  of  in- 
fluences would  have  contributed  to  produce 
this  result.  Under  the  old  law  corn  would 
not  have  been  so  soon  released,  and  prices 
must  have  mounted  higher  in  order  to  have 
enabled  the  importer  to  sell.  Last  year 
the  release  took  place  under  the  new  law, 
when  prices  were  64^.,  at  a  duty  which 
left  a  price  of  56s,  to  the  importer.  Under 
the  old  law,  at  the  price  of  64^.,  the  duty 
would  have  been  22s,  Sd.,  so  that  the  im« 
porter  would  have  received  less  for  his  corn 
oy  15^.,  and  consequently  could  not  have 
released  his  corn  at  that  price,  and  must 
have  waited  for  higher  prices.  Orders,  I 
believe,  were  sent  over  to  the  Continent  by 
parties  on  the  speculation  that  my  right 
non.  Friend's  provisions  would  not  prove 
effectual,  to  prevent  working  the  averages, 
and  that  they  would  be  raised  to  enablo 
the  speculators  to  introduce  their  corn  at 
a  nominal  duty.  The  third  influence  was 
that  exercised  on  the  holder  of  free  corn  in 
the  English  market.  Of  course  the  holder 
of  free  corn  wished  to  get  the  best  price 
he  could  for  his  commodity,  and  in  calcu- 
lating the  prospects  of  the  market  he  must 
always  take  into  consideration  the  price  of 
foreign  corn.  If  the  old  law  had  continued 
in  force  he  would  have  waited  until  he  saw 
the  price  of  corn  rise  to  73«.;  under  the 
new  law  he  waited  only  till  it  had  risen  to 
64^.  Therefore,  akhough  the  extent 
might  be  hypothetical,  still,  under  the  old 
law,  the  average  prices  which  determine 
the  duty  must  have  gone  up  much  more 
than  under  the  new  law*  What  would 
have  been  the  effect  on  the  foreign  im- 
porter ?  It  was  clear  that  he  would  have 
been  more  stimulated  by  a  price  of  73#. 
than  by  a  price  of  64^.  It  was  no  para- 
doxical or  extravagant  inference,  therefore, 
to  assert  that  a  greater  quantity  of  corn 
would  have  found  its  way  into  this  country; 
that  more  remote  parts  would  have  been 
swept  for  the  purpose  of  procuring  a  sup- 
ply, which  would  not  have  been  introduced 
until  the  consumer  had  suffered  from  the 
delay.  The  ultimate  consequence  would 
have  been  that  prices  would  have  ranged 
both  higher  and  lower ;  there  would  have 
been  first  a  deficiency  and  afterwards  a 
greater  quantity  thrown  upon  the  market, 
therefore  I  am  justified  in  assuming  that 
the  present  law  had  an  equalising  ten- 
dency. It  prevented  the  price  from  rising 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other  hand^ 
from  reaching  an  unnatural  point  of  de- 
pression. I  admit  that  the  fall  in  price 
oas  been  very  greatf  but  X  believe  that  the 
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new  law  has  tended  to  check  the  fall.  The 
hon.  Mover  said^  if  not  in  words^  in  sub- 
stance,  **  Gire  us  free  trade  and  steadiness 
of  price,  and  to  a  certain  extent  this  has 
been  accomplished.  But  in  order  to  test 
the  position  of  the  hon.  Member  we  must 
look  to  vihut  took  phure  in  other  countries, 
^  and  see  whether  prices  were  steadier  there. 
I  will  not  refer  to  the  Continent,  I  will  not 
go  to  the  ports  of  the  Baltic  and  Holland, 
because  it  has  been  truly  stated,  that  those 
countries  are  more  affected  by  the  state  of 
our  markets  than  we  ourselves  :  but  I  may 
foirly  advert  to  America,  because  British 
demand  does  not  affect  the  prices  in  that 
country ;  at  all  events,  it  will  be  conceded, 
that  during  the  last  fifteen  or  sixteen 
months  there  has  been  no  considerable 
demand  on  our  part  from  the  American 
markets — nothing  to  enable  the  opponents 
of  the  Corn.laws  to  say,  '*  See  what  fluc- 
tuations your  system  has  occasioned.*'  The 
last  accounts  from  Baltimore  and  Philadel- 
phia are  dated  the  29th  of  March,  and 
they  most  distinctly  establish,  that  the 
fluctuation  in  the  price  of  flour  has  been 
greater  than  in  England.  Between  the 
month  of  March,  1831,  and  5th  Janu- 
ary, 1842,  there  was  a  h\\  in  the  two 
descriptions  of  flour  called  City-mills  flour, 
and  Howard  -  street  floor,  of  from  30 
to  34|  per  cent.,  while  in  England  during 
the  same  period,  the  fall  was  only  24  per 
cent.  Great,  then,  as  was  the  fluctuation 
in  England,  it  was  not  so  great  as  the 
fluctuation  in  America,  where  no  Corn- 
law  was  operating— where  there  was  no 
commercial  restriction — where  there  was 
every  facility  given  for  importation  and 
fbr  exportation,  and  with  regard  to  which 
the  fluctuation  could  not  be  attributed  to 
the  measure  introduced  by  his  right  hon. 
Friend.  Unless  facts  of  a  contrary  nature 
could  be  brouffht  forward-— facts  of  which 
I  can  assure  tne  House  I  am  not  aware, 
and  in  the  existence  of  which  I  do  not  be- 
lieve, I  repeat,  that  it  is  not  fair  to  ascribe 
the  fluctuations  which  have  taken  place  in 
the  price  of  l^nglish  wheat  to  the  present 
Corn-laws.  I  have  now  replied  to  most  of 
the  objcctioos  which  have  been  brought 
against  the  Corn-laws,  but  there  are 
some  others  to  which,  sensible  as  I  am 
of  the  great  length  at  which  I  have  already 
addressed  the  House,  1  yet  feel  it  my  duty 
to  refer.  One  charge  whidi  has  most  in- 
dustriously been  brought  against  the  late 
law  was  the  effect  which  it  produced  upon 
the  corn  trade  itself  It  was  said,  and 
laid,  I  acknowledge,  with  mmt  itgtot  of 


justice,  that  the  effect  of  the  law  was  to 
depreciate  the  diaracter  of  the  trade— to 
introduce  a  speculative  and  a  gambliog 
spirit  into  its  working,  and  thus  prevent 
men  of  high  respectability  and  of  large 
capital,  from  engaging  themselves,  or 
embarking  their  property  in  it.  Certainly 
there  was  considerable  force  in  that  objec- 
tion  against  the  late  measure ;  bat  Icon* 
tend  that  no  man  has  a  right  to  bring  a 
similar  charge,  by  anticipation,  against  the 
present  law — a  law  which  has  not  yet  been 
fairly  tried,  and  with  regard  to  which  oor 
experience  is  so  limited.  That  there  were 
grievous  disasters  and  great  ruin  in  the 
com  trade  last  year,  I  am  well  aware,  and 
1  lament  them  ;  but  those  disasters  I  ooo- 
tend,  were  attributable  to  the  particolar 
circumstances  of  the  year  itself,  to  the 
erroneous  anticipations  which  had  been 
formed  of  the  harvest,  and  the  great  ooo- 
trast  which  existed  between  the  anticipa- 
tions and  the  reality.  To  these  causes, 
and  not  to  the  law,  are  those  disasters  to 
be  attributed.  There  was  an  anticipation 
of  a  deficient  harvest.  It  was  uncertain 
whether,  in  a  few  weeks,  the  country  was 
to  be  richer  or  poorer  by  three  or  four 
millions  of  quarters  of  wheat  in  point  of 
quantity,  and  six  or  seven  millions  of 
money  in  point  of  value  ?  Such  a  doubt 
would  necessarily  lead  to  great  speculation 
and  that  gambling  spirit  whidi  seemed 
inherent  in  human  nature,  and  which  every 
varying  contingency  of  human  life,  seemed 
to  call  into  operation,  was  sine  to  be 
aroused  by  it,  especially  under  the  parti- 
cular circumstances  of  last  year,  when 
men's  hopes  were  stimulated  from  week  to 
week — when  anxiety  and  suspense  were 
kept  alive  day  after  day — and  when  the 
decision  of  the  question  was  only  settled, 
when  the  com  actually  came  into  the  mar- 
ket. Indeed,  it  was  only  when  the  com 
was  actually  in  the  mancet,  that  it  was 
known  or  could  be  believed  that  the  crop 
would  turn  out— or  rather  had  turned  out 
—ah  average  harvest.  This,  to  my  mind, 
fully  accounts  fbr  the  speculation  whiclr 
existed.  This  put  in  motion  all  the  capi- 
tal which  could  be  embarked  in  the  com 
trade,  and  gave  to  that  trade  a  character 
of  gambling,  which,  under  ordinary  arm 
cumstances,  did  not,  to  the  same  extent, 
belong  to  it.  I  repeat,  that  those  disasters 
in  the  com  trade,  many  of  which  were 
occasioned  by  improvident  speculatioos, 
were  very  much  to  be  lamented,  and  I 
fear  that  it  will  take  sonse  time  fbr  the 
trade  to  reooftr  its  faner  stabiCtj ;  kilt 
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admitting  this»  I  Bay,  that  it  is  unfair  to 
impute  to  the  present  Coro-Iaw  the  effects 
which  it  certainly  did  not  cause^  and  which 
were  naturally  attributable  to  other  causes. 
We  have  heard  much,  also,  of  the  losses 
of  the  shipowners,  and  it  has  been  said, 
that  the  sudden  demand  for  corn  from  the 
continental  into  the  English  ports  is  un- 
&T0urable  to  the  British  shipowner.  It 
is  contended  that  the  order  sent  by  the 
merchant  here  to  his  agent  on  the  conti- 
nent is  generally  so  sudden  and  unexpected 
that  no  ^arrangements  to  execute  it  were 
previoudy  made,  that  accordingly  the  first 
▼essel  was  taken  which  was  found  in  port, 
and  that  rery  frequently  that  vessel  was 
a  foreigner.  This,  as  far  as  it  went,  was 
an  objection  to  the  old  law,  but  1  deny 
that  It  is  an  objection  which  fairlv  attaches 
to  the  present  law.  Last  year,  the  foreign 
importations  had  been  foreseen,  deliberate 
arrangements  might  have  been  made  for 
the  employment  of  English  vessels,  and 
there  was  no  reason  why  the  British 
shipowner  should  not  have  enjoyed  his  full 
share  of  the  business  of  transport.  But 
there  had  been  another  and  a  still  greater 
objection  made,  as  respects  the  trade  of 
the  country.  We  have  heard  much  of  the 
exchange  of  goods,  but  surely  this  is  not 
the  year  in  which  the  manufacturing  in- 
terest can  complain,  in  comparison  with 
former  years,  of  the  exchange  with  other 
countries.  There  has  been  a  great  demand 
for  foreign  articles  here.  Fresh  facilities 
have  been  given  to  their  introduction— 
articles  have  been  brought  in,  which  before 
had  been  altogether  prohibited.  This  has 
not  been  the  case  in  other  countries.  I 
stated  last  year,  that  articles  to  no 
less  an  amount  than  20,000,000/.  had 
been  affected  by  the  reduction  of  the 
Custom  duties,  but  when  so  large  an 
addition  was  made  to  our  means  of  im- 
porting, and  none  had  been  made  to 
our  means  of  export,  it  was  un&ir  to 
urge  against  such  a  legislative  settlement, 
as  that  of  the  present  Corn.Iaw  the  incon- 
venience of  findine  imports  which  had 
been  experienced  in  former  years,  and 
which  had,  perhaps,  been  caused  by  the 
former  state  of  the  law.  As  to  the  cur- 
rency, we  all  knew  the  inconvenience  which 
had  been  caused  by  the  late  measure  in 
deranging  the  money  market.  But  the 
hon.  Member  for  Wolverhampton  told  us 
the  other  night,  that  **  This  derangement 
did  not  continue  under  the  present  law." 
This  admission  is  certainly  not  one  of  very 
great  falne^  for  it  is  one  which  caanot.be 


denied  by  any  man.  At  the  same  time^ 
so  much  cannot  be  said  of  the  motion  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman.  If  that  motion  were 
agreed  to,  consequences  the  most  serious 
would  necessarily  result  by  its  violent  ef- 
fects on  the  currency.  There  is  now  a 
great  drain  of  gold  to  America.  During 
this  year,  three  millions  sterling  have  been 
sent  thither.  The  country  has  been  able 
to  bear  that  loss,  but  this  drain  is  likely  to 
continue.  Half  our  exports  have  been  cut 
off,  partly  by  the  derangement  of  the  Ame- 
rican currency,  and  partly  by  the  tariff  of 
the  last  Session :  and  this  drain  of  gold 
would  be  increased  by  the  measure  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman.  Its  tendency  would  be 
to  bring  into  the  English  markets  foreign 
and  particularly  American  corn,  which 
must  be  paid  for  in  bullion.  The  state  of 
the  custom  laws  of  America  and  of  other 
countries  is  so  hostile  to  our  trade,  that 
we  should  be  compelled  to  pay  for  the  flour 
and  corn  in  bullion.  A  great  inconveni- 
ence would  be  felt  by  the  reduction  of 
prices  from  the  increased  supply  of  foreign 
corn,  and  the  contraction  of  the  currency, 
and  those  evils  which  had  been  charged 
against  the  late  Corn-law,  might  fairly  be 
charged  against  the  proposed  measure  of  the 
hon.  GenUeman.  There  is  only  one  other 
point,  on  which  I  shall  feel  it  necessary  to 
trouble  the  House.  That  point  had  been 
a  favorite  subject  of  declamation ;  and  it 
certainly  was  an  important  one — the  in- 
fluence of  the  Corn-law  upon  the  revenue 
of  the  country.  It  was  said  by  the  oppo- 
nents of  the  measure,  that  it  gave  to  the 
foreign  exporters  what  ought  to  have 
forced  its  way  into  the  British  Treasury. 
That  complaint,  I  do  not  think,  can  be 
made  against  the  present  law;  during 
the  last  year,  it  brought  in  the  sum  of 
1,378,000/L  to  the  treasury,  exceeding  by 
800,000^  or  900,000/.  the  amount  received 
under  the  former  Corn-law;  but  I  am 
prepared  to  show  that  it  was  an  amount 
larger  than  would  have  been  received 
under  the  measure  which  was  proposed 
by  the  noble  Lord  opposite  and  her  Ma- 
jesty's late  Government.  And  it  was  to 
be  recollected,  that  that  change  had  been 
proposed  ibr  the  purposes  of  revenue. 
[Viscount  Horvick :  No,  not  exclusively.]] 
Not  exclusively.  There  were,  doubtless, 
other  considerations  relied  on,  but  the 
main  ground  upon  which  it  rested  was  the 
fiscal  benefit  to  be  derived  from  it.  The 
noble  Lord  (Lord  J.  Bussell)  proposed  a 
duty  of  8f.  upon  wheat,  but  the  duty  which 
has  been  actually  received  under  the  pre* 
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it  law  tmooDlad  to  8#.  5c/.  ptr  quirter. 
•^tia  noble  Lord  likewise  propoeed  a  duty 
^^  S$.  4d,  upoD  oato,  bat  now  we  bave 
^^oeived  a  duty  of  Ss,  upon  tbe  ate- 
^igige.  Tbe  duty  upoo  barley,  io  tbc8cbe»e 
of  tbe  noble  Lord,  was  6s.  The  duty 
^hich  had  been  obtained,  had  readied  an 
average  of  8f .  1  l<i.  per  quarter.  So  that, 
aaaumiDg  that  tbe  same  quantity  would 
have  been  entered  far  oonsumption  under 
the  nobliS  Lord^  bill  as  under  the  eiistinff 
laws— and  i  do  not  think  the  noble  Lora 
will  contend  that  last  year  a  greater  num- 
ber of  quarters  would  hafe  been  entered 
than  unoer  the  law  as  it  stands— if  the 
noble  Lord's  proposal  had  been  carried, 
there  would  have  been  bOfiOOL  less  paki 
for  wheat;  barley  would  have  produced 
10,0001.  less ;  and  oaU  would  have  paid 
32,500/.  leas ;  or,  on  the  whole,  92,500/. 
less  would  have  been  paid  than  under  the 
law  of  my  ri^t  hoa.  Friend*  There  is 
only  one  other  point  to  which  I  will  refer, 
and  to  that  very  briefly.  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleasan,  the  Member  Car  Wolverhampton, 
congratulatsd  the  House,  that  during  the 
hist  debate  upon  this  subject  there  had 
been  an  abanoonment  of  the  wom-oot  ar- 
guments which  formerly  were  used  by 
hon.  Members  on  this  side  of  the  House. 
The  hon.  Member  said,  that  it  was  now 
universally  admitted,  aiid  that  it  had  been 
expressly  laid  down  by  my  right  hon. 
Fnend  at  the  head  of  the  Government, 
I  hat  **  price  could  not  be  secured  by  law.** 
The  hon.  Member  boasted  of  this  confes- 
sion, and  applied  it — as  he  foirly  was  en- 
titled to  do — to  the  purposes  of  the  argu- 
ment for  which  he  was  then  coatendrng. 
But  presently  he  wanted  to  show  the  fiup- 
mers  how  ill  they  had  been  used  by  my 
right  hon.  Fnend ;  he  then  forgot  what  he 
hiKl  said  just  beim ;  he  forgot  what  he 
had  just  quoted  from  the  speech  of  my 
right  hon.  Friend — and  not  nmre  Uwn 
five  minutes  by  the  dock,  after  he  had 
quoted  my  tight  hon*  Friend's  foraier 
expression,  he  went  on  to  sav,  that  my 
right  hon.  Friend  had  promued  Io  thle 
former  a  price  of  from  54#.  to  5Sf. 
per  quarter.  The  two  Btatsmsnti  can 
not  be  reconciled.  It  b  not  for  me 
to  reooncile  the  discrepancy.  It  as  a 
mater  entirsly  between  the  hoa.  Ooa* 
tleman  and  hiamelf.  [Mr.  FiUitrt  ex- 
pressed disssnt]  The  boo.  Ciatleman 
seemed  la  deay  the  statement^  but  I 
am  ^ite  csnident  in  my  own  rseol- 
fectaoQ  af  what  the  lasa.  Geatl 
[Ms.   yUlin:  I  fiMtad 


sardJ]  At  any  rate,  the  hoa.  Geatle- 
man  could  not  quote  both  thete  state* 
ments  £rom  Uamsard, — nor  would  he 
call  into  question  the  accuracy  of  the  re- 
ports whidi  every  one  admitted  to  be  so 
aUy  done  in  that  publicatioo.  It  is,  how- 
ever, for  the  hon.  Gentleman,  and  not  for 
me,  to  reooncile  the  contradiction.  I 
know  well  enough,  in  foct,  that  my  right 
hon.  Friend  gave  no  such  thing  as  a  pro- 
mise of  a  certain  price.  Indeed,  there  can 
be  no  audi  thing  as  an  Act  of  Parliament 
price.  If  ever  a  promise  of  a  certain  price 
was  siven,  it  was  in  1815 ;  but  under  the 
law  uiat  was  then  passed  the  pnoe  foil  to 
42i.  or  43J:.,  and  if  a  promise  had  then  been 
given,  the  former  would  not  have  been 
a^dn  taken  in  by  any  nranise  of  a  definite 
price  by  an  Act  of  Parliament,  or  given  by 
the  nmuth  of  the  minister.  But  it  was  not 
only  in  1815,  the  foraMr  had  had  a  second 
trial  in  1828,  and  if  a  prios  was  then  pre- 
mised to  him,  and  he  was  again  deceived, 
oottld  the  House  believe  that  he  would  be 
imposed  upon  a  third  time,  or  that  a  Mi* 
uisler  woiud  again  attempt  to  promise  him 
a  price.  There  was  no  such  thing  in  the 
measure  of  last  year,  or  in  the  speeches  by 
which  that  measure  was  introduced,  or 
aooompanied  as  the  promise  of  a  price  of 
any  amount  whatever.  What  I  understood 
as  the  only  promise  which  tbe  law  made 
was,  that  when  prices  were  low  protection 
should  be  increased*  but  I  can  samly  assert, 
that  there  was  no  raforeooe  even  to  apledge 
of  securing  any  particular  nrioe.  Singular 
as  it  mi|pit  seem,  if  the  hon.  Genilonan 
would  refer  to  the  debates  in  1815,  he 
wouU  find,  that  the  Com  law  of  that 
day  was  recommended  as  a  means  of  pro- 
curing cheapness  and  lowering  prices. 
This  was  a  singulsr  historical  foct,  and  I 
mentioa  it  ia  anawer  to  tbe  remark  that 
a  prioe  was  then  promised  to  the  former. 
In  the  speech  of  my  noble  Friend,  Lord 
Ripon,  ia  this  House,  and  in  the  speech  of 
Lord  Liferpoel  ia  the  House  of  Lords,  it 
was  put  forth  that  the  true  way  to  have 
cheap  com  was  to  give  protection  to  the 
domestic  produce  df  the  country;  and, 
though  boo.  MeaUiers  opposite  may  think 
such  an  opinion  aatiquated,  and  though 
fior  my  own  pait  I  caaaot  place  much  ro- 
kanoe  upon  audi  a  system,  yet  I  refor 
to  it  as  an  historical  foct  which  clearly 
proves  that,  by  the  Com  bill  of  that 
day,  no  prsaNse  of  a  anivtauiw  price  was 
given  to  the  forwmr.  Hon.  Gentlemen 
sjppooite  muLj  ridicule  such  aplaa  as  aa- 
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tlietii  thftt  it  is  an  argument  Fery  po* 
polar  in  America  at  the  present  tao^ 
meat;  and  the  AmericaBB  are  a  shrewd 
people.  Though  we  may  thinlL  oarseives 
much  wiser  en  some  points,  yet  it  must  he 
admitted  that  the  Americans  are  a  people 
of  great  sagacity,  and  they  urged  that  the 
way  to  fbstinr  the  productions  of  a  country 
was  to  gife  all  the  protection  possible  to 
domestic  iodustry.  In  conclusion,  Sir,  I 
thank  the  House  for  the  great  attention 
with  whidhi  they  have  listened  to  me.  I 
have  endeavoured  to  show,  that  the  motion 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman  is  one  which  it  is 
impossible  to  entertain,  or  to  hold  out  the 
hope  tiiat  we  shall  entertain  it  hereafter. 
Having  replied  to  the  motion  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman,  I  have  endeavoured  to  make 
it  dear^  that  the  law  of  my  right  hon. 
Friend— -upon  which,  no  doubt^  during 
the  course  of  the  debate,  comments  will 
be  freely  made — has  quite  fulfilled  the  ex- 

«  pectations  which,  in  discussing  it>  he  held 
out.  If  such  be  the  case,  it  would,  indeed^ 
be  an  extraordinary  and  unfortunate  pro«- 
oeeding  if,  without  evidence,  without  any 
experience  adequate  to  the  importance  of 
tlie  question,  and  in  the  very  teeth  of  that 
evidence  which  our  limited  experience  does 
aflord  UBj  we  consented  to  alter  the  law  to 
which  last  Session  we  solemnly  consented. 
If  we  agree  to  the  motion  of  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, we  shall  be  guilty  of  a  great  in- 
iustice  to  a  large  portion  of  the  community 

^  m  the  first  place,  and  hereafter  to  the  whole 
community,  as  a  necessary  consequence  of 
our  injustice  to  a  part ;  and  beyond  that 
injustice  we  shall  convict  ourselves  of  the 
grossest  imbecility,  and  in  the  face  of 
the  world  declare  ourselves  unworthy  and 
incompetent  to  conduct  the  affairs  of  a 
great  and  mighty  nation. 

Mr.  Trelawney  said,  that  in  delivering 
a  Sew  remarks  on  the  question  before  the 
House — a  question  of  the  greatest  magni- 
tude, and  more  deeply  interesting  than 
any  other  (at  the  present  time)  to  every 
class  in  the  community — it  was  his  desire 
to  evince  as  little  as  possible  of  the  spirit 
of  a  partisan ;  for  he  thought  that  every 
one  who  desired  the  establishment  of  some 
private  right,  and  still  more  the  success  of 
a  measure  on  which  he  considered  the 
ultimate  good  of  the  state  depended, 
ought  especially  to  beware  lest  the  in- 
terests of  his  cause  were  compromised  by 
any  indiKretion  in  the  conduct  of  its  ad- 
Toeate,  He  should  first  observe,  that 
whilst  In  was  a  decide  advocate  for  a 


repeal  of  the  Corn-laws,  he  was  not  one 
of  those  who  believed  that  such  a  measure 
would  be  a  complete  panacea  for  all  the 
distress  which  was  admitted  to  exist  so 
generally  in  this  country  at  the  pceseat 
time.  Even  with  an  unrestricted  trade, 
we  should  still  have  to  cope  with  all  the 
evils  resulting  from  the  compression  of 
population  within  narrow  districts.  Squal- 
iidity,  pauperism,  ignorance,  and  vice 
would  still  abound,  unless  more  measures 
besides  Corn-law  repeal  wei%  devised  by 
Government  to  amend  the  condition  of 
the  people.  Of  such  measures  he  might 
mention  a  large  measure  of  unsectariaa 
education,  a  reduction  of  the  expenses  of 
Government,  and  a  sweeping  reform  of 
that  House,  but  it  was  not  a  part  of  his 
province  to  notice  these  more  particularly 
at  the  present  moment.  He  left  them  for 
the  present  for  the  consideration  of  the 
Government.  Again  he  would  assure  the 
House  that  he  was  very  far  from  holding 
out  the  language  of  intimidation ;  as  such 
he  should  be  very  slow  to  utter  predictiona 
with  a  sinister  view  to  their  actual  ac- 
complishment, though  he  confessed  be 
should  not  be  deterred,  by  fear  of  this 
imputation,  from  deliberately  pointing  out 
the  consequences  which  he  believed  most 
ensue  if  this  law  were  pertinaciously  main- 
tained. He  did  not  believe  that  the 
existence  of  the  Corn-law  for  another  five 
years  would  occasion  rebellion.  That  it 
would  occasion  great  distress,  he  had  no 
doubt,  but  not  such  a  distress  as  would  be 
found  too  great  a  trial  for  the  philosophy 
of  the  wealth -creating  classes  of  this  coun- 
try. Whether  or  not  that  philosopliy, 
and  the  endurance,  and  self-denial,  it  had 
inculcated,  did  not  entitle  the  poor  to  more 
consideration  on  the  part  of  Parliament, 
than  thev  now  obtained,  might  still  be 
matter  oi  serious  meditation,  and  for  this 
purpose  he  left  it  to  her  Majesty's  Minis- 
ters. Farther  it  was  not  his  purpose  to 
impute  sinister  motives  to  the  landed  in- 
terest. He  did  not  accuse  them  of  an  in- 
di^x>sition  to  arrive  at  sound  concJusioiis 
on  this  subject,  but  he  rather  lamented 
that»  although  possessed  of  good  inten- 
tions, the  bias  of  their  habits^  and  the 
defects  of  their  early  educatiout  had  de- 
prived them  of  the  power  of  discerning 
their  own  true  interests,  and  those  of  the 
country  at  large.  He  woukl,  however, 
venture  to  suggest  that  if  they  meant  to 
give  way,  the  merit  of  concession  would 
be  in  propoction  to  its  piomptness.  Whan 
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daily  content  wore  made  (o  the  doctrinee 
of  free  trade  each  new  conversion  was  a 
rebuke  to  the  tardinets  of  the  unconvioced, 
besides  the  incalculable  injury  done  to  the 
resources  of  the  country  by  a  delay  in  the 
settlement  of  this  question.  So  sensible 
were  the  farmers  of  this  that  many  of  them 
would  readily  accept  an  8^.  fixed  duty  as 
a  compromise,  were  they  certain  that  such 
a  settlement  could  be  placed  on  a  per- 
manent basis.  In  treating  the  subject 
before  the  House  he  should  feel  some 
apology  due  for  reiterating  the  same  argu- 
mentSy  exposing  the  same  fallacies,  and 
endeavouring  to  establish  the  same  con- 
clusions ;  but  that  he  also  could  not  help 
feeling  that,  so  long  as  a  particular  abuse 
exists,  its  supporters— not  its  opponents — 
were  responsible  for  the  weariness  created 
by  the  task  of  exposing  it.  After  all,  the 
question  had  made  considerable  progress. 
Time  was  when  much  stress  was  laid  on 
the  duties  of  legislators  so  to  economise 
native  produce  as  to  prevent  all  chance  of 
dependence  on  foreign  countries  for  supply. 
They  heard  little  more  of  this  now.  We 
most  complacently  import  some  three 
millions  of  quarters  a  year.  Again,  it 
was  said  low  prices  insured  low  wages. 
This  fallacy  was  now  rarely  resorted  lo. 
When  bread  was  dear  and  must  be 
earned,  it  was  probable  that  more  per- 
sons would  work,  and  for  longer  times, 
and  generally  more  labour  would  be 
done  out  of  what  there  was  to  do  than 
when  it  was  cheap,  and  could  be  easily 
obtained.  But  when  more  labourers 
worked,  and  more  work  was  done,  the 
price  of  labour  fell ;  first,  because  what 
there  was  to  do  was  sooner  done ;  and, 
secondly,  because  the  hsnds  to  do  it  were 
more  numerous  and  work  harder.  Besides, 
what  the  labourers  wanted  was,  not  so 
much  cheap  bread  as  more  employment ; 
and  this  was  the  main  advantage  to  be 
expected  from  a  repeal  of  the  Corn-law. 
It  was  said,  **  How  can  the  landed  in- 
terest bear  their  alleged  peculiar  burthens, 
without  a  law  enhancing  prices  V  First, 
are  there  such  burthens?  secondly,  if 
there  be,  would  not  the  continuance  of 
tbe  Corn-law,  by  undermining  the  re. 
sources  of  tbe  country,  tend  to  impair 
their  l>est  market?  namely,  their  own 
country  and  the  demand  of  its  native  po- 
pulation. It  was  said,  the  existence  of 
the  Com«law  was  essential  to  the  employ- 
meot  of  the  working  classes.  This  he 
denied.    Tbe  effect  of  a  repeal  cectainlj 


might  be  to  lower  rents  at  flrsti  but|  unless 
it  actually  extinguished  rent,  no  land 
would  go  out  of  cultivation,  and,  there- 
fore,  no  fewer  agricultural  labourers  would 
be  employed.  And,  even,  if  some  land 
were  thrown  out  of  culttvation,  it  must  be 
considered  that  there  would  be  increased 
calls  for  men  in  the  manufacturing  dis- 
tricts—gradually consuming  that  labour 
which  might  remain  unengaged  in  agri* 
cultural  districts.  In  considering  this  ques- 
tion, he  assumed  that  the  declared  intent 
of  the  Corn-law,  was  not  to  enrich  a 
class — but  to  employ  and  feed  the  multi- 
tude. Being  indisposed  to  accuse  land* 
lords  of  maintaining  the  corn-law  for  the 
sole  object  of  keeping  up  rents,  he  must 
conclude  that  their  object  was  the  higher 
one  of  securing  food  and  occupation  to  the 
masses :  an  object  which  the  law  was  de« 
monstrably  incapable  of  attaining.  If  the 
corn-law  remained,  the  wealth  and  num- 
bers of  this  country  must  rapidly  decline* 
Hence  rent  would  ultimately  fall.  The 
home  market  for  com  would  become  less 
and  less  remunerative.  The  interest  of 
the  debt  (and  our  revenue  depended 
largely  on  duties  on  consumption)  would 
be  no  longer  attainable ;  a  run  for  capital 
will  ensue ;  and  the  complete  ruin  of  the 
state  must  of  necessity  follow  in  its  train. 
This  was  a  question  which  demanded 
large,  liberal,  and  far-sighted  views.  It 
was  one  of  those  questions  in  which  tbe 
apparent  preponderance  of  our  immediate 
interests  blinded  us  with  respect  to  the 
real  preponderance  of  our  ultimate  inter- 
ests. If  he  were  asked  what  class  receive 
most  detriment  from  the  Corn-laws,  he 
should  say  those  who  had  been  moat  mis- 
led on  the  subject— the  farmers.  They 
were  interested,  not  in  maintaining,  bet 
in  repealing  a  law  which  defied  calcula- 
tion, and  deprived  them  of  all  certainty 
or  approach  to  it,  as  to  the  rent  they  could 
aflford  to  give.  It  was  this  uncertamty 
which  occasioned  the  dependence  of  their 
situation !  They  offered  larger  rente  than 
they  could  afford  to  pay,  feeling  their  way 
in  the  dark;  and  when  they  could  not 
pay  it,  they  were  at  the  mercy  of  their 
landlords.  Tbe  fluctuations  in  other  coun- 
tries were  probalrfy  owing  in  part  to  the 
operation  of  our  varying  scale«  If  it  was 
expected  in  a  particular  country  and  at  a 
particular  time,  that  we  sboold  afford  a 
market  for  a  certain  amooat  of  com,  and 
then  it  proved  that  we  did  not,  the  onet- 
pcded  redondaftce  tii  the  diaappoimed 
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country  necessarily  depressed  the  price. 
On  the  whole,  the  Corn-law  tended  to 
impair  the  wealth  of  the  country,  to  drive 
capital  into  foreign  speculations,  and 
limit  its  productiveness  at  home.  In  so 
far  as  it  so  operated,  it  was  calculated  to 
injure  all  who  possessed  immoveable  pro- 
perty. When  moveable  property  leaves 
the  country  and  certain  fixed  charges 
upon  all  property  remain,  the  fixed  pro- 
perty must  bear  them.  But  our  fixed 
property  would  not  bear  the  debt — and  of 
our  fixed  property  land  was  the  most  con- 
siderable. As  wealth  and  population  de- 
clined, rent  would  gradually  collapse,  and 
it  was  difficult  to  see  how,  in  that  case, 
national  bankruptcy  was  to  be  averted. 
The  distress  of  the  people — the  failures  in 
the  Excise  aud  Customs — the  unhealthy 
rise  in  the  funds — all  these  amply  proved 
our  present  declining  state.  The  Corn- 
law  said  to  the  labourer — "  For  a  certain 
definite  quantum  of  that  which  is  a  prime 
article  of  human  *  subsistence  you  shall 
give  an  amount  of  labour  over  and  above 
that  which  you  would  have  to  give  for  the 
tame  quantum  of  the  same  article  were 
yoo  a  resident  of  a  country  situate  some 
twenty  miles  from  your  own,  to  a  particu- 
lar class  at  home  who  have  such  a  pre- 
ponderance in  the  councils  of  government 
as  to  enable  them  to  make  their  will  law*' 
-—that  will  being  blindly  determined  to 
involve  in  the  ruin  of  the  preponderant 
class  the  ruin  of  every  other  class  in  the 
community.  By  degrees  the  labourer 
begins  to  understand  this  state  of  the 
case.  How  did  he  reason  upon  it  ?  He 
•aid,  "  Is  it  better  for  roe  to  endure  this, 
or  bear  away  my  skill  and  strength — my 
only  capital — to  the  nearest  country  in 
which  equal  laws  exist  Y*  He  went.  But 
how  did  this  affect  the  capitalist?  The 
capitalist  said  to  himself,  'M  live  in  a 
country  in  which,  besides  the  dearness  of 
provisions,  I  cannot  employ  my  capital 
advantageously,  because  foreign  com- 
merce is  becoming  daily  more  and  more 
restricted.  Every  day  that  the  Corn-law 
is  unrepealed,  the  independence  of  this 
country  on  the  part  of  foreigners  increases.'' 
And  what  course  did  he  take  ?  He  left  his 
country,  like  the  labourer.  But  how  did 
all  this  affect  land  ?  First,  the  owner  of 
land  cannot  so  easily  realize  its  value  and 
fly  to  distant  countries.  Therefore  on  his 
devoted  head  must  fall  all  the  burthens  of 
the  ooonlry  and  all  the  ruinous  conse- 
qaencei  of  this  law.    And  now  a  few  re- 


marks upon  the  logical  position  of  her 
Majesty^s  Ministers  in  reference  to  this 
question.  Their  language  on  the  subject 
of  free-trade  was  as  broad  and  decided  as 
it  is  possible  to  the  mind  of  man  to  con- 
ceive. They  seemed  to  think  the  empha* 
sis  with  which  they  announce  these  prmci- 
ples  a  compensation  for  the  niggardliness 
with  which  they  applied  them.  '^The 
language  of  free- trade,"  they  said, ''  is  the 
language  of  common  sense,  but  the  whole 
circumstances  of  the  country  prevent  their 
application  at  the  present  moment.^  But 
were  they  not  bound  to  enumerate  seriatim 
what  these  special  circumstances  were? 
Ought  they  not  to  point  out  what  it  was 
which  rendered  that  course  impolitic  in 
our  case  which,  as  a  general  rule,  conduc- 
ed to  Ithe  grandeur  and  wealth  of  nations, 
and  the  knitting  together  of  the  various 
interests  of  human  kind  ?  Their  grounds 
for  refusing  free-trade  were  all  general. 
So  long  as  they  are  thus  vague  and  unde- 
tailed, it  was  obvious  they  could  not  be 
met.  They  evaded  the  issue.  What  was 
this  but  to  beg  the  whole  question  of  the 
consequences  to  the  country  of  a  repeal 
of  the  Corn-laws?  Why  did  not  Govern- 
ment specify  their  grounds  of  a  refusal  to 
defer  to  the  wishes  of  the  people  ?  But 
this  course  Government  and  its  supporters 
declined  to  take)  and  he  must  confess 
their  indispositi6n  to  simplify  the  issue, 
did  strike  him  as  rather  suspicious,  and 
could  not  but  induce  the  opinion  that  it 
was  not  that  they  were  unconvinced  of  the 
ruinous  effects  of  this  bill,  but  that  they 
are  more  convinced  of  the  power  of  the 
landed  interest,  whom  they  dared  not  of- 
fend. These  are  all  the  remarks  he  thought 
it  necessary  to  offer  on  the  present  occa- 
sion; but,  in  conclusion,  he  could  not 
help  expressing  an  anxious  hope  that  her 
Majesty's  Ministers  would  take  courage 
and  break  the  ties  by  which  they  were 
bound  to  the  landed  interest,  and  adopt 
such  measures  as  would  entitle  then  to 
the  warm  and  cordial  support  of  the  Li- 
beral side  of  the  House.  There  is  quite 
enough  for  them  to  do  to  furnish  mate- 
rials for  a  lasting  reputation,  such  as  was 
only  attainable  by  the  real  benefactors  of 
the  country  which  gave  them  birth. 

Mr.  Christopher  would  briefly  state 
the  reasons  which  induced  him  to  op- 
pose this  motion.  He  did  not  complain 
of  a  great  part  of  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman,  the  Member  for  Wolverhamp- 
ton,  or  of  the  tone  and  temper  with  which 
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he  addreiied  the  House ;  he  only  hoped 
that  the  moderation  of  the  hoo.  Gentle- 
man in  this  respect  would  be  emulated  by 
the  Anti-Corn-law  League  out  of  doors, 
and  that  in  their  appeals  at  Drury-lane, 
or  elsewhere,  they  would  address  them- 
selves more  to  the  reason  and  understand- 
ing, and  less  to  the  prejudices  and  pas- 
sions of  the  people.  The  hon«  Member 
for  Wolverhampton  had  taken  a  fair  and 
consistent  course;  still  it  was  the  first 
time  he  bad  asked  the  House  to  vote 
directly  for  a  total  repeal  of  the  Corn- 
laws,  and  fairly  called  upon  the  House  to 
affirm  that  principle:  it  was  now  for  the 
House  of  Commons  to  say— it  was  for  the 
.same  House  of  Commons  that  last  Ses- 
sion, whilst  it  had  revised  the  operation  of 
the  Corn-laws,  enacting  a  considerably 
diminished  amount  of  protection  to  agri- 
culture, but,  at  the  same  lime,  affirming 
the  principle  of  protection-* it  was  for  that 
House  of  Commons  now  to  say,  whether 
they  would  turn  round  upon  the  proposi- 
tion they  last  year  affirmed,  aud  support  the 
motion  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  opposite. 
It  was  a  motion  which  must  meet  with  the 
opposition,  as  well  of  her  Maiesty's  Go- 
.  vernment,  as  of  the  noble  Lord,  the  leader 
of  the  opposition  in  that  House,  who  was 
in  favour  of  a  fixed  duty.  But,  to  take 
the  motion  on  its  merits :  were  provisions 
so  high  in  this  country,  or  were  the  restric- 
tions on  the  importation  of  foreign  oom 
so  great  as  to  induce  the  House  to  come 
to  the  decision  which  was  now  asked  for 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Wolverhampton  ? 
Since  the  Corn-law  of  last  year  had  passed, 
there  had  been  imported  2,620,000  quar- 
ters of  foreifl^n  wheat,  524,000  cwt.  of 
flour,  and  38,890  quarters  of  foreign 
wheat,  making  together  2,654,000  quar- 
ters of  wheat,  besides  flour ;  and  there 
had  also  been  imported  1,85 J, 000 quarters 
of  barley— a  greater  importation  than  had 
ever  before  taken  place.  The  eflect  of 
that  on  the  prospects  of  the  farmer 
and  on  price  was,  that  the  latter  were 
extremely  low  and  the  former  filled  with 
despair.  In  the  quarter  ending  April, 
1843,  the  average  price  of  wheat  all  over 
England  was  47f.  a  quarter,  and  in  many 
of  the  agricultural  districts  at  that  mo- 
ment very  good  wheat  was  to  be  had  at 
405.  the  quarter.  The  farmer,  therefore, 
was  not  well  off.  As  to  the  wages  of  the 
labourer,  a  few  facts  were  worth  a  thou- 
sand observations.  If  they  compared  the 
state  of  the  agricultural  labourers  this  year 


with  last,  they  voukl  find  it  m«cb  dete- 
riorated. He  spoke  from  an  accurate 
knowledge  of  the  facts.  In  the  county 
which  he  represented,  the  wages  of  la» 
bourers,  whicn  were  from  13s.  6d.  to  15s« 
a  week,  had  been  reduced  to  9i.  or  10<«  6tf« 
a  week,  and  persons  visiting  that  county, 
instead  of  finding  young  and  old,  able- 
bodied  and  infirm,  in  full  emplovj  would 
discover  the  workhouses  crowded  with 
able-bodied  paupers.  The  board  of 
guardians,  which  he  was  in  the  habit  of 
attending,  had  made  a  return  to  the  Poor- 
law  commissioners  two  years  ago,  abowing 
that  for  a  period  of  nearly  six  months 
there  was  not  one  married  couple  in  the 
workhouse,  whilst  in  the  course  of  the  last 
winter  the  workhouse  was  so  filled  with 
able-bodied  paupera,  that  the  board  of 
guardians  were  obliged  to  hire  additional 
accommodation.  The  object  of  those  who 
sought  the  repeal  of  the  Corn-laws  was  to 
cheapen  the  cost  of  productbn  here,  so  as 
to  enable  the  manufacturers  of  this  country 
to  compete  with  the  manufacturers  of 
other  countries  in  their  own  markets,  iNit 
the  events  of  the  past  year  must  have 
sufficiently  proved  to  hon.  Gentlemen 
that  they  were  mistaken  in  their  supposi- 
tion, for  unless  we  obtained  from  foreign 
powers  a  perfect  system  of  veciprocity,  it 
would  be  perfectly  impossible  for  the  hon. 
Member  lor  Wolverhampton  or  any  other 
Gentleman  opposite,  with  all  their  ingop 
nttity»  to  prove  that  the  condition  of  the 
manufacturing  artizan  would  be  materially 
improved  bj  the  alteratbo  of  the  Com- 
laws.  An  illustration  waa  often  drawn 
from  the  counties  of  England,  and  it  was 
said,  *'  What  a  g^eat  fallacy  it  would  be 
for  one  county  in  England  to  impose  a 
duty  on  the  goods  coming  from  another 
county."  He  was  ready  to  join  issue 
upon  that  point.  Suppose  that  between 
Lincolnshire  and  the  west  riding  of  York- 
shire there  was  a  perfectly  free  trade,  and 
that  Lincolnshire  freely  supplied  York- 
shire with  com,  whilst  Yorkshire  u  freely 
sent  her  woollen  goods  to  Lincolnshire, 
here  was  a  perfect  system  of  reciprocity 
and  of  free  trade ;  but  suppose  that  while 
Lincolnshire  supplied  Yorkshire  with  the 
surplus  of  her  agricultural  produce  dut^ 
free,  she  was  to  lay  a  protecting  dutv  upon 
the  woollen  goods  coming  from  Yorkshire, 
would  not  such  a  duty  be  injurious  to 
Yorkshire  7  This  was  an  analogous  case  to 
the  case  of  other  countries,  which  laid  a 
duty  on  the  impovt  of  o«r  goods.    If  we 
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repealed  the  Corn-lmws,  therefore,  we 
ahauld  not  only  render  ihis  country  de- 
pendent upon  foreign  nations  for  food, 
but  we  thould  also  be  precluded  from 
calling  upon  foreiga  cooDtriea  to  give 
greater  facilities,  and  to  open  their  markets 
more  freely  to  our  goods.  lodeed,  he  did 
not  entirely  despair  of  aeeing  the  litne 
when  the  leading  statesmen  in  that  House 
and  the  country  would  6nd  il  necessary  to 
revise  our  comoiercial  tariff,  and  trust  more 
to  OUT  nalive  industry  than  to  foreign 
markets  for  the  eonsumptioa  of  our  roa- 
nufacturea.  Mr,  Huskisson  had  been  re- 
ferred to  ai  an  authority  for  free  trade, 
but  he  only  advocated  its  adoption  in  order 
to  induce  other  nations  to  follow  our 
ezacaple.  In  his  memorable  speech  on 
iotroducing  the  Reciprocity  Bill,  he  de- 
clared that  he  was  led  to  do  so  from  the 
atanrBncei  of  foreign  countries  that  they 
would  follow  our  example. 

"  All  that  the  Crown  could  do  in  such  a 
case,  would  be  to  canlioue  a  reatriclion  where 
another  power  daclined  to  act  upon  a  system 
of  reciprociiy,  or  to  impose  a  duty  upon  ves- 
sels belODgins  to  another  power,  in  retaliation 
for  a  similar  duty  imposed  by  that  power.  He 
knew  that  il  was  intended  by  the  king  of 
Prossia  to  abate  bis  retaliation  when  England 
relaiad  her  regnlations.  Indeed,  ha  had  the 
best  aothortty,  that  of  the  Prussian  minister  in 


the  principle  of  his  Prussian  msjesly  to  b«, 
■B  admission,  *  thai  reciprocal  commercial  re- 
stfictinns  were  reciprocal  nnisances,  prejudi- 
cial to  all  nations  baring  reciprocal  interests, 
■nd  particularly  to  those  engaged  in  extensive 
coDtmerce ;  and  that  the  policy  of  Prnssia  was, 
to  sohstitute,  in  the  place  of  reciprocal  prohi- 
bitions, reciprocal  facilities."* 

He  would  not  ask  the  House  whether 
thoae  expectations  had  been  realized?  They 
had  noL  Mr.  Huakisson  himself  had  his 
misgivings,  and  in  1838,  only  five  years 
afierwardi,  be  found  that  the  United 
Slates  of  America  so  far  from  following 
that  example,  had  sidopted  a  very  dif- 
ferent policy.  Towards  the  end  of 
bis  speech  on  moving  for  a  copy  of  the 
American  tariff  Mr.  Huskisson  used  this 
remarkable  expresaitm  :— 

"  With  respect  to  the  present  tariff,  he  would 
■ay  to  Ministers, 'do  not  be  hasty  to  deter- 
nfioe :  look  at  the  various  bearings  of  the 
question,  with  a  view  to  your  intereils,  your 
cbaractar,  and  your  trade.'  But  if,  after  such 
delibeialioa,  they  were  forced    to  adopt   a 


*  Hansard,  vol.  ix.  new  series,  p.  7' 


course  of  relaliatioo,  all  he  would  enjoin 
them,  was,  that  when  once  they  had  adopted 
the  course,  they  should  adhere  to  it  with  firm- 
ness. He  would  say,  proceed  with  circun»- 
spection,  but  remember,  there  are  limits  to 
forbearance  itselfj  because,  as  new  interests 
grow  up,  the  difficulties  increased  in  the  way 
of  altering  the  system :  so  that  ibey  were 
bound  in  common  policy  to  take  care  that  the 
time  should  not  be  too  long  contracted,  nor 
the  d:fficu]ties  allowed  to  grow  too  great, 
before  they  proceeded  to  legislate  in  the  spirit 
which  mi^t  be  rendered  neceasaiy." 

In  1841  Russia  had  imposed  increased 
ptohibitve  duties ;  and  the  German  League 
in  ipite  of  what  had  been  said  by  the 
Kin^  of  Prussia  in  1823,  had  imposed 
prohibitive  duties,  amounting  to  50  per 
cent.,  on  many  of  our  articles  of  raanu- 
facture.  How,  then,  under  these  circum- 
stancei,  were  we  to  expect  anything  like 
reciprociiy  of  free-trade,  and  at  once  to 
repeal  the  Corn-laws,  and  trust  to  foreign 
nations  taking  our  manufactured  goods 
in  exchange  for  their  corn  ?  Unless  we 
could  obtain  a  free  admission  for  our 
goods  uDto  thero,  snch  a  course  would  be 
madness.  It  was  said  the  Corn. laws  were 
upheld  for  the  purpose  of  giving  high 
rents  to  the  landlords;  hut  the  fact  was, 
that  it  was  not  from  grain  that  landlords 
or  farmers  detived  profit  at  all,  but  from 
the  stock  of  cattle  they  were  obliged  lo 
beep  to  manure  the  soil,  that  grew  the 
corn,  and  if  this  soil  was  once  thrown  out 
of  cultivation,  then,  indeed,  we  would  be 
at  the  mercy  of  foreign  nations.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Wolverhampton  had  said  that 
there  was  a  growing  disposition,  through- 
out the  country,  amongst  the  farmers 
themselves,  to  adopt  the  opinion  that  the 
Corn-laws  ought  to  be  repealed ;  bnt  he 
denied  that  such  was  really  the  case.  He 
could  name  a  gentleman  of  great  talent, 
to  whom  he  was  once  opposed  at  an  elec- 
tion, on  the  very  grotind  of  the  Corn- 
laws,'  that  gentleman  being  then  s  strong 
advocate  for  repeal— he  meant  Colonel 
Torrent — ^but  what  was  now  the  opinion 
of  Colonel  Torrens,  as  expressed  in  some 
letters  which  he  had  recently  published, 
addressed  to  the  right  hon.  Baronet  at  the 
head  of  the  Government,  That  gentle- 
man was  now  convinced,  and  stated  in 
those  pamphlets,  that  the  effect  of  such  a 
measure  would  be  ruinous  to  the  agricul- 
tural interest  of  the  country,  and  be  pro- 
ductive of  no  good  effect  to  the  manufac- 
turers ;  that  it  would  limit  labour  and 
reduce  the  rale  of  wages;  and,  further. 
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that  tiM  inceMJtiei  of  the  country  did  oot 
rcqsire  lo  ezteMite  aa  tlteratioo  in  the 
Com^lawt,  bocaoie  in  jeart  of  afenige 
pfodoce  dMH  prodace  of  the  United  King- 
dam  waa  soraeient  for  home  conaamption. 
In  fact  it  woold  be  moat  nowite,  it  wonld 
ba  madnia  to  come  to  soch  a  decision  aa 
tbat  recommended  by  tlie  hon.  Member 
lor  Wolferbampcon.  If  any  adfaotage 
coold  poaaibly  result  from  it,  it  coold  be 
only  a  temporary  stimnloa  to  oor  foreign 
commerce,  while  it  woo  Id  almost  annihi- 
late our  home  trade.  Whether  this  ques- 
tion were  regarded  in  a  political  or  com- 
mercial light,  he  WM  convinced  that  it 
would  be  most  impolitic  and  oosafe  to 
consent  to  any  further  alterations  in  the 
eziatiag  laws.  He  did  not  wish  to  tres- 
pass upon  the  indolgence  of  the  House ; 
in  truth,  he  felt  that  it  waa  a  very  difficoU 
thing  to  find  any  new  argument  to  advance 
upon  a  sufc^t  which  had  been  already  so 
frequently  and  so  fully  discussed.  Con- 
sidering, therefore,  that  the  Corn-laws 
had  undergone  a  complete  revision  so 
lauly  aa  liuit  year,  that  the  amount  of 
protection  to  agriculture  had  been  much 
diminislied,  that  upon  many  articles  of 
fbreign  produce  there  waa  little  or  no  pro- 
hibitory duty,  and  that  the  practical  effect 
of  the  changes  made  in  the  tariff  and  the 
Corn'lawa  last  year  had  been  to  cause  a 
larger  importation  of  foreign  corn  and 
provisions  than  had  been  known  in  any 
corresponding  length  of  time,  and  regard- 
ing the  present  low  rate  of  prices,  he  was 
compelled  to  come  to  the  conclusion  that 
no  further  alterations  ought  now  to  be 
made ;  and  he  must,  therefore,  resist  the 
motion  of  the  hon.  Member  as  far  as  lay 
in  his  power. 

Mr.  Roebm€k :  at  that  late  hour  of  the 
night  did  not  mean  to  address  the  House 
at  any  length ;  and  what  he  had  to  say, 
he  feared  would  be  agreeable  neither  to 
one  side  nor  the  other.  Though  he  meant 
to  vote  with  that  party  which  declared  for 
free-trade,  still  what  be  had  to  address  to 
them  would  please  neither  party;  and 
he  waa  sorry  to  see  that  any  party  matter 
should  be  introduced  into  such  a  topic ; 
for  he  could  not  divest  himself  of  the 
feeling,  that  where  there  was  much  of 
party  there  waa  also  much  of  error. 
The  boo.  Gentleman  who  bad  just  sat 
down,  had  unintentionally  let  oot  the 
views  of  his  party  on  this  subject ;  and  in 
so  saying  he  did  not  attribute  to  him  the 
views  he  meant  to  ascribe  to  him*  in  any 


spirit  of  hostility;  but  it  waa  to  him  tUnt^ 
that  the  opiniona  which  the  boo.  Member 
had  expressed  were  inffueueed  strongly  by 
a  feeling  of  that  which  he  conaidered  hm 
own  pecuniary  interest.  When  he  said 
this,  it  was  not  to  be  understood  that  ht 
aflirmed  that  thoae  who  attacked  the 
Com-lawa  were  divested  of  the  tiaw  fSeel* 
ing.  If  they  were  in  the  same  poaition  in 
which  the  country  was  placed  in  1815, 
then  what  they  ought  to  do  waa,  to  sup- 
pose themselves  in  the  situation  in  which 
men  were  when  the  Corn-law  was  pro- 
posed— to  see  what  waa  the  principle  on 
which  it  had  been  introduced  and  carried 
in  both  Houaes.  The  landed  inleiests  at 
that  time  found  themselves  exposed  to  a 
series  of  influences  to  whidi  they  had  not 
before  been  subjected.  Looking  forward, 
then,  to  their  interests,  they  sought  to 
maintain  high  rents,  and  they  endeavoured 
to  do  thb  through  the  medium  of  high 
prices.  The  high  prices  they  concetwl 
could  only  be  obtained  by  the  exeluaion 
of  foreign  com.  They,  then,  in  pursuit  of 
their  interests,  and  having  the  power, 
blished  a  monopoly  in  com.  That,  then,  ^ 
the  interest  of  the  land  at  that  tiase.  If  they 
who  were  now  discussing  this  subject 
could  place  themselves  again  back  at  that 
time,  the  argument  of  those  opposed  to 
monopoly — tibe  argument  of  thoae  hi  b- 
vour  of  free-trade  would  be,  that  the  coun- 
try was  then  free — that  no  vested  intereata 
had  been  formed — that  there  had  been 
no  application  of  capital  in  the  further- 
ance oif  that  monopoly,  and  therefore  that 
the  onus  lay  on  their  opponents  to  show 
what  was  the  benefit  to  be  derived  to  the 
community  in  favour  of  that  change  they 
were  about  to  make.  Now,  what  was  the 
argument  of  the  right  boo.  the  Viea-Pra- 
sident  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  and  it  waa 
the  only  argument  put  forward  in  dafanca 
of  monopoly  ?  The  argument  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  this,  that  if  they  in- 
troduced foreign  com,  if  they  brought  it, 
as  he  said,  in  large  quantities  from  Ame- 
rica, they  would  lower  the  price  of  coni 
here,  they  would  throw  lands  out  of  cul- 
tivation, and  the  effect  would  be  to  dl- 
miniih  the  employment  for  labour.  In 
1815,  such  an  argument  aa  that  would 
not  have  been  used.  The  only  argument 
then  was,  that  it  was  to  maintain  high 
rents  through  the  medium  of  high  pricas, 
or,  to  use  the  expression  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Kent,  to  maintain  the  landed 
aristocracy  in  their  social  poaition.    TThey 
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had  yielded  to  the  unwise  suggestion, 
and  now  they  passed  from  1815  to  1843, 
and  now  it  was  stated  that  they  ought 
not  to  alter  the  existing  system,  because 
interests  had  been  created  under  it.  It 
was  said  land  would  be  thrown  out  of 
use,  and  persons  out  of  employment,  if 
they  lowered  rents — that  poor  soils  would 
pay  no  rent ;  but  it  was  not  high  prices 
they  ought  to  look  to,  but  profits ;  and 
they  might  have  profit  from  a  poor  soil. 
Let  them  suppose  they  had  a  free-trade 
in  corn — that  would  give  a  great  demand 
for  more  manufactures.  The  corn  would 
not  be  paid  for,  but  by  manufactures-^if 
not  directly,  at  least  indirectly.  It  was  a 
fallacy  to  say  they  must  find  gold  for  it, 
or  that  the  gold  would  be  sent  out  of  the 
country.  It  would  only  be  paid  for  by 
their  labour.  It  was  their  manufactures 
that  created  the  demand  for  labour,  that 
labour,  must  be  maintained,  and  a  great 
increase  in  the  demand  for  labour  would 
supply  the  pecuniary  loss  to  be  expected 
from  the  importation  of  corn.  The  land 
in  England  had  increased  in  value  in  pro- 
portion as  their  manufactures  increased, 
and  the  decrease  in  their  manufactures 
must  be  followed  by  a  decrease  In  the 
value  of  land.  He  was  not  now  throwing 
out  this  statement,  as  if  he  believed  that  a 
repeal  of  the  Com*law  would  be  a  pana- 
cea for  all  the  evils  under  which  the  coun- 
try was  suffering.  He  did  not  believe, 
that  a  tithe  of  the  evils  existing  arose 
from  the  Corn-law,  but  he  did  maintain 
that  upon  them  rested  a  very  serious  re- 
sponsibility ;  that  at  a  time  when  distress 
held  her  cankering  finger  over  all,  when 
the  life  blood  of  the  community  was  eb- 
bing out,  there  was  a  deep  responsibility 
upon  them,  who  in  the  face  of  all  this 
refosed  to  make  some  experiment,  who 
refused  to  make  some  sacrifice,  in  the 
attempt  to  ameliorate  this  misery.  His 
bon.  Friend  did  not  say,  that  monopoly 
caused  all  the  misery,  but  that  a  relax- 
tion  of  it  would  be  some  relief.  Did  they 
allow  it  would  be  a  relief  ?  Could  they 
deny  that  it  would  afford  a  chance  of  re- 
lief, and  on  that  chance  he  asked  them 
whether  they  would  refuse  an  inquiry,  as 
to  whether  they  ought  to  take  off  the 
inonopoly?  The  great  cry  on  the  part 
of  the  landed  interest  now  was,  that  the 
Members  of  the  Government  promised 
protection,  and  disregarded  their  promise. 
What  did  tUs  teach  the  labouring  man  ? 
To  consider  their  professions  of  care  for 
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J  his  welfare  as  frail  and  worthless  as  the 
protestations  of  the  Ministers  and  many 
of  their  supporters  were  now  looked  upon 
by  the  agricultural  body.  The  right  hon. 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  mar- 
shalled a  formidable  array  of  figures,  and 
gave  way  to  an  official  proneness  to 
handle  details ;  but  the  sole  argument  of 
his  speech  amounted  to  this,  *<  if  you 
repeal  this  law,  we  shall  be  ruined  by  the 
quantity  of  corn  received  from  America.'' 
He  was  extremely  sceptical  as  to  this 
im]iortation  from  America.  But  if  a 
1,000,000  of  quarters  (we  have  heard  of 
a  1,000,000  before)  was,  according  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  statement,  to  come 
down  the  Mississippi,  was  there  no  appre- 
hension of  receiving  any  by  the  way  of 
the  St.  Lawrence?  As  to  the  expecta- 
tion  of  a  4s.  duty,  it  could  never  be  col- 
lected, and  we  should  be  overwhelmed  by 
one  route  as  well  as  the  other  with  corn 
which  cost  only  22s.  a  quarter.  He  should 
not  then  discuss  the  Canada  Corn  Bill. 
He  should  be  prepared  to  prove  that 
nothing  so  immoral  was  ever  proposed  by 
a  government ;  it  being,  in  fact,  a  govern- 
ment scheme  for  the  encouragement  of 
smuggling.  But  said  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, *<  you  cannot  rudely  touch  this 
system — the  case  of  the  landlord  is  like 
the  case  of  the  sinecurist/'  He  was  per- 
fectly amazed  to  hear  so  cautious  a  per- 
son make  such  an  admission.  What  I  did 
the  landlord,  then,  profit  by  a  monopoly 
in  corn,  and  give  nothing  in  return  to  the 
country?  They  certainly  did  not  treat 
the  sinecurist  as  they  were  about  to  treat 
the  landlord.  To  the  former  they  gave 
compensation  when  they  deprived  him  of 
his  office.  Would  the  ri^t  hon.  Gentle- 
man at  once  state,  what  he  considered  a 
fair  compensation  to  the  landholder  for 
the  monopoly  which  he  enjoyed  ?  If  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  do  this,  he 
was  sure  it  would  be  a  most  economical 
arrangement  for  the  country  to  pay  down 
at  once  the  sum  fixed  upon.  But  those 
gentlemen  who  supported  this  view  de- 
clared, *'  we  are  not  sinecurists,  but  bene- 
factors to  our  country  as  employers  of  its 
labour."  But  did  any  man  believe  that  a 
thousandth  part  of  the  agricultural  labour 
of  the  country  would  cease  if  that  law 
were  abolished  ?  He  defied  the  calcula- 
tions of  any  sane  man  (he  did  not  mean 
such  calculations  as  those  on  which  the 
budget  was  formed)  to  show  that  a  single 
labourer  would  be  thrown  out  of  employ- 
E 


99 


AbolUimof 


{COMMONS} 


li«  Cbm-Ioiof . 


100 


mcot.  Bttt  it  was  not  for  him  to  pro?e 
that  inch  would  be  a  case*  We  had 
enoriDoas  misery  aroand  us,  and  on  the 
opponents  of  the  repeal  of  the  Corn«lawt 
lay  the  onus  of  provinf;  that  cheap  bread 
would  not  be  an  advantage.  If  we  had 
10,000  quarters  instead  of  8,000  quarters 
of  com  to  divide  amongst  the  millions, 
each  man  must  get  an  additional  supply. 
He  did  not  believe  that  a  labourer  the  less 
would  be  employed,  or  an  acre  be  thrown 
out  of  cultivation,  if  we  had  free-trade  in 
every  tiade— in  everything*  And  if  we 
bad  a  repeal  of  the  Corn*laws,  every  other 
monopoly  must  share  the  same  fate.  Let 
the  manufacturing  party  understand  that. 
They  could  not  break  down  the  monopoly 
of  the  landed  interest,  without  that  power- 
ful body  breaking  down  theirs.  He  re- 
membered  about  ten  years  ago  hearing 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  now  at  the 
head  of  the  Government  give  in  defence 
of  the  Corn«laws  a  sort  of  paraphrase  of  a 
speech  made  by  a  noble  and  learned  Lord 
who,  having  traced  taxation  through  all 
its  devious  paths,  ended  by  saying,  that 
the  thing  pursued  us  from  the  cradle  to 
the  grave.  Now,  the  Corn-law  League 
must  take  the  argument  of  protection  to 
manufactures  out  of  the  mouth  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman.  Let  not  the  League 
misunderstand  the  question.  They  could 
never  got  the  people  to  support  them,  un« 
less  they  called  for  free-trade  in  every- 
thing. And  when  I  mention  the  League 
(continued  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man), let  me  say  a  word  as  to  the  tone 
and  temper  in  which  we  should  endea* 
vour  to  disseminate  truth.  The  truth  is 
best  disseminated  by  calmness  and  for- 
bearance—by no  imputation  of  motives 
-«and  by  acting  on  the  belief  that  those 
who  differ  from  you  are  actuated  by  mo- 
lives  as  honest  as  those  which  influence 
your  own  conduct.  ['*  Hear,  hear."]  1 
hear  my  friends  cry  **  hear,"  but  let  any 
man  differ  from  them  but  a  hair  breadth, 
and  he  runs  a  chance  of  being  immediately 
consigned  to  perdition,  and  (if  personal 
molestation  were  not  unknown  in  our 
days)  of  sacrificing  his  life  in  the  mainte- 
nance of  his  opmions.  On  the  other  hand, 
I  see  papers  in  the  agricultural  interest, 
charge  hon.  Members  of  this  House  with 
perambulating  the  country,  and  imitating 
in  their  conduct  Robespierre,  Marat,  and 
Danton.  Now,  I  hope  no  man  in  thin 
Houne  can  bo  fairly  said  to  be  an  imitator 
of  Kobf-spierre,  and  though  om  of  es  us 


BMiy  be  feolisb  enough,  I  do  Irvat  that 
iheve  is  not  a  Marat  amongat  oa.  I  do 
not  now  wish  to  use  any  flattering  lan- 
guage in  respect  to  the  landed  intertat; 
but  I  am  sure  I  speak  the  language  of  the 
community,  when  I  say  they  are  actuated 
by  a  high  and  generous  feeling  for  the 
public  interest ;  and  though  they  may  be 
mif led  as  to  what  is  for  their  own  interest, 
1  do  not  think  it  is  the  part  of  a  generoea 
friend  to  represent  them  as  the  fiends  they 
have  been  described.  They  are  no  mora 
fiends  than  we  are.  We  all  pursue  oor 
own  interest,  and  think  the  course  which 
tallica  with  it  moat  advantageous  to  the 
community.  The  best  way  to  prove  that 
we  are  sincere  in  promoting  the  publio  be- 
nefit is  to  be  actuated  by  a  calm,  geo^ 
rous,  and  forbearing  spirit,  and  not  to  caat 
imputations  on  motivea  when  endeavoerieg 
to  disseminate  truths.  I  shall  support  the 
motion  as  a  step  towards  free-trade,  and 
as  thus  setting  an  example  which  muat  be 
beneficial  to  all  mankind. 

Debate  adjourned. 

House  adjourned  at  half-past  twelve 
o'clock. 

nOUS£  OF    LORDS, 
Wetbtetday,  May  10,  1843. 
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Mnrnrm.!   Bilu.     MtiM^l*-  Bdlbv^ 
Bipwrmi,    Mwkdmm  BMhmf  i  Glm^Bm  m 
HouK  Road. 

Punrioiii  pRAUirMD.  By  Mr.  W.  MacMonan,  AiOA 
Dnrbjr,  and  two  MttnifoUtMi  Dtrtflali,  ta  hnon  of  Wm 
liMlth  or  Town  BilL—By  Lard  R.  GramMr,  tmm 
Chciter,  for  Ammdinf  Uw  Bankniplry  AcL— By  Mt. 
Puwyt  ttna  Chehmfofd,  and  oOmt  fdacti, 
Canada  Cora  BilU-By  Mr.  H»iy,  turn 
in  fiiiniur  of  Um  FMIoricf  Bill ;  aad  by  Loid  Clhri^ 
McMTk  Offccoe,  and  TuAiell.  ftooi  Ifaity4bur 
BgaJnaC  Uie  ■»«.— By  Dr.  Bimifaif ,  Sir  Ol  Gi«y,  L«i 
C.  StaMcn,  CUoori  Poi,  Sir  B.  HaB.  mi 
liunM,J.  HanKMiliy,  ViUlm.Cubd«i,Rkaniah 
Ward.  S.  Cnwiofd,  Wallaer,  B.  Smidi.  AfBortby, 
Strait.  Bvolhfftont  md  Thoraaly.  fttiM  m 
aumbv  oT  fham,  to  Ika  Total  md  li 
peal  of  all  Cum  and  Proriitoa  L«i 
Tryer,  and  Rlphin*  Sffaimt  tha  Iridi  Foar-lnr.-..ey 
Lord  M.  HtB.  ftnntho  W«lRn  DlvWoa  of  Swny.  ht 
a  FixadDiity  on  Com.—  PrnbWcob,  far  ftillwf  I  iMilli^ 
the  IIOUI4  tif  i^aliour  in  Fatetahm.  —  PRnn  lUavUfc. 
i^talmt  AlttfiRK  the  Lam  rtlallmt  In  Ltm 
Ailiby^l^hhZonHi.  and  acwfli  oil 
Union  of  the  Sc«»  of  Si.  Aaifh  and  Bai^ir.— FkOM 
CVnifr  I'uljb.  and  Thninaa  Trociir,  aftaltttt  the  Playtnaf 
intrrludr*  BUL— rhan  <3 
glHS  far  AkmifaM  oT  Urn 
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Tenaaft  (Inlaiid).— Fiqbi  Dunyidaadi  tn  Rxemption 
ftom  County  Cen  (Irdand).— Fiom  Tydavnet,  Water- 
Ibrd,  Mid  Bniff,  for  Repeal  of  the  Unkm  (Ireland).— 
Ftam  Bxadftxdt  tag  the  EatafaUahroent  ot  Home  Ookniaa. 
— FitHn  jQim  DalUm,  for  Examption  of  Literary  Institu- 
tions ftom  all  Taxes.'-Fram  Chichester,  for  Inquiry  hito 
the  Medical  PN>fe8Bioii.-*>From  Bani«w  and  Sullblkj  for 
Chunb 


Railroads  (Ireland).]  Sir  W, 
Barron  wished  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet at  the  head  of  the  Goferoment 
whether  it  were  the  iotention  of  Ministers 
to  introduce  any  measure  in  the  present 
Sastioo  to  facilitate  the  undertaking  of 
railroads  in  Ireland  ? 

Sir  R,  Peel  said^  that  inquiries  had 
been  directed  and  were  still  in  progress, 
the  object  of  which,  however,  was  ralher 
to  facilitate  the  comeaunication  between 
England  and  Ireland  than  to  aid  in  the 
construction  of  railways  in  the  latter 
country. 

Sir  1V»  Barron'.  Am  I  to  understand 
then,  Sir,  that  there  is  not  any  measure 
under  the  consideration  of  the  Govern- 
ment the  object  of  which  is  to  facilitate 
the  making  of  railroads  in  Ireland  — I 
mean  any  measure  for  that  purpose  found- 
ed on  the  reports  on  that  subject  madelto 
the  late  Government  ? 

Sir  R,  Peel :  How  far  an  improved 
communication  with  Ireland  from  this 
country  may  tend  to  facilitate  the  intro- 
duction of  railroads  in  the  formeri  I  am 
not  prepared  to  say*  I  have  only  to  re- 
peat, that  the  subject  of  communication 
between  this  country  and  Ireland  with  a 
view  to  its  improvement  is  under  the  con- 
sideration of  Government.  If  the  ques- 
tion of  the  hon.  Baronet  refers  to  any 
advance  of  public  money  for  the  purpose 
of  facilitating  the  formation  of  railroads 
10  Ireland,  I  am  not  prepared  to  give  him 
any  answer  now. 

Tbi  Wine « Trade. -^  Interviews 
WITH  Ministers.]  Mr.  Turner  said, 
he  beld  in  bis  hand  a  letter  which  he  had 
received  from  two  gentlemen  engaged  in 
the  wine^rade.  It  detailed  the  particu- 
lais  of  an  interview  with  the  right  hon. 
Baionet  (Sir  R.  Peel)  and  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  on  the  subject  of  the 
present  state  of  the  trade.  It  appeared 
from  that  letter,  that  the  right  hon.  Baro- 
net and  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
bad  declared  themselves  ready  to  accede 
to  aoose  proposition  which  would  have  the 
effect  of  somewhat  relieving  the  trade  with 
leaped  l»  ^  aloek  o»  hand.    What  he 


wished  to  ask  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
was,  how  far  that  statemept  was  correct  ? 
Sir  R.  Peel  must  assiime,  from  what 
the  hon.  Member  said,  that  the  communi- 
cation was  genuine,  but  under  the  cir- 
cumstaoces  he  must  say  that  its  publics, 
don  was  unwarranted.  It  was  true  that 
he  and  hts  right  hon.  Friend  the  Chancel- 
lor of  the  Exchequer  had  had  an  inter- 
view with  some  gentlemen  connected  with 
the  wine-trade,  as  they  had  had  with 
deputations  representing  the  interests  of 
other  commercial  bodies.  They  had  list- 
ened to  the  statements  made  in  this  case, 
but  had  not  pledged  themselves  to  any- 
thing except  to  the  fact  that  they  would 
give  the  subject  their  best  consideration. 
Now,  under  such  circumstances,  he  must 
say  that  the  publication  of  what  occurred 
at  that  interview  was  altogether  unjustifi- 
able ;  and  still  more  so,  when  he  and  his 
right  hon.  Friend  were  represented  as  as- 
senting to  a  particular  proposition,  re- 
specting which  they  had  only  promised 
that  they  would  give  the  subject  their 
best  confideration.  It  was  greatly  dis- 
couraging to  Members  of  the  Govern- 
ment, in  consenting  to  interviews  affect- 
ing particular  interests,  to  have  accounts 
of  them  prematurely  laid  before  the  pub- 
lic, and  that  in  a  manner  which  might 
lead  to  very  erroneous  conclusions  re- 
specting them* 

Cruisers  on  the  African  Coast.] 
Sir  C.  Napier  wished  to  know,  as  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  had  objected  to  laying 
on  the  Table  a  copy  of  the  instructions 
sent  to  our  cruisers  on  the  African  coast, 
what  should  be  done  in  a  supposed  case : 
— For  instance,  an  American  and  a  3ri- 
tish  man-of-war  are  cruising  in  company 
on  the  coast  of  Africa ;  a  very  suspicious- 
looking  sail- heaves  in  sight  and  both  ves- 
sels make  towards  her.-  It  happens  thst 
the  British  man-of-war  is  a  far  better 
si^iler  than  the  American  and  comes  up 
with  the  strange  sail  long  before  her ;  the 
stranger  then  hoists  American  colours. 
Now,  he  wished  to  know  whether  the 
British  vessel  would  be  bound  to  wait 
until  the  American  came  up  ? 

Sir  R,  Peel :  Sir,  the  House  I  am  sure 
will  agree  with  me,  that  it  is  a  matter  of 
great  difficulty,  if  not  of  impossibility,  for 
me,  or  for  any  one  else  holding  the  office 
I  have  the  honour  to  fill,  to  come  down 
here  daily  and  without  notice  to  answer 
off-band  questions  put  to  ne  on  matters 
E2 
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of  ninate  detail,  not  only  io  my  own  bot 
in  other  departments  of  the  GovemmenL 
I  assure  the  Hon.  and  gallant  Member 


statement,  he  had  expected  that  the  boo, 
and  learned  Member  would  proceed  to 
show  how  the  starring  popolation  woold 


that  I  hate  every  disposition  to  give  in-    be  benefited  by  repeal,  bat  the  hon.  aod 


formation  on  all  matters  on  which  it  is 
soaght,  and  where  it  can  be  given  without 
detriment  to  the  poblic  service.  In  the 
present  instance,  I  am  not  able  to  answer 
his  hypothetical  case,  but  let  me  add  that 
it  woold  be  inconvenient  to  the  public 
service  to  have  the  instructions  to  our 
craisers  on  the  coast  of  Africa  made  ge- 
nerally known. 

AaoLiTioir  of  the  Cork  Laws — Ad- 
jouRiTED  Debate.]  The  Order  of  the 
Day  for  the  resumption  of  the  adjourned 
detMte  on  the  Abolition  of  the  Com-laws, 
was  read. 

Mr.  MiUt  felt  himself  bound  to  follow 


learned  Member  had  not  done  this,  at 
though  not  only  the  manafacturiog  bot 
the  agricaltural  population  was  in  a  state 
of  deep  distress.  In  considering  the  sub- 
ject of  the  repeal  of  the  Corn -laws,  the 
question  was,  whether  the  abolition  of 
those  laws  would  give  to  the  poorer  claaMa 
of  the  community  througboot  the  kingdoas 
greater  command  of  the  comforts  and  ne* 
cessaries  of  life.  He  woold,  in  the  coorae 
of  his  observations,  endeavour  to  direct 
his  arguments  to  that  topic.  He  coold 
assure  the  House,  that  dwelling,  as  ho 
did,  in  an  agricultural  county,  he  was 
enabled  to  state,  that  although  eatreow 
distress  had  not  as  yet  touched  the  farroeia, 
the  tone  adopted  by  the  hon.  Member  for  J  it  had  begun  seriously  to  affect  the  Io- 
Bath,  which  was  one  of  great  moderation,  |  bourers,  as  the  fanners,  from  the  redoc- 
and  he  trusted  it  would  be  followed  to  the    tion  of   profits,  were  obliged  greatly  to 


close  of  the  debate.  Notwithstanding  sll 
the  attacks  which  had  been  made  on  the 
landed  interest,  from  different  quarters,  he 
should  confine  himself  to  the  ground  taken 
by  that  hon.  Member.  The  question  now 
under  discussion  was  one  of  the  greatest 
importance ;  it  was  not  one  between  this 
or  that  duty— between  a  sliding- scale  or  a 
filed  duty ;  it  was  a  question  of  the  ex- 
pediency of  a  total  repeal  of  all  duties  on 
corn.  He  should  address  himself  to  that 
question,  although  he  despaired  of  throw- 
ing any  new  light  on  so  exhausted  a  sub- 
ject. The  hon.  Member  for  Wolverhamp- 
ton  was  the  able  and  consistent  advocate 
of  the  abolition  of  those  laws.    The  hon. 


curtail  the  number  of  persona  io  their 
employment.  In  the  county  with  whicfa' 
be  was  connected  there  were  huodreda  of 
able,  honest  agricultural  labourers,  who 
would  shortly  have  no  refuge  bot  the 
workhouse ;  and  they  would  have  had  to 
resort  to  it  long  since,  had  it  not  beeo  for 
the  exertions  of  the  resident  coontrj  geia- 
tlemen.  It  then  became  a  question,  what 
prospect  the  manufacturing  distrieta  held 
out  for  the  employment  of  these  aseo, 
should  they  be  left  totally  destitute  by 
the  removal  of  all  protection  from  agrieol- 
ture ;  as,  even  though  such  a  choogo 
should  not  throw  the  land  entirely  oot  of 
cultivation,  prices  would  be  so  deterioraled 


Gentleman  was  a  Member  of  a  society  |  by  foreign  competition  as  to  preclude  the 


which  advocated  free*trade  principles; 
and  what  he  should  have  done  was  to 
move  a  resolution  to  do  away  with  all  im- 
port duties,  instead  of  a  resolution  to  take 
into  consideration  the  expediency  of  the 
abolition  of  the  Corn-laws.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Bath  had,  on  the 
previous  evening,  while  voting  for  the  hon. 
Member's  motion,  advocated  total  repeal, 
bot  lie  had  been  rejoiced  to  hear  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  admit  at  the  same 
time  that  he  did  not  think  that  such  repesl 
would  be  a  panacea  for  the  evils  under 
which  the  country  laboured.  The  hon. 
Member  had  said,  that  considering  the 
wretched  state  of  our  population,  and  that 
repeal  was  cslled  a  remedy,  he  thought 
the  House  would  be  justified  in  taking  it 
into  consideration.    Having  heard  such  a 


possibility  of  remunerating  wages  from 
the  fiirmer.  He  had  heard  it  denied,  that 
a  repeal  of  the  Corn-laws  woold  taoae 
much  land  to  be  thrown  out  of  coltiva- 
tion,  bot  it  should  be  understood  that  the 
converting  of  arable  into  f>asturage  land 
would,  although  not  actually  throwiog  it 
out  of  cultivation,  do  so  io  as  far  aa  the 
employment  of  labour  was  concerned.  The 
consequence  would  be,  that  great  noai- 
t>ers  would  be  thrown  out  of  employmoot, 
and  such  it  appeared  to  him  would  be  the 
result  of  a  repeal  of  the  Corn-laws.  The 
question  then  was,  would  the  mannfoe- 
turers  he  able  to  give  them  employoieotf 
Those  who  advocated  the  repeal  of  the 
Corn^laws,  contended  that  that 
would  open  new  markets  for  oor  prodi 
but  if  any  person  deliberately  rcfledad  at 
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the  tmttei  whieh  bad  been  entered  into, 
and  the  tariffs  that  had  been  adopted  by 
foreign  countries,  muit  see  that  their  ob- 
vraus  aim  and  iDteniion  was  gradually  to 
esctode  all  our  manuraclures  from  foreign 
mariiets.  The  efforts  ne  bad  already 
made  bad  bad  no  effect  in  causing  ihem 
to  relax  their  restrictions,  and  at  the  pre- 
sent time  Russia,  Portugal,  and  Brazil, 
had  repudiated  our  advances.  E?en  Ame- 
rica, the  great  hope  of  the  free-traders, 
had  shown  a  decided  inclination  to  reatric- 
live  measures.  The  fact  was,  that  na- 
tional interest  was  like  individual  interest, 
and  every  nation  would  do  that  which  it 
thought  best  calculated  for  developing  its 
internal  resources.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Bath  had  said.that  the  original 
promoters  of  the  Corn-law  were  actuated 
by  selfish  motives.  They  had  consented 
to  a  reduction  of  their  protection  to  20s., 
when  the  price  was  50s.  a  quarter,  and 
surely  such  a  step  was  no  evidence  of  sel- 
fish motives.  It  was  found  that  even  at 
this  rate  of  duty  it  was  impossible  to  keep 
the  foreign  wheat  out.  This  pretty  clearly 
•bowed  that  it  was  not  the  tariff  of  this  or 
of  that  coantry,  but  the  demand  and  the 
means  of  supply  that  fixed  the  price  of 
this  and  other  articles  of  easenlisl  neces- 
sity. It  was  hardly  fair  to  say,  that  the 
Corn-taw  of  1816  was  passed  by  those 
who  had  selfish  purposes  to  serve.  The 
same  accusation  was  made  at  the  time 
against  the  Minister  of  that  day,  and  he 
would,  in  answer  to  the  imputation,  say, 
aa  Mr.  Robinson  (now  the  Earl  of  Ripon) 
bad  then  said,  that  he  believed  that  no 
power  on  earth  would  tempt  them  to  sup- 
port the  Corn-laws,  if  they  believed  those 
laws  were  an  injury  to  the  country.  Fo- 
reign nations  had  taken  advantage  of  the 
peace ;  they  had  gradually  accumulated 
capital,  which  they  had  employed  in  ma- 
nnfactares,  and  they  bad  protected  their 
native  industry  by  tbe  imposition  of  pro- 
tective duties.  A  perusal  of  the  Germanic 
tariff  would  show  bow  hopeless  would  be 
any  attempt  to  force  an  increased  amount 
of  onr  goods  into  that  country,  and  the 
CDSlom-bouse  lists  of  France  showed  that 
that  country  had  gradually  been  displac- 
ing our  goods  in  foreign  maiketa.  The 
principle  and  staple  articles  of  our  com- 
BDeree  were  cotton,  linen,  and  woollen. 
The  anonot  of  onr  eiporls  in  these  arti- 
cles generally  bad  declined,  however,  in 
the  following  proportion,  taken  in  round 
*   ™?--£i  the  year  1838  they  were 
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32,000,000/.;    In    1839    they    rose   to 
35,OOO,O0O(.;  in  1840  ihey  fell,  and  were 
but  34,000,000/.  in  amount,  and  in  1841 
and    1842    they  declined,   until,   in  the 
latter  year,    they    were    not  more  than 
30,600,890/.     It  was  the  opinion  of  the 
best  informed  persons  in  business  that  tbe 
stagnation  in  our  commerce  and  manufac- 
had  been  occasioned  by  over-pro- 
n  of  manufactured  articles  in  pre- 
ceding   years.     Some,  however,  of  tbe 
manufacturers  themselves  began  to  con- 
ore  calmly  and  shrewdly  the  con- 
sequences of  the  repeal  of  the  Corn-laws, 
so  often  called  for  by  petitions  to  that 
House  and  by  resolutions  at  Anti-Com- 
law  meetings.     He  held  in   his  hand  a 
report  of  a  speech  delivered  by  Mr.  Muntz, 
the  Member  for  Birmingham,  on  a  Corn- 
debate  in  that  House,  in  which  that 
I.  Member  observed — 


"  I  see  no  use  in  ruioiog  the  farmer  when 
there  is  no  necessity  foi  doing  so.  If  the  Le- 
gislature should  agree  to  take  off  the  duties 
altogether  upon  the  import  of  foreiga  com, 
without  adopiiag  otlier  loeasures  with  which 
such  a  great  change  ought  to  be  connected,  I 
foresee  ihat  it  will  ruin  one-half  the  farmers, 
half  the  landownera,  and  pluoge  the  greater 
portion  of  those  dependent  upon  these  two 
classes  for  employment  into  difficulties  and 
possibly  poverty." 

He  bad  not  heard  from  any  side  of  that 
House  any  suggestion,  that  fatlb  with  the 
public  creditor  should  not  be  kept.  But 
suppose  (he  Corn-law  protection  were 
taken  off— suppose  the  doctrines  of  free- 
trade  in  all  matters  were  to  prevail, — he 
should  like  to  know  how  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  would  be  able  to  meet 
the  expenses  of  the  country.  Why,  every, 
one  knew  that  the  interest  of  the  national 
debt  was  the  reason  why  it  was  impossible 
for  the  farmer  of  this  country  to  compete 
with  the  foreign  corn  grower.  He  had, 
however,  confidence  in  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet— and  that  confidence  was  much  in- 
creased by  the  declaration  which  he  bad 
made  relative  to  the  Corn-law  during  the 
present  Session.  That  stateroent,  in  his 
opinion,  had  been  much  distorted  by 
many  who  enleitained  strong  political 
views,  but,  as  he  understood  the  right  hon. 
Baronet,  the  Corn-law  of  last  Session  was 
not  an  isolated  measure,  but  was  part  of  a 
development  of  a  great  financial  system 
wbich  the  right  bon.  Baronet  was  deter- 
mined to  maintain,  whatever  clamour 
might  be  raised  against  it.  It  was  quite 
trae  that  markets  bad  aince  failed,  autl 
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Ibftt  a  fnoie  bad  pmilMl  ibrovgbovt  tbe 
agricuUarel  diftncit*  Bat  he  did  not 
l^>k  mcffcly  to  that  law  at  the  cause  of 
the  distrcM,  but  to  the  poverty  aad  waot 
of  power  of  consuaipiion  that  prevailed 
amongst  the  coosamiDg  clasies.  lo  con- 
clusioo,  he  would  observe,  that  there  was 
10  that  House  a  body  of  iodependeot  meo, 
who,  however  ibey  might  differ  in  geoeral 
politics,  were  determioed,  should  any  at- 
tack be  made  on  protection  to  agriculture, 
one  and  all  to  oombioe,  and  say,  **  thus 
far  shall  ye  go  aud  no  further."  Thst 
body,  whilst  they  did  not  forget  their  im- 
perative duty  to  the  country,  would,  at  the 
same  time,  recollect  the  assertions  they 
made  on  the  hosiings,  and  feel  it  to  be 
their  bounden  dutv  firmlv  and  fairly  to 
represent  the  opinions  or  those  coniti- 
tuents  who  had  con6ded  in  them,  and 
whose  confidence  had  placed  them  there. 
Mr.  H,  G.  fVard^  had  never  heard  a 
speech  so  difficult  to  answer,  as  that  of 
tne  hon.  Gentleman,  who  had  just  sat 
down ; — not  from  the  strength  of  his 
arguments,  but  from  the  singular  want  of 
eonnezioo  between  his  eonclusions  and 
his  facts.  He  gave  that  hon.  Gentleman 
credit  for  all  the  disinterestedness  asserted 
by  Mr.  Robinson  in  1815*  He  was  sure, 
that  neither  he,  nor  the  Gentlemen,  with 
whom  he  acted,  were  influenced  by  any 
unworthy  motives.  He  did  not  doubt 
their  sincerity,  when  they  said,  that  if  the 
Corn-law  were  proved  to  them  to  be  dis- 
advantageous to  the  great  mass  of  the 
pfipuUiion,  they  would  consent  to  alter  it ; 
and  he  thought,  ttiat  they  placed  the 
question  upon  a  perfectly  sound  basis, 
when  they  admitted,  that  it  must  be  ar- 
gued with  reference  to  the  interests  of  the 
whole  people,  and  not  to  those  of  a  parti* 
cular  class.  But  still,  he  must  ask,  how 
could  he  hope,  or  how  could  any  body 
else  hope,  to  produce  the  slightest  im- 
prestioo  on  the  mind  of  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man and  his  party,  when  the  hon.  Geutle- 
man*s  own  arguments  had  failed  to  con- 
vince himself?  The  l»on.  Gentleman  had 
proved  the  esse  of  those  who  were  the  ad- 
vocates of  free-trade,  although  he  was 
utterly  unconscious  of  having  done  so. 
This  was  the  state  of  mind  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman : — this  the  state  of  mind,  of 
that  independent  psrty,  which  the  hon. 
Gentlemsn  led,  last  year,  during  the  tariff* 
panic,  and  in  whose  name  he  had  given  a 


*  From  a  corrected  report. 


solemn  warning  to  the  right  boo.  Geatlo- 
man  at  tbe  head  of  the  Govern  me»t^» 
towards  whom  they  entertained  the  osoet 
friendly,  and  kindly,  feelings,  but  with 
still  more  friendly,  and  B»ore  kindly,  feel- 
ings for  themselves,  that  he  must  adhefa 
to  the  pledge,  which  he  gave  tbeoi  at  the 
commencement  of  the  Session,  and  noi 
presume  to  meddle  further  with  the  Com* 
laws,  if  he  desired  a  eontinnance  of  their 
support.  The  Government  seeased  to  have 
accepted  these  terms,  for  they  had  heard 
from  the  right  boo.  Gentleman,  the  Vice* 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  on  the 
preceding  night,  that  the  Corn-law,  which 
he  eipected  to  work  so  well  for  the  com* 
munity,  had  not  yet  had  a  fair  trial,  and 
that,  at  present,  there  was  not  the  slightetl 
chance  of  a  change  being  made  in  it.  He 
admitted  this.  He  agreed  in  the  opinioii 
expressed  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
that  nothing  practical  was  hkelv  to  follow 
from  the  motion  now  proposed.  But  he 
saw  no  reasons  why  it  ought  to  be  so; 
and  he  sought  them  in  vain  in  the  Mem- 
ber for  Somerset's  speech.  He  had  asked 
indeed,  what  they  were  to  do  with  the 
national  debt,  if  the  Corn-law  were  re- 
pealed ?  His  answer  to  thn  was  a  simple 
one.  He,  and  those,  who  thought  with 
him,  had  not  the  slightest  affection  for  the 
sponge,  as  theghon.  Member  called  it.  They 
believed,  that  the  public  taies  would  be 
paid  more  easily — that  the  public  revenue 
would  be  much  larger,  and  that  men 
would  contribute  to  it  more  willingly,  if 
they  were  not  compelled  to  pay  private 
taxes  for  the  benefit  of  a  particular  class. 
What  was  the  state  of  the  revenue,  with 
the  existing  Corn-law?  Hie  deficiency 
in  the  Customs  and  Excise  was  admitted, 
with  great  candour,  by  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  to  be  700,000/.  in  the 
Customs,  and  1,200,000/.  in  the  Excise. 
Thst  was  a  deficiency,  which,  he  believed, 
would  be  got  rid  of  if  the  people  were  ia 
the  enjoyment  of  more  comforts;  but 
those  comforts  depended  upon  the  pie- 
servation,  and  enlargement  of  their  trade. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Someiiet,  indeed, 
has  suted  to  them,  that  what  they  had 
done  last  Session,  had  been  fruitlees,  and 
that  all  their  advances  towards  a  better 
system  of  trade  would  prove  unavatliof, 
from  the  determination  of  the  continental 
states  to  encourage  their  own  manufac* 
tures.  Yea,  and  he  would  tell  them  why. 
They  had  begun  at  the  wrong  end.  They 
were  twenty  yetra  too  lata.    There  ma  • 


109 


A4i^wMd 


(May  10} 


ZMote. 


110 


time,  when  they  had  the  trade  of  Europe 
in  their  hands.  It  was  in  1815.  They 
might  have  forestalled,  then,  the  interests 
rising  up  against  them  on  the  continent. 
They  might  have  avoided  meeting  with 
rival  interests  at  all;  and  this  was  the 
proper  coticlusioa  to  draw  from  the  hon. 
Gentleman's  facta.  It  was  perfectly  true 
that  they  had  not  only  loet  the  whole  of 
the  trade  within  the  limits  of  the  Zolive* 
rein,  but  he  believed,  if  they  went  on  as 
they  had  done  hitherto,  they  might  be 
beaten  out  of  the  markets  of  America  by 
the  cottons,  and  woollens,  of  Germany. 
But  what  was  the  cause  of  all  this  ?  Their 
refusal  to  deal  with  the  Germans  on  fair 
terms*  Their  refhsal  to  take  from  them 
that  produce,  which  they  were  willing  td 
ghre  in  exchange  for  British  manufactures. 
In  ISlS^the  preponderating  influence  in 
Germany^  as  in  this  country,  was  the 
agricultural  interest.  But  when  England 
excluded  the  produce-of  German  agricul- 
ture from  her  shores,  she  forced  Germany 
to  manufacture  for  herself;  andnow,  they 
had  no  right  to  complain  of  the  high 
duties,  which  the  Germans  imposed  upon 
their  manufactures.  After  the  Corn-bw 
of  last  year,  what  right  had  they  to  criti- 
cise the  tariffs  of  other  countries  ?  That 
Corn-law  was  just  as  exclusive,  as  the 
law  that  preceded  it,  in  its  practical  rejec" 
tion  of  German  corn,  which  they  never 
could  admit  into  the  English  market, 
under  the  present  system  of  duties,  except 
in  cases  of  absolute  necessity.  This  was 
the  act  of  the  Eoglish  agriculturists ;  and, 
after  that,  what  right  had  they  to  complain 
that  British  cotton  was  excluded  from  the 
territories  of  the  Zollverein  ?  He  must 
now,  however,  address  himself  to  the 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
who  had  spoken  on  the  preceding  night, 
and  who,  be  hoped,  was  not  leaving  the 
House,  for  he  could  not  afford  to  lose  his 
argument,  and  did  not  like  to  speak  of 
any  person  behind  his  back.  The  right 
hon*  Gentleman  had  told  them,  in  terms 
which  be  little  expected,  that,  even  if  it 
were  possible  to  alter  the  Corn- law,  it 
would  not  be  expedient  to  do  so ;  for  that 
the  Corn-law  was  a  sort  of  contract  be- 
tween the  Government,  and  the  people  of 
this  country,  and  that  it  would  be  a 
breach  of  faith  to  touch  it.  Yet  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  who  said  this,  must  have 
pretty  well  recollected,  that  they,  (on  the 
Opposition  side  of  the  House)  had  pro- 
lesied  agmst  this  law  in  every  stage,  and 


that,  out  of  doors,  it  was  reprobated  with 
an  almost  singular  unanimity.  It  was  re- 
probated alike  by  those,  who  thought  that 
it  did  too  little,  and  by  those  who  thought 
that  it  did  too  much.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  however,  called  tliis  a  con- 
tract, and  assured  them  that  all  their 
efforts  to  repeal  the  law,  this  year,  would 
be  vain.  He  had  no  doubt  of  it,  when 
he  saw  the  tone,  and  temper,  of  those, 
with  whom  the  decision,  unhappily, 
rested :  and  so  convinced  was  he  of  the 
impossibility  of  arriving  at  any  immediate 
result,  that,  if  he  had  not  a  duty  to  per- 
form to  those,  who  sent  him  there,  and  if 
he  did  not  feel  that  it  was  neither  honest, 
nor  honourable,  in  a  public  man,  who  en- 
tertained strong  opinions  upon  a  great 
question,  to  refrain  from  expressing  them, 
because  he  knew  that  he  was  in  a  mino- 
rity, he  should  willingly  have  refrained 
from  obtruding  his  sentiments  on  the 
House.  But  a  minority  had  no  other 
means  of  enforcing  the  truth,  and  of 
ultimately  carrying  its  principles  out,  ex- 
cept by  discussing  them.  They  had  many 
proofs  of  this  in  the  history  of  the  coun- 
try; and  even  the  bench  opposite  bore 
testimony  to  the  victories,  that  might  be 
accomplished  by  a  minority,  if  they  only 
persevered  in  discussing  a  question,  and  if 
they  were  in  the  right.  Time,  and  to  be 
right,  were  the  two  things  essential  to  suc- 
cess. Had  not  the  right  hon.  Baronet, 
(Sir  R.  Peel)  for  twenty  years  of  his  pub- 
lic life,  been  opposed  to  the  repeal  of  the 
Test  Act,  and  yet  he  saw  it  carried  ?  He 
had  even  been  himself  the  means  of  car- 
rying Catholic  Emancipation,  to  which  he 
had  been  equally  opposed }  and  he  had, 
as  soon  as  it  became  the  law,  adopted 
the  Reform  Bill  as  the  settlement  of  a 
great  question,  with  which  it  would  be 
imprudent  for  any  party  to  interfere. 
There  was  one  more  great  reform  still  to 
be  made — the  repeal  of  the  Corn-laws, 
^hey,  who  had  supported  other  questions 
as  a  minority,  and  had  eventually  seen 
them  triumph,  now  supported  thaL  They 
had  the  same  opponents, — the  same  con- 
viction that  they  were  themselves  in  the 
right ; — and  the  result  was  simply  a  ques- 
tion of  time.  Five  years  hence,  they 
would  see  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  op- 
posite, carrying  the  question  with,  or 
without,  the  assistance  of  that  independ- 
ent body  of  Members,  of  whom  the  Mem- 
ber for  Somerset  was  the  spokesman  ;  or 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  himself  would 
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see  the  meaiare  carried,  when  drifen 
from  the  benches  opposite  by  a  power  in 
the  country  superior  to  his  own.  The 
Vice-president  of  the  Board  of  Trade, 
indeed,  had  said  that  a  repeal  of  the 
Corn-law  would  be  either  a  breach  of 
faith,  or  a  proof  of  gross  imbecility  on 
the  part  of  the  Government.  There  was, 
however,  he  could  tell  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, an  imbecility  of  a  much  worse 
description.  It  was  the  imbecility  of  a 
Government  persevering  in  a  wrong 
course,  when  it  knew  itself  to  be  in  the 
wrong.  And  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
did  know  that  he  was  wrong.  He  could 
prove  out  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
own  writings,  that  he  must  know  what  he 
was  doing  to  be  wrong.  Why,  then,  did 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  on  the  preced- 
ing night,  after  the  opinions,  which  he 
had  deliberately  expressed  elsewhere, 
seek  to  mistify  the  question,  by  asking 
whether  the  landlords  were  to  lose  their 
protection,  and  the  manufacturers  to 
maintain  theirs  ?  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man knew  that  the  manufacturers  did  not 
expect  any  such  thing.  They  attacked 
the  Corn-law  because  it  was  the  root  of 
all  protection  in  this  country;  for  the 
class  to  which  the  hon.  Member  for  So- 
merset belonged,  would  become  the  best 
free  traders  in  the  world,  if  they  once  got 
the  principle  of  free  trade  applied  to 
themselves.  The  advocates  of  free  trade 
denounced  the  principle  of  protection  al- 
together, when  they  asked  for  a  repeal  of 
the  Corn-law;  and  it  was  no  answer  to 
them,  to  talk,  as  the  Vice-president  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  had  done,  of  the  cheap- 
ness of  the  necessaries  of  life  at  the  pre- 
sent moment,  as  a  reason  why  there  should 
be  no  present  change;  or  to  prove  this 
position,  which  nobody  disputed,  by  corn- 
oaring  the  prices  of  1835  and  1843. 
Why  did  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  pass 
over  the  frightful  interval,  that  occurred 
between  these  periods  ?  It  was  the  fruit 
of  that  system,  in  which  he  was  resolved 
to  persevere;  for  the  system  produced 
uncertainty, — and  uncertainty  a  high 
price  of  food, — and  a  high  price  of  food, 
commercial  depression — for  the  more  a 
man  paid  for  food,  the  less  he  could  pay 
for  any  thing  else.  The  extent  of  these 
fluctuations  was  proved  by  Mr.  Wilson, 
in  a  very  remarkable  pamphlet.  He 
stated,  that  :— 

^*  In  1834,  1835,  and  183C,  the  whole  cost 
of  wheat  to  the  conmuuty,  calculating  Uie 


consumption  at  sixteen  millions  of  quarters 
annually,  at  the  average  price  of  each  year,  wu 

1834 £36,933,333. 

1835 31,400,000. 

1836 38,800,00a 


Totol £107,133,333. 

While  in  three  following  years,  by  the 
calculation,  the  cost  was— 

1837 £44,666,666. 

1838 51,666,666. 

1839 56,533,333. 


Total £152,866,665. 

Showing  a  difference,  in  the  cost  of  wheat 
alone,  of  upwards  of  forty-five  millions,  daring 
the  latter  three  years,  as  compared  with  the 
former,  which  sum  must,  necessarilv,  have 
been  abstracted  from  the  channels  of  expeo« 
diture,  in  which  it  had  previously  flowed,  and, 
by  diminishing  the  demand  for  all  other  arti- 
cles to  the  same  amount,  at  once  embarrassed, 
and  curtailed.  Commerce,  and  Manufactures, 
and  diminished  the  revenue  derivable  there- 
from." 

The  right  hon.  Gentleman  bad  also 
said,  that  the  condition  of  the  people  was 
better  now,  than  it  had  been  sixty  years 
ago.  In  some  respects  it  was  so,  but  not 
in  all.  Arthur  Young  had  given,  in  1801, 
the  amount  of  necessaries,  which  5s.  a 
week  enabled  a  labourer  to  buy,  before 
the  war ;  and  they  were  three  tiroes  the 
amount,  which  the  wages  now  paid  to  any 
labourer  would  command.  He  said,  in 
his  "  Annals  of  AgricuUure,"  that  there 
was  a  person  now  living  in  the  vicinity  of 
Bury,  Suffolk,  who,  when  he  laboured  for 
5i.  a  week,  could  purchase  with  that  sum 
a  bushel  of  wheat,  a  bushel  of  malt,  a 
pound  of  butter,  a  pound  of  cheese,  and 
a  pennyworth  of  tobacco;  while  the 
same  articles  in  1801,  wouM  have  coat 
him  \L  6s.  9d.  This  was  the  real  mea* 
sure  of  the  remuneration  of  labour ; — not 
the  money  wages,  which  the  hon.  Member 
for  Somerset  had  quoted,  but  the  amoaiit 
of  necessaries  which  the  money  wooU 
command.  The  hon.  Member  for  Somer* 
setshire  t>egan  his  speech  that  night,  by 
saying  the  distress  had  not  touched  the 
farmer  yet,  but  had  reached  the  agricul- 
tural labourer.  He  went  farther.  He 
would  maintain  that  it  had  touched  the 
farmer,  and  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
would  find  what  he  said  was  true.  They 
would  feel  the  truth  of  it  when  they  came 
to  collect  their  Ladv^ay  renu,  which 
would  be  paid  out  of  capital,  in  all  the 
midlaiid  oouatiii,  if  pakl  at  alL    What 
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did  this  prove,  but  that  the  Corn-law  waa 
u  JDJarioni  to  the  agricuUurai  clauei  as 
it  was  to  every  other  class  ?  And  that  was 
exactly  bis  objectiot)  to  the  system,  namely, 
that  it  deceived  everybody,  and  inJuTed 
everybody,  in  turn.  It  was  a  perfect 
HnntBgne  Rnsse  of  calamities — a  constant 
■nccessioti  of  nps  and  downs — and  it  was 
a  poor  coniolalion  to  those  who  suffered 
by  it,  to  know  that,  by  a  sort  of  retributive 
jnilice,  others  were  sure  to  suffer  like 
themselves.  The  Corn-law  was  good 
neither  for  the  farmer  nor  for  the  labourer, 
nor  for  the  landlord;  and  it  was  utterly 
niiaoua  to  trade.  The  Vice  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  did  not  allude,  last 
n^ht,  to  the  subject  of  the  revenue,  yet 
when  he  (Hr.  Ward)  recollected  that  77 
per  cent  of  oar  taxation  was  derived  &om 
conanrnption,  and  that  consequently,  the 
producttvcnesi  of  the  Excise  and  Customs 
was  the  measure  of  the  remnneraiion  for 
hboar  paid  to  the  people,  he  thought  the 
right  bon.  Gentleman  might,  in  the  conrae 
of  his  discmsive  speech,  have  favoured  the 
Hooae  with  aotne  remarks  on  this  part  of 
llie  nbieet.  But  it  seemed  lo  have  been 
the  right  hoB.  Genileman's  object  to  evade 
the   c'~:   ^-  .  .    .-  ■  Liciplef, 

■bicii  <.''''-n  in   the 

"    i.ufi.    fftend   the 
::f>Um.  Indeed,  the 
■  weech   of    last 
rk,  'hat  bad 
:    :;■:        .li;  nf'i    Coat- 

ill    ■.,-;    :>  iiught  to 
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ciple,  that  the  Corn'law  bad  deceived 
every  one,  and  served  no  one.  And  here, 
he  might  be  allowed  to  say  in  his  own 
vindication,  that  he  could  have  00  personal 
motive  for  depreciating  the  value  of  land, 
for  alt  that  he  and  his  children  had  (o  look 
forward  to,  was  derived  from  it.  He  might 
be  wrong  id  the  conclusions  to  which  he 
came,  but  he  had  certaiolv  every  indnco- 
ment  to  wish  to  be  in  the  right.  The  Vice- 
president  of  the  Board  of  Trade  had  denied 
that  price  had  ever  been,  or  ought  to  be, 
or  could  be,  thaobjectof  aCoro-law,  No- 
body, he  said,  pretended  to  fix  prices.  It 
might  be  so  wtih  the  right  bon.  Gentle- 
man and  a  few  others  equally  well  irt- 
formed ;  bat,  with  the  agiicultnriits  in 
general  the  belief  was,  that  in  fixing  the 
price  below  which  foreign  com  was  ex- 
cluded, the  Legislature  fixed  the  price 
which  the  home-grower  was  to  have.  The 
Corn-law  of  1815  was  founded  upon  the 
soppoeition  that  you  could  fix  price.  Tbe 
report  erf  the  committee  of  1814  proved  it; 
for  it  distinctly  stated,  that  tbe  committee 
had  cooHdered  tbe  subject  referred  to  it 
under  three  beads  i— 

"  lit— As  it  related  (o  Ibe  Ibeo  recent  ex. 
leniioD  anil  LmpraremeBt  of  agriculiiire;  2dlj 
— Ai  to  the  then  present  eipCDie  of  culliralioa, 
lacludiog  the  leal:  sod,  idly~ihe  price  ne- 
cesucy  to  reiouoefate  tba  gtow«t." 

The  whole  evidence  taken  befi>re  the 
committee  turned  upon  a  price.  Aceoni- 
iog  to  Mr.  Jacob  wheat  cooM  not  be  grown 
at  a  profit  to  the  fanner  if  the  price  ob- 
tained for  it  was  leaa  than  80i.  a  qoarter, 
and  he  proposed  a  duty  of  38j.  per  qnar- 
ter,  as  tbe  very  lowest  amoaDt  oif  ptmec- 
lion  with  which  the  Eogtish  agricnltorot 
could  be  taTe.  Mr.  Lake,  of  Kent,  esti- 
mated the  lots  upon  his  own  farm  at  7s.  Od, 
per  acre,  with  wheat  at  >iAf.,  and  bnlqr 
at  32(.  Mr.  Driver  filed  bis  price  aa  Ugh 
as  o/.  a  qttiner.  Upoa  lucfa  caknhtioaa  as 
ihoe  it  was  that  ll»  Corn-law  of  1815  «w 
fovaded.  Hat  law  held  oat  e  . 
to  tbe  brmet  that  he  wovld  obtain  at  k 
SOi.  a  qaarter  for  bit  wheat.  The  eoMB- 
qnence  was  a  great  slnnnlna  lo  tke  pn^ 
doctkn  of  wbeat,  mi  liae  LUBpililiBW  lo 
which  this  gave  rise,  bimght  wheat  dowB 
■■  Ike  Mkmis^  year  lo  53s.  Td  Piw- 
pasil7(aeimecancd)retafBcdiB  1817: 
bMinly  to  be  hUamti  fcytkecniker 
I8K,  wkcB  wkeu  n  Angast  waa  at  47s. 
d  m  ibe  aamc 
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QoTernmeDi  had  never  dared  to  enforce  in 
iu  fall  eitent.  Indeed  the  admiMion  of 
foreign  corn  in  1825,  in  1826,  and  in  1827, 
was  a  virtual  abrogation  of  the  law ;  and 
this  led  in  1828  to  a  law  being  paesed,  with 
the  assent  of  the  agricultnristt  themselves » 
that  admitted,  in  their  opinion,  of  being  re« 
gularly  enforced  The  object  of  that  law  was 
in  principle  the  same  as  the  object  of  the 
law  of  1815,  namely,  to  secure  the  farmer 
against  the  decline  of  corn  below  a  certain 
price*  The  law  aimed  at  maintaining  the 
price  of  wheat  between  65i.  and  72«^  and 
at  guaranteeing  the.  consumer  at  the  same 
time  against  a  price  mach  exceeding  72f« 
Neither  of  these  objects  was  attained  by  it. 
The  average  price  during  the  6rst  fite 
years  after  the  passing  of  the  CornJaw 
of  1828  was  61s.  2d.;  and  the  imporU 
having  amounted  to  5,725,221  quarters, 
the  foreigners  to  this  extent  shared  in  the 
advantages  of  this  high  price.  From  1 833 
to  1837  the  prices  ranged  from  36f •  to 
54s.,  and  this  was  a  period  designated  as 
one  of  great  agricultural  distress,  although 
the  monopoly  of  the  home  market  was 
complete.  And  what,  he  would  ask,  was 
it  that  thus  converted  the  bounty  of  Pro- 
vidence into  a  curse  but  the  miserable 
cobbling  and  tinkering  of  man?  Agricul- 
ture was  a  trade,  and  it  must  not  be  sup- 
posed  that  it  could  be  governed  by  any 
other  principles,  than  those,  which  governed 
all  trades.  But  the  law  threw  new  ele- 
ments of  uncertainty  into  it  It  regulated 
the  imports  of  the  country  by  a  periodical 
panic, -not  by  ita  well  ascertained,  and 
well  understood,  wants.  There  was  no 
steady  demand---oo  regular  supply— and 
corn,  as  a  necessary  consequence,  when 
wanted,  was  not  obtained  on  the  most 
advantageous  terms.  If  landlords  were 
honest,  they  ought  to  apply  the  same  rule 
to  their  tenants  as  to  tliemselves.  If  the 
sliding-scale  was  good  when  applied  to 
imports,  it  ought  to  be  applied  to  rents 
likewise.  Bad  crops,  and  high  prices, 
prevailed  from  1837  to  1842.  During  four 
years,  eight  millions  and  a  half  of  quarters 
of  com  were  imported,  and  two  millions 
and  a  half  of  cwts.  of  flour, — stripping 
the  farmer  of  bis  expected  gain,  yet  always 
coming  too  late  to  save  the  manufacturing 
popuUtion  from  an  amount  of  suffering 
without  a  parallel  in  the  history  of  the 
world.  The  new  Corn-law,  passed  last 
year,  was  open  to  precisely  the  same  ob» 
jectiona  as  the  Corn-laws,  which  had  pre- 
ceded i4«    It  wta  eqiieUy  efiectoal  ••  • 


prohibition  against  importation  under  or* 
dinary  circumstances.    It  was  liable  lo 
the  same  uncertainty,  and  the  interference 
with  the  operations  oif  trade  was  just  the 
same.    The  8s.  duty  would  not  have  been 
realised  last  year»  but  for  the  aocidant 
that  the  harvest  came  a  month  sooner 
than  usual.    Who  gained  by  this  system  ? 
Nobody.    It  was  fior  all  classes  a  calamit- 
ous miauke.    The  labourers  were  loeen 
by  it.    Of  that  he  wanted  no  better  evi- 
dence than  what  had  fallen  from  the  two 
bon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  the  Members 
for  Lincolnshire,  and  Somersetshire,  who 
agreed  in  stating  that  farming  wages  had 
been  greatly  reduced.    To  the  landlord  it 
was  worthlw,  for  it  never  could  perma- 
nently raise  his  rents  by  maintaining  war 
prices  in  time  of  peace ;  and  to  the  tenant 
It  was  useless  as  a  protection,  for  it  de- 
stroyed his  market,  and  by  involving  the 
people  in  distress,  occasioned  that  fall  of 
prices,  which  by  some  had  been  attributed 
to  the  tariff.    It  was  admitted  by  every 
body  now,  that  the  importation  of  4,867 
head  of  foreign  cattle,  which  was  all  thai 
had  come  in,  up  to  January  last,  would 
not  have  had  the  slightest  effect  upon 
priceSf  in  ordinary  times.    He  had  saki, 
in  the  discussmns  on  the  tariff,  last  year, 
that  the  cattle  had  yet  to  be  bred,  that 
could  supply  the  English  market  upon  a 
large  scale.    It  was  the  state  of  Man- 
chester, Sheffield,  and  Bolton,  that  was 
the  real  cause  of  the  fall  in  the  value  of 
Scotch  and  Irish  stock.    Bot  how  long 
was  this  system  of  continual  mistakes  to 
go  on?  How  louff  would  it  be,  before  the 
landtords  opened  their  eyes  to  their  real 
interests? — their  own  prosperity  was  linked 
with    that   of  every   other   class.    The 
greater  the  extent,  the  variety,  the  pro6t, 
of  every  descriptmn  of  enterprise,   the 
greater  their  certainty  of  gain.    No  man 
could  succeed  in  any  branch  of  industry 
in  this  country,  without  paying  tribute  to 
the  owner  of  the  soiL    Instead  of  Corn- 
laws,  let  them  trust  to  the  mind,  the 
capital,  the  enterprise,  which  were  strug- 
gling to  enlarge  the   boundaries  of  the 
community,  to  which  they  belonged.    But 
the  first  step  to  improvement  of  any  kind, 
was*  to  secure  the  cheapness  and  abund* 
ance  of  the  necessaries  of  life.    If  they  did 
not  do  that,  they  struck  at  the  root  of 
every  improvemenL    The  law,  which,  at 
a  partictilar  time,  made  bread  scarce  and 
dsar,  prodnced  efiects  of  the  worst  kind. 
It  pcodaoed  an  imprsiaion  of  a  moH  mm* 
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<3iiaroni  natnra  on  the  public  nind.  It 
gtve  riie  to  s  belJeT  that  all,  there,  vera 
inflneaoad  by  talfiib  motivci.  That  belief 
already  eiiited  to  a  melaDcholy  extent 
amoDgit  the  people,  and  its  ptenlence 
wai,  perbapa,  ooe  of  the  very  worst  co&m- 
qneocei,  to  wbich  the  Coro-lawe  had  giveD 
liie,  ladesd  be  waa  not  prepared  to  say, 
that  the  moral  effect)  of  the  Corn- laws 
were  not  the  moat  Tatal  legacy,  that  any 
law  could  bequeath.  Yet,  how  could  tbey 
eapect  that  the  people  ihonld  feel  con6- 
dcDc*  or  reipeot  for  their  legislation, 
wbeo  they  aaw  the  inattentbi)  with  which 
At  humblest  petitions  and  the  strongeat 
facts  wen  received?  He  had  presented, 
that  night,  a  petition  from  Sheffield,  signed 
by  16,500  adult  males,  of  every  class, 
profesaion,  and  opinioD.  What  did  it 
state  1 

"  That  the  Hlitionen  hid  suffered  greatl]> 
from  the  intsrfeience  of  the  Legislature  with 
their  food,  md  their  work.— That  their  trade 
was  upoa  the  verge  of  ruin ;— the  health  of 
thowanda  iiijuTed  b;  insufficient  food; — their 
bouei  without  furDiturs,— their  wives  and 
children  without  clothing, — and  great  numbera 
reduced  to  tha  condition  of  paupers," 

Were  these  facts  denied  ?  Not  one  of 
iheml  Aodbow  were  they  met?  Why,  the 
hon.  Member  for  Somerset  told  tbeoi,  that 
he  was  sorry  for  them,  and  would  conseot 
lo  some  change  in  the  Corn-laws,  when 
he  was  convinced  !  lie  wished  the  hon. 
Member  could  go  himself,  and  wheel  a 
barrow  twenty  miles  a  day  for  a  week  or 
two,  with  6t.  to  lake  home  to  his  wife  and 
children  at  the  end,  and  he  would  see  the 
inutility  of  bis  barren  sympathy,  and  learn 
to  look  at  the  question  from  a  very  dif- 
ferent point  of  view.  The  Vjce-preiident 
of  the  Board  of  Trade,  too,  had  said,  last 
oight,  that  be  ahould  regard  it  as  a  na- 
tional calamity,  if  the  600,000  quarUrs  of 
com  that  might  be  bought  at  New  Orleans 
for  22s.  per  quarter  were  to  come  in.  He 
(Mr.  Ward)  held  in  hie  hand  a  letter,  just 
teceived  by  one  of  the  leading  firms  of 
Sheffield  Irom  the  United  States,  which 
furnished  the  best  comment  upoa  such  a 
muarkt    It  said — 

"  I  do  not  know  what  enoourageme&t  I  can 
SMd  jon,  ai  regards  the  proapeets  far  nest 
seuon'i  orders.  This  country  is  scarce  of 
goods,  but  unfortnnatel/  the  farmers  have  not 
Uie  means  to  buy,  having  no  market  for  their 
produce.  Flour  of  the  beat  description  is 
selling  in  dw  West,  at  9i.  ed.  lo  lis,  Gd.  per 
ban^of  IM  Iba.  I  oould  have  plenty  of  this 
for  jow  ibtdik  if  Ifce  British  Oovernaent 


wsnlddnlyallowustosendiltoyon,  Ifihej 
do  not  very  soon,  I  see  they  will  manufacture 
■II  the  hardware  hare,  and  do  without  Eng- 
land altogether." 

How  many  hands  would  not  such  an 
importation  put  into  motion  ?  How  many 
mouths  would  it  not  feed  ?  It  was  a  circle, 
that  was  perpetually  spreading,  beginning 
with  this  single  act : — for  the  man,  who 
inducing  the  parents  to  plunge  into  that 
had  food,  bought  clothea,  and,  in  buying 
them,  gave  work  to  men,  now  unemployed, 
and  starving,  like  himself.  The  national 
calamity  was,  that  the  law  looked  to  the 
price  of  com,  as  the  sole  barometer  of  na- 
tional welfare.  This  it  was,  that  led  to 
the  destruction  of  such  towns  as  Sheffield 
and  Birmingham,  and  to  the  demoralisa- 
tion of  the  great  mass  of  the  population. 
And  here  he  would  read  a  paassgc  from 
Dr.  Arnold,  a  great  man  prematurely  lost 
to  England.  The  paasage  waa  peculiarly 
applicable  to  the  aUie  of  things,  which 
be  wu  attempting  to  describe.  Dr.  Ar- 
nold  was  speaking  on  a  subject,  that 
bore  considerable  analogy  to  our  Corn- 
laws  —  the  usurpation  of  the  public 
lands  by  the  patricians  of  Rome ;  and  he 
said,^ 


"  It  has  been  well  observed,  that  long  pe- 
riods of  general  suffering  make  tki  less  impres- 
BioD  on  our  ninds,  than  tlie  short,  sharp  strug- 
gle, in  which  a  few  distinguished  indlvidu^s 
psHih.  Not,  that  we  oan  over-estimate  the 
honor,  aod  guilt,  of  times  of  open  blood-abed- 
dingibutwearemucb  too  patient  of  the  greater 
miseiy,  and  greater  sin,  of  periods  of  quiet, 
legalised  oppteasion  ;— of  that  moat  deadly  of 
alt  evils,  when  Law,  and  even  Religion  her- 
self, are  false  to  their  divine  origin,  and  tbeir 
voice  is  no  longer  the  voice  of  Ood,  but  of  his 
enemy.  No  pen  can  record,  no  volume  can 
contain,  the  details  of  Uie  daily,  and  houtl;, 
suffering  of  a  whole  people,  endured,  without 
intermisaion,  from  the  cradle  to  the  giave. 
The  mind  itself  cio  scarcely  comprehend  the 
wide  range  of  the  mischief.  How  constant 
poverty,  and  insult  king  endured  as  the  na> 
tursl  portion  of  a  degraded  caste,  bear  with 
them  lo  the  sufferers  something  yet  worse  than 
pain,  whether  of  the  body,  or  the  feelings; 
how  they  dull  the  understanding,  and  poison 
the  morals;  how  ignorance,  and  ill-treatment, 
are  the  parents  of  universal  suspicion;  how 
they,  whose  condition  denies  them  all  noble 
enjoyments,  asd  to  whom  looking  Ibrwsrd,  is 
only  despair,  plunge  themselves,  wiih  a  brute's 
recklessness,  into  the  grossest  sensual  plea- 

What  a  picture  I  yet  bow  true,  and  how 
applicable  to  ourselves  I  Here,  as  in  Rome, 
ktW|  and  Religioo,  bad  beooni*  false  to 
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their  divint  origin.  And  who  could  »- 
aggenle  the  coDiequence*  of  thii  "  quiet, 
l^iwiied,  oppreuioD,"  during  the  last  Tour 
jeara— 4lie  lin  aud  luffering  that  it  hkd 
cauud — llie  extent,  to  which  the  under- 
■taodiDg,  and  morsli,  of  the  people  had 
been  afTected  by  it— the  wajr,  in  which  it 
had  preiaed  upon  them  Trom  the  cradle  to 
the  pave,  inflicting  upon  iha  children  that 
precocious  toil,  which  the  Children*!  Ein-> 
ploynent  Cominiiiion  had  expoied,  aod 
groH  leniuality,  which  Dr.  Arnold  truly 
called  the  wont  fruit  of  detpatr  7  He  had, 
himself,  that  etening,  presented  a  petition 
from  the  handloom  waarera  of  Cumber- 
worth.  In  it,  they  said  that  thcj  would 
Bobinit  with  perfect  resipiatioD  to  their 
anSMinp,  if  they  were  inflicted  by  Prori- 
dence ;  bat  they  were  the  work  of  man ; 
■Dd  were  to  be  perpetuated — 

"  Id  order  that  certain  Hemben  of  your 
boDOurable  House,  and  their  out-door  tup. 
porten,  may  reTel  on  double  renta,  and  cor- 
rupt thuK^men  receire  a  highn  ralue  for 
their  lithe." 

That  feeling  pervaded  a  great  mass 
of  the  people,  and  be  (Mr.  Ward)  would 
beg  them  not  to  disguise  it  from  themselves. 
The  petitioners  proceeded  thus : — 

"  Your  petitiouen  atk  not  to  be  fed  upon 
diarity  ;  they  care  oolbiog  about  poor-lawt,  or 
ten  faoun'  billi,  when  they  cannot  get  one 
hour'*  work.  They  want  bread  —  untaiad 
bread — bih)  the  meuu  or  earning  it,  without 
the  interference  of  a  sclfiib  legiilatiou." 

And  the  people  did  right  to  speak  onl, 
and  aay  what  they  thought  of  the  Corn- 
laws,  when  they  saw  the  way  in  which 
their  petitions  were  received.  To  suppose 
that  a  mere  Bsiaran»  of  barrrn  sympathy 
would  satisfy  men,  who  were  grievonslj 
attffering,  and  grosaly  wronged,  was  to 
suppose  that  which  was  perfectly  impos- 
sible, becaaae  cootrary  to  human  nature. 
What  was  the  case  of  Sheffield  ?  Rates 
ware  7f.  in  the  pound  on  the  rack-rent. 
There  were  4,000  hotiaes  uoinbabiiMl, 
where  then  was  not  one,  six  years  ago. 
Fifty-two  shops  were  vacant  in  eight  of  the 
principal  stieeU;— lea  in  the  Higb-itrect 
■kpoe,  where  there  has  not  been  one  vacant 
fof  the  last  tsn  yean,  13,000  individaals 
ware  reduced  to  pauperism,  and  receiving 
pariah  relief.  13,000  more  were  just  one 
Mage  above  pauperism,  able  to  keep  them- 
selves oS*  the  rates  by  working  two  or  three 
days  in  the  week,  the  trades  havi  ri- 

ficcd  24,000/.       ihe  lut        v     •  lo  ihe 


of  parish  relief.  Auetlonsof  fdmitnra  bid' 
become  so  frequent  aasong  the  middle 
classes,  that  it  was  almost  impoisiMe  to 
effect  sales  ;  and  a  remarkable  proof  of 
this  was  afforded  the  other  day,  when  w 
quantity  of  furniture  was  carted  to  Hali> 
fax,  because  it  was  found  impracticable  to 
effect  a  sale  at  Sheffield.  People  wbo 
formerly  occupied  houses  of  9f.  a>year, 
had  gone  down  to  houses  of  4l„  or  were 
huddling  together,  three  or  four  families  in 
one  miserable  room,  of  which  they  clubbed 
to  pay  the  rent.  A  whole  generation  was 
growing  up  without  the  slightest  tincture  of 
education,  for  the  parents  would  not  aeod 
their  children  to  school  in  rags.  Some 
families  had  kept  back  one  suit,  which 
was  worn,  in  turn— «  lingering  remini- 
scence of  (bat  decent  pride  which  he 
(Mr.  Ward)  recollected  as  the  most  re* 
markable  characleriBtic  of,the  town.  The 
Arm  of  Rodgers,  of  Sheffield,  most  be 
known  by  narae  to  most  of  those,  whom 
he  addressed.  It  was  a  firm  of  European 
celebrity.  That  firm,  during  the  last 
month,  had  dismissed  100  men.  It  had 
been  the  last  to  feel  the  general  distress, 
but  it  fell  it  now.  He  (Mr.  Ward)  had 
been  assured  by  those  intimately  connected 
with  the  town  and  its  manafactares,  that 
the  ablest  artiiani  were  lo«tag  that  (ine- 
neu  of  touch,  and  delicacy  of  manipula- 
tion, on  which  their  excellence  ai  work- 
men depended,  in  cansei|uciicc  of  the 
coarser  labour  to  whii-h  they  were  com. 
pelled  to  apply  tbemsclvcs  for  subsisi 
The  people  were  to  be  seen  going  about  in 
wooden  shoes  and  ragged  garments;  and 
an  humble,  haggard  look,  had  become  ibe 
characteristic  of  a  populmion,  remarkable, 
when  6rst  he  knew  it,  for  its  in  "' 
and  independence.  Yet,  amidi 
tensity  of  unmerited  suffering—  _ 
traced  to  the  Corn-laws,  as  ihcy  b 
which  stood,  like  a  wall  of  brass,  J 
Sheffield  and  its  food,  and  i 
people  bad  manifeatad  r 
and  as  little  of  barshnevt  ii 
plaints,  as  could  have  been  c 
such  fearful  jHivalion!.  ''' 
Baronet  opposite, 
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bad  beeD  impossible  to  fulfil.    A  number 
of  fathers  of  families  were»  in  consequence, 
struck  off  the  parish  books,  because  they 
could  not  perform  the  work  set  them.  These 
paupers,  men  formerly  rate-payers  them* 
selfes,  convened  a  public  meeting  in  Para- 
dise-square, and  he  had  been  assured  that  it 
presented  the  most  melancholy  spectacle 
that  it  was  possible  to  imagine.  500  of  these 
unfortunate  men,  who  had  been  reduced  to 
.become  applicants  for  parish  relief,  came  in 
their  rags  to  the  meeting,  to  appeal  against 
the  decision  of  the  guardians,  and  to  ob- 
tain some  modification  of  the  rules,  which 
they  had  laid  down.    There  were  many 
amongst  them,  who,  three,  or  four,  years 
ago,  had  been  earning  305.,  40s.,  and  50s. 
a  week,  and  whose  talent  was  the  admira- 
tion of  Europe.    The  result  of  this  meet- 
ing was  creditable,  in  the  highest  degree, 
•  to  the  good  sense  of  the  town.     In  the 
first  moment  of  irritation,  an  angry  reso- 
lution against  the  guardians  was  proposed, 
but  it  was  reconsidered  and  rescinded, 
and  a  committee  of  six  gentlemen,  and  six 
working  men,  was  appointed  to  consider 
the  case  of  the  unhappy  persons  who  had 
applied  for  relief.    The  result  was,  that 
they  were  restored  to  the  pay  list,  and 
allowed  to  earn  their  miserable  pittance 
OQ  more  reasonable  terms.     He  would 
appeal  to  the  Secretary  for  the  Home  De- 
partment to  say,  whether  the  demeanour 
of  these  men  was  not  such  as  to  entitle 
them  to  the  deepest  sympathy  ?     [Sir 
James  Oraham^  **  Hear."]      Their  pro- 
ceedings were  noticed   in   the  following 
terms,  by  one  of  the  Shefiield   news- 
papers :— 

**  Never  was  a  more  pitiahle  sight  witnessed 
IB  Sheffield,  than  the  meeting  in  Paradise- 
square,  on  Wednesday  last.  Who  ever  heard 
hefore  of  paupers  convening  a  meeting  to 
state  their  grievances,  and  ask  thie  aid  of  the 
rate-payers?  From  400  to  500  men,  most  of 
them  in  the  prime  of  life,  and  many  of  them 
bushands,  and  fathers  of  families,  assembled 
to  say,  that  they  had  reduced  themselves 
quietly  to  the  starvation  point,  beyond  which 
they  could  not  go.'' 

He  could  not  conceive  anything  more 
characteristic  of  that  sense  of  order  which 
distinguished  the  English  people,  than  the 
manner  in  which  this  meeting  had  passed 
off;  but  let  not  hon.  Members  expect  this 
to  last.  These  men  had  still  some  hope ; 
but  what  would  be  the  consequence  of 
redndng  them  to  despair?  If  any  proof 
were  wanted  of  the  total  incompatibility 
of  lb#*^n-Iaw  and  Poor-law,  they  had 


it  here.    It  was  impossible  to  work  the 
two  together.    They  could  not  continue 
long  to  keep  the  population  of  a  large 
town  in  such  a  state  of  wretchedness  at 
that  which  he  had  described,  and  yet 
expect  them  to  submit  to  their  workhouse 
diet,  while  they  could  say,  and  prove,  that 
it  was  an  Act  of  Parliament  that  stood 
between  them,  and  their  work.    The  two 
measures  were  founded  on  contradictory 
principles,  and  though  he  had  given  his 
support  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Secretary  for  the  Home  Department,  in 
maintaining  the   Poor-law,  yet   no  one 
could  avoid  seeing  that  a  Government, 
which  upheld  the  Corn-laws,  and  declared 
that  it  would  be  a  breach  of  contract  with 
their  supporters  to  make  any  alteration  in 
them,  while  it  insisted  also  on  keeping  up 
the  Poor-law,  stood  in  a  very  different 
position  from  a  Government,  which  pro- 
fessed its  willingness  to  make  a  fair  and 
equitable  settlement  of  the  Corn-law.     It 
v(ould  be  strange  if  all  the  lessons  of  ex- 
perience   were    thrown    away    on    hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite.      Could    they  not 
anticipate  that  what  had   happened  in 
Germany  and  France,  would  happen  else- 
where— that  we  should  rear  up  manu- 
factures in  other  states — that  we  should 
force  the  Americans  into  competition  with 
us,  and  teach  them  to  do  without  us? 
There  were  some  articles  of  manufacture, 
in  which  they  competed  with  us  already, 
They  met  us  in  the  neutral  markets  of 
Brazil,  and  South  America,  with  success ; 
and,  if  we  persevered  in  the  present  sy^^ 
tem  we  should  force  their  industry  into  a 
false  channel,  as  we  forced  that  of  Prussia 
in  1815.    That  was  his  reason  for  sup- 
porting the  present  motion.    He  went  to 
the  full  extent  of  the  principle,  which  bit 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Wolverhamp- 
ton had  laid  down.     He  should  tell  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  the  City  of 
London,  if  he  were  present,  that  he  was 
just  as  much  opposed  to  a  fixed  duty  as 
to  a  sliding-scale.  Other  nations  were  ra- 
pidly learning  to  do  without  us.    Nothing 
could  arrest  the  disease  which  was  de- 
stroying   our    commerce,  but  the  most 
perfect  freedom  of  trade,  beginning  with 
that  which  constituted  the  first  necessary 
of  life.    He  wished  to  go  to  the  root  of 
the  evil  at  once.     That  was  the  wisest 
plan.    As  to  the  fixed  duty,  where  was 
the  party  that  supported   it  now?     I^ 
might  have  been  successful  as  a  compnH 
mise  three  years  ago.    He  would,  himself. 
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bate  accepted  it  then ; — but,  as  be  bad 
told  the  noble  Lord  the  Secretary  for  the 
Colontei,  last  year,  if  a  great  party  re- 
fused a  good  bargain  vnen  offered  to 
them  the  people  always  gained  by  it  in 
the  end,  and  they  would  do  so  now. 
There  was  now  no  party  for  a  fixed  duty. 
Some  of  the  leading  Whigs  might  advo- 
cate iX,  but  there  was  no  party  for  it 
in  or  out  of  the  House.  Any  one  who 
went  to  the  large  towns  to  gather  the  sen- 
timents of  the  people  would  see  that  all 
of  them  demanded  the  establishment  of 
the  principles  of  free*trade— the  total  abo- 
lition of  protection,  whether  for  their  own 
manufactures,  or  those  of  the  land.  They 
saw  no  hope  of  restoring  the  prosperity  of 
the  country  without  it,  and  they  never 
would  take  anything  leu.  Hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  were  not  aware  of  the  extent  to 
which  that  feeling  went.  The  newspapers, 
which  were  the  organs  of  their  opinions,  re- 
fused to  take  the  unpleasant  and  thankless 
ta&k  of  revealing  to  them  the  true  state  of 
public  opinion.  They  talked  of  the  repre- 
sentations of  the  friends  of  free-trade  as 
if  they  were  the  ravings  of  people  who  were 
constituency-hunting  and  popularity  mad; 
while,  in  fact,  a  deep  and  settled  feeling 
was  really  sprowing  up  among  the  middle 
classes*  in  favour  of  tnose  principles  which 
he  was  endeavouring  to  assert*  The 
friends  of  free-trade  might  be  in  a  mi* 
nority  within  those  walls,  but  go  where 
you  would,  they  were  in  a  majoritv  else- 
where. Even  the  farmers,  the  last  ciau  to 
which  the  light  usually  penetrated,  were 
beginning  to  open  their  eyes  to  the  real 
bearing  of  the  question  on  their  interests. 
Look  for  a  moment  at  the  reception  which 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Stockport 
had  met  with  at  Hertford.  He  (Mr. 
Ward)  was  a  Hertfordshire  man,  and  be 
pledged  himself  to  the  fact  that  the  meet, 
ing  which  his  hon.  Friend  addressed  was 
composed  of  most  respectable  persons, 
and,  among  others,  of  many  of  the  largest 
farmers  of  the  county,  yet,  the  motion  for 
a  total  repeal  of  the  Corn- law  was  carried 
almost  unanimously,  not  ten  hands  being 
held  up  against  it.  He  (Mr.  Ward)  had 
his  information  from  a  friend  of  his  who 
held  1,000  acres  of  land,  and  held  up  bis 
hand  for  it.  And  this  was  no  combination 
of  party.  The  appeal  was  made  to  a 
meeting  of  which  the  composition  was 
miscellaneoQs  and  casual ;  yet  it  was 
their  unanimous  opinion,  that  the  best 
thing  for  the  tenantry  would  be  to  abo- 


lish the  Coni*lawa  utterly.  Tbey  w«re 
perfectly  right;  for  the  farmers  oev«r 
could  know  what  they  were  about, 
so  long  as  they  had  a  Sliding-scale,  aud 
made  contracts  with  their  Und  lords  oo  a 
basis  liable  to  eternal  fluctuation.  Thej 
could  not  invest  their  aaoney  with  aaHsty, 
or  cultivate,  the  land  with  advantage. 
They  were  not  doing  this  at  the  present 
moment,  for  never  bad  tbera  bcien  leia 
labour  applied  to  the  land  than  during 
this  year,  and  labour  would  never  be  ap- 
plied to  it  again,  till  the  fiarmers  had  oMMne 
security  than  the  present  system  gate 
them.  The  farmers  well  knew  that  rtoml 
mattered  little  totheas,  provided  tbey  bad 
an  adjustment  of  rents,  and  were  met 
fairly  by  their  landlords.  On  the  very 
spot,  where  this  Hertford  aaeeting  was 
held,  the  last  time  he  appeared  publidy 
in  Hertfordshire,  when  attending  bia 
friend  Mr.  Alston,  who  was  no  longer  a 
Member  of  the  House,  to  the  hnatinga, 
in  1841,  he  remembered  that  they  were 
swamped  by  the  tenantry  of  Hertfordabire. 
coming  down  to  vote  for  ''  the  fannera* 
friends.**  The  farmers  now  knew  their 
friends  a  little  better.  They  were  ready 
to  enter  upon  a  new  aystem ;  and  if  the 
landk>rds  would  grant  theoa  leases,  and 
nseet  them  fairly,  tbey  bad  no  fear  what- 
ever of  the  cooaequenoea  of  fre*-trada. 
For  bimaelf,  be  bad  been  repioaeiMd 
with  being  a  traitor  to  that  intereal,  with 
which  he  waa  naturalW  oooneoted,  asd 
with  having  modified  bia  own  opinions 
since  be  came  into  the  House ;  some  night 
think,  on  account  of  the  conatitueoey, 
which  he  represented.  That  hia  opinions 
had  undergone  modification  on  the  aubject 
of  the  Corn-laws,  be  was  not  in  the  least 
ashamed  to  own.  He  bad  eooe  into  Par- 
liament a  stranger  to  England,  without 
the  means  of  formiiu^  an  opinion  on  manv 
subiecu :— but  he  bad  eonaaed  himself, 
and  he  had  formed  opinions,  which,  hav- 
ing OQce  aatisfied  himself  of  their  justness, 
he  should  always  be  prepared  to  maintain. 
He  held  the  same  opiniona,  latterly,  when 
representing  St.  Albans,  as  be  held  now ; 
and  he  should  hold  them  when  he  had  no 
constituency  to  conciliate,  or  to  fear,  which 
would,  probably,  soon  be  the  case,  as  he 
did  not  expect,  after  the  close  of  the  pre- 
sent Session,  to  continue  a  Member  of 
ihat  House.  But  if  it  were  the  last  word, 
that  he  bad  to  utter  there,  he  would  place 
on  record  his  conviction,  that  the  Corn- 
lawa,  from  firat  to  last,  had  been,  what  be 
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began  by  ealliog  them,  a  moat  eaUmitoiis 
mistake,  which  bad  dee|^;  injured  the 
commuDity,  without  the  slightest  ben^t 
to  the  land.  In  dealing  with  them  now, 
be  felt  that»  to  tamper  with  the  great  in- 
terests of  the  country  by  a  partial  change, 
was  certain  to  be  a  feilure,  as  it  bad  b^n 
op  to  that  moment.  By  refusing  to  make 
that  ohsngCy  which  public  opinion,  and 
public  necessity,  called  for,  they  would 
alienate  the  affection,  and  respect^  of  the 
great  balk  of  the  community,  towards  the 
Legislature,  and  fill  them  with  sentiments 
of  distrust,  and  aversion,  which  might 
endanger  the  very  existence  of  the  country 
itaelf ; — while,  by  assenting  to  the  change 
recommended  by  his  hon.  Friend,  it  was 
still  in  the  power  of  the  House  to  retain 
the  confidence,  and  good  will,  of  the  peo- 

Sle,  which  they  would  deservedly  forfeit 
y  turning  a  deaf  ear  to  their  prayers. 
Captain  Fitxmaurice^  with  permis- 
sion of  the  Hou  ^e,  wished  to  offer  a  few 
observations  on  the  subject  now  before  it ; 
common  justice  required  that  he  should 
refute  some  of  the  various  calumnies  which 
hsd  been  heaped  upon  that  portion  of  the 
community  which  he  had  the  honour  to 
represent.  He  was  not  about  to  retaliate 
for  all  this  in  kind.  It  was  by  union,  and 
not  by  discord,  that  we  could  hope  to  see 
the  vast  resources  of  this  great  country 
developed  with  advantage  to  the  commu^ 
nity  at  large.  Hon.  Members  opposite 
bad  endeavoured  to  make  out  that  the 
agriculturists  were  not  only  monopolists, 
but  that  they  were  anxious  to  separate 
their  interests  from  those  of  the  commer* 
cial  world.  Now,  be  did  not  believe  that 
any  agriculturist  of  common  senss,  if  they 
could  conceive  such  an  animal,  over 
dreamt  of  anything  of  the  kind.  For  his 
own  port,  he  believed  the  two  to  be  as 
identical  as  the  soul  was  with  the  human 
body,  and  as  well  might  they  expect  the 
corporeal  functions  to  be  carried  on  with 
vigour  and  effect  after  the  soul  had 
winged  its  long  flight  into  the  regions  of 
eternity,  as  to  suppose  that  this  country 
would  not  have  received  a  death-blow  to 
its  energies  the  moment  these  two  interests 
were  separated.  He  had  far  greater  reason 
to  tax  the  opposite  side  of  the  House  with 
a  wish  for  this  separation.  He  had  been 
a  constant  resident  in  the  manufacturing 
districts,  and  he  had  frequently  heard 
manufacturers  say,  that  they  hoped  ere 
long  to  ride  rough-ahod  over  the  landed 
interests  of  this  country ;  and  when  they 


had  performed  this  moat  ebristian  feat, 
what  would  they  have  done?  Why,  what 
Cain  did  unto  Abel-^slain  their  own 
brother ;  and  they  might  depend  upon  it, 
thai  the  day  that  saw  the  downfall  of  the 
agriculturists  would  be  a  signal  for  them 
to  weave  sackcloth  in  their  looms,  and 
heap  up  their  ashes  for  their  own  heads. 
Now,  it  appeared  to  him  that  this  measure 
had  been  brought  forward  under  a  very 
great  misnomer ;  it  bad  received  the  ap- 
pellation of  free-trade;  whereas,  all  that 
appeared  to  be  sought  for  was  the  repeal 
of  doty  on  a  particular  article,  which 
pressed  heavily  on  the  particularly  fine 
profits  of  the  manufacturers,  Fre^trade 
to  be  just  must  be  universal,  and  that  land 
that  was  about  to  receive  it  as  a  practical 
benefit  must  be  relieved  from  all  those 
burthens  which  pressed  heavily  on  the 
different  portions  of  the  community,  and 
which,  saddled  with  them  as  this  country 
was,  and  more  particularly  the  agricultu- 
ral interest,  would  render  it  a  cruel,  un- 
just, and  inefficient  measure.  Now,  he 
feared  that  there  were  many  hon.  Mem- 
hereof  that  House  who  would  gladl  v  see  this 
country  assimilated  to  America ;  that  land 
where  freedom  was  supposed  to  expand 
her  wing  to  the  utmost,  and  soar  the  high** 
est  in  her  flight ;  that  Eldorado  of  liberty 
where  they  held  a  population  of  millions 
in  slavery,  and  whera  a  eitizeo  of  tha 
United  States  would  not  sit  dowp  besida 
a  man  of  ooloor,  no,  not  even  in  that  very 
building  where  the  Creator  had  declared 
that  all  men  were  equal  in  bis  sight.  Let 
us  see  what  was  the  state  of  this  boasted 
land.  From  a  pamphlet  published  by 
the  League,  he  took  the  following : 

^  During  the  interval  from  1815  to  1822, 
the  fitnner  experieaoed  the  most  extraordinary 
fluctuations  in  the  price  of  his  merchandise— 
fiuctuatioDS  arising  from  the  variations  of  the 
seasons,  but  aggravated  by  the  state  of  the 
law,  which  either  rigorously  prohibited,  or  in- 
discriminately admitted  foreign  com.  .  .  . 
In  the  spring  of  1817  wheat  sold  at  120r.  a 
quarter ;  in  the  winter  of  1821-2  it  sold  at 
less  than  40s.  a  quarter ;  the  average  of  the 
year  1817  being  94^.,  and  that  of  1822  being 
43j,  .  •  .  •  The  insolvency  of  tenants 
at  this  period  was  unparalleled  in  the  history 
of  the  agricultural  classes,^ 

Now,  in  a  land  whera  there  was  no 
Corn«law,  he  had  a  right  to  expect  that 
there  were  none  of  these  misfortunes  or 
fluctuations;  yet  what  was  the  case  in 
America : — 

<<  From  the  month  of  June,  1839,  to  the 
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flMWth  of  Oetober,  1840,  tlie  price  of  wbeat 
wat  doobU  at  on*  period  wlutt  H  was  at  the 
odier ;  io  Joae,  1839,  it  was  ZU,  9tL ;  in  Oc- 
tober, 1840,  it  was  63i.  4d.  per  qoartec** 

Look  for  a  rooneot  at  the  two  datiet 
who  would  be  roost  materially  affected 
bj  tbe  pa«tD{  of  this  neasare.  He  al- 
laded  to  the  agricaltoral  and  mecbaoical 
laboorer,  whoaa  coodition  we  were  told 
were  detpieed.  Coold  he,  aa  a  military 
man,  detpife  either  of  thoae  two  clasaet 
whence  were  drawn  the  men  who,  hot 
lately,  swept  oar  foes  from  tbe  heights  of 
Affghantstao,  and  planted  the  staiMiard  of 
England  on  the  fortress  of  the  Bala  His- 
sar  ?  and  was  the  manafacturing  mechanic 
the  more  to  be  despised  because  the 
sphere  of  his  actioos  was  more  confined  ? 
What  was  there  in  reason  or  common 
sense  that  coald  make  os  despise  the  men 
by  whom  we  were  clothed?  what  coald 
baman  natore  suggest  bat  the  siocerest 
sympathy  for  that  being  who  positively 
pats  food  into  oar  moaths ;  who,  while  we 
were  warming  oarselres  by  the  fire,  was 
exposed  to  all  the  inclemencies  of  the 
season,  who  demanded  neither  honours, 
rewards,  nor  emoloments, — who  sought 
but  a  bare  subsistence,  and  lay  down  to 
rest  merely  to  refresh  himself  for  to-mor- 
row's toil  ?  It  was  painful  to  see  the  way 
b  which  they  bad,  most  unjustly,  been 
held  up  to  tbe  execration  of  their  fellow- 
creatures,  and  hon. members  who  professed 
to  be  such  sincere  advocates  for  tbe  cause 
of  truth  and  justice  would,  he  was  sure, 
regret  expressions  towards  the  agricultur- 
ists, which  he  was  certain,  at  a  future 
period,  their  better  judgment  would  con- 
demn. Regarding  these  two  classes,  had 
the  conduct  of  manufacturers  towards 
their  operatives  been  such  as  to  induce 
them  to  believe  that  tbey  would  benefit  in 
a  similar  ratio  with  their  employers  ?  He 
contended  it  had  not.  He  would  allow 
that  io  many  instances  the  wages  might 
nominally  not  have  been  reduced  in  the 
manufacturing  districts;  but  what  had 
the  reality  been  7  Where  men  had  been 
working  by  the  piece  a  most  ingenious 
device  had  been  resorted  to— their  labour 
had  received  a  sort  of  **  vires  acquirit 
eundo  "  process,  by  means  of  which  their 
task  has  been  doubled  while  their  rate  of 
wages  remained  the  same  as  formerly. 
Now,  he  called  this  a  most  Jesuitical  way 
of  not  lowering  a  man*s  wages.  Secondly, 
in  the  event  of  free-trade  becoming  the 
law  of  the  land,  what  occupation  was  de- 


vised for  that  mass  of  agricaltoral  laboor- 
ers  who  would  be  thrown  out  of  employ- 
ment by  the  poor  and  indifferent  laiid 
being  thrown  out  of  cultivation?  They 
would  perhaps  say,  that  poor  land  would 
not  be  thrown  out  of  cnltivation  ; 
but  he  strongly  suspected  that  tbe 
fanners  would  decline  the  philanthropie 
honour  of  producing  com  without  any  re- 
muneration whatever;  the  dullest  agri- 
cultural stupidity  was  rather  too  sharp  for 
tbau  Well,  then,  what  was  to  be  done 
with  these  men.  Would  you  give  a  man  Ooss 
silk  to  weave  who  had  been  used  to  handle 
the  plough  and  the  flail?  Why,  more 
good  stuff  would  stick  to  his  fingers  in  a 
day's  work  than  ever  adhered  to  that  of 
right  hon.  Gentlemen  who  had  held  office 
for  the  last  ten  years,  and  that  was  al- 
lowed to  be  no  inconsiderate  quantity. 
In  the  event  of  these  men  finding  employ- 
ment, he  supposed  we  should  next  be  told 
that  free-trade  would  not  lower  their 
wages.  Now,  he  contended  that  it  mast. 
No  farmer  or  manufacturer  could  aflford  to 
give  higher  wages  for  his  labour  than  the 
value  of  that  labour  would  produce  him 
in  return.  If  a  man  gave  12i.  a  week  for 
his  labour  when  corn  was  selling  for  55s. 
a  quarter,  what  sort  of  price  could  he  af- 
ford to  give  them  when  wheat  was  at  35s. 
or  40s.  ?  It  was  of  no  use  saying  that  the 
reduction  in  the  price  of  provisions  would 
make  up  the  difference;  it  would  not. 
He  was  almost  fearful  to  name  what  ha 
considered  tbe  greatest  detriment  that  the 
fanner  suffered  from  at  this  momentt  be- 
cause he  knew  full  well  what  sort  of  reply 
he  should  have  in  return.  What  he  al* 
loded  to  was  tbe  perpetual  ceaseless 
change  in  the  law  that  ruled  the  farmer's 
destiny.  If  free-trade  was  to  be  our  ulti- 
mate portion,  far  better  that  we  shouM 
know  It  at  once.  Let  the  Corn-laws,  like 
Lord  Byron's  description  of  the  pirates 
death — let  them  '*  with  one  pang,  one 
bound  escape  control,"*  sooner  than  be 
kept,  like  the  sword  of  Damocles,  quiver- 
ing io  perpetual  uncertainty,  over  the 
farmer ;  and  what  was  that  man's  condi- 
tion at  this  moment?  Why,  positiveW 
trembling  for  existence  under  the  bceath 
of  popular  agitation;  and  was  that  the 
state  you  would  leave  those  men  in  who 
once  formed  England's  bulwark  in  her 
hour  of  need  ?  He  knew  full  well  what 
hon.  Members  opposite  would  immediately 
say-*why  not  settle  the  question  at  once  ? 
I  Simply  because  there  were  so  many  ways 
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of  settling  the  question,  and  that  they 
were  not  inclined  to  settle  it  in  a  rational 
way.     In  Spain  and  Italy  they  settled  the 
question  with  the  knife  and  the  dagger ; 
in  Ireland   they  more   politely    referred 
matters  to  the  shillelagh ;  but  he  appre- 
hended that  the  settlement  that  was  in- 
tended for  the  agriculturist  was  the  ship's 
settlement,   and   when  they  settled    the 
question  he  believed  they  went  down  stern 
foremost  and  carried  all  hands  with  them. 
Now;  he  trusted  that  this  House  and  this 
country  would  pause  before  they  gave 
to  fearful  a  plunge  ;  that  they  would  pause 
before  they  gave  impulse  to  a  shock  which 
would  vibrate  from  one  end  of  this  land  to 
the  other,  and  which  would  be  re-echoed 
back  by  the  angry  voice  of  millions,  in  a 
manner  that  never  could   be  mistaken. 
His  firm  conviction  was,  that  free-trade 
would  convulse  this  country  to  its  centre, 
and  that  it  never  would  rise  from  the 
shock.     He  had  to  thank  the  House  for 
the  patient  kindness  with  which  they  had 
listened  to  these  remarks,  for  the  sake  of 
those  whose  cause  he  was  pleading,  he 
regretted  that  he  had  not  greater  ability  to 
urge  it,  but  every  man  could  only  do  his 
best.     He  was  sure  that  he  should   not 
appeal  to  the  good  feeling  of  that  House 
in  vain  when  he  asked  them  to  take  into 
consideration    that  anxiety   which   every 
man  must  feel  on  addressing  himself  for 
the  first  time  to  the  aristocracy  of  rank^ 
wealth,  and  talent  which  he  saw  before 
and  around  him  on  all  sides. 

Sir  C.  Napier  would  not  have  been 
inclined  to  trouble  the  House  at  all,  but 
for  the  circumstance  that  he  represented 
so  large  a  constituency,  which  would  not 
feel  well  satisfied  with  a  silent  vote.  Last 
Session  he  had  voted  for  the  motion  of 
his  boo.  Friend,  and  had  stated  his  reasons 
lor  doing  so.  He  thought  it  right  on  the 
present  occasion  also  to  state  his  reasons 
for  the  vote  he  intended  to  give  in  favour 
of  the  motion  now  brought  forward.  He 
was  liot  himself  an  advocate  for  the  total 
and  immediate  repeal  of  the  Corn -laws, 
because  he  believed  that  such  a  measure 
would  derange  to  a  great  extent  the  agri- 
cultural interest,  and  also,  he  thought, 
very  much  affect  the  labouring  classes. 
If  any  hon.  Gentleman  had  brought  for- 
ward a  motion  for  a  fixed  duty  he  should 
certainly  have  given  his  support  to  it  in 
preference  to  a  motion  for  a  total  repeal ; 
but  if  no  Member  made  a  proposition  for 
a  fixed  datj,  be  should  certainly  vote  for 
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his  hon.  Friend's  motion,  because  he  be- 
lieved the  existing  sliding-scale  was  still 
more  dangerous  and  disadvantageous  to 
the  trade  and  commerce  of  this  country, 
as  well  as  to  the  agricultural  interest.    He 
thought  the   Anti-Corn-law  League  had 
done  a  great  deal  of  good  in  this  country; 
they  had  a  full  right  to  agitate  the  ques- 
tion as  much  as  possible,  for  all  must  have 
observed  that  nothing  was  to  be  obtained 
from  the  House  but  by  agitation.     The 
Reform  Bill  had  been  carried  by  agitation, 
and  Change  of  the  Corn-laws    must  be 
brought  about  by  the  same  means.     He 
was,  however,  of  opinion  that  Members 
of  Parliament  should  confine  themselves 
to  the  arena  of  that  House  in  the  discus- 
sion of  questions,  and  that  was  the  reason 
why  he  had  never  joined  the  League.    He 
had  prepared  a  table,  which  would  place 
in  the  clearest  light  the  operation  of  the 
new  sliding-scale  in  excluding  the  distant 
ports  of  the   United  States,  Egypt,   the 
Black  Sea,  and  Sicily  from  the  benefit  of 
the  trade.     From  the  United  States  only 
72  vessels  had  arrived  in  this  country  with 
corn  and  flour;    the   average  number  of 
days  on  the  voyage  was  39 ;  the  quantity 
of  wheat,  5,923  quarters;  of  flour,  181,564 
cwt.;  the  duty  at  the  time  of  sailing,  on 
the  wheat  145.,  on  the  flour  5s.  5d. ;  at 
the  time  of  arrival^  on  the  wheat  9s.  10(^., 
on  the  flour  4s.  id.     From  Egypt,  the 
number  of  vessels  was  53 ;  the  length  of 
the  voyage,   66  days;    the   quantity   of 
wheat,  28,224  quarters  ^no  flour);    the 
duty  at  the  time  of  sailing,   17s.  7d.;  at 
the  time  of  arrival,  1^^.  2^d.     From  Sicily 
the  number  of  vessels  was  26,  the  length 
of  the   voyaore  .59  days,  the  quantity  of 
wheat  32,508  quarters,  with  285  cwts.  of 
flour ;  the  duty  at  the  time  of  sailing  on 
the  wheat,  16^.  7^d.;  on  the  flour,  9s.  6d. ; 
at  the    time   of   arrival,  on  the   wheat, 
12s.  \ld.\  on  the  flour,  3*.  9|d.     From 
the  ports  of  the  Black  Sea  the  number 
of    vessels  was  122,    the   length  of  the 
voyage  92  days,    the  quantity  of  wheat 
213,560  quarters   (no    flour);    the  duty 
at  the  time  of  sailing  17s.;  at  the  time 
of  arrival,  I2s,6d.-  The  whole  quantity 
coming  to  this  country  from  all  these  dif- 
ferent regions  was  280,215  quarters  of 
wheat,  and  181,849  cwts.  of  flour.    This 
clearly   proved   that   under  the    sliding- 
scale   it   was   impossible  for  the  distant 
ports  to  avail  themselves  of  the  market  of 
this  country.     During  a  voyage  from  one 
of  the  near  ports,  performed  with  the  aid 
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of  steam,  ihere  might  be  a  tolerable  cer- 
tainty that  there  would  be  no  great  change 
of  duty,  but  it  was  perfectly  impossible 
for  a  merchant  in  a  distant  port  to  run  the 
rick  of  sending  a  cargo,  because  he  might 
find  that  the  price  had  fallen  so  much, 
and  the  duty  run  so  high,  between  the 
time  of  shipment  and  arrival,  that  the 
speculation  might  prove  ruinous  to  him. 
Even  the  small  quantity  of  flour  that  was 
brought  from  America  did  not  come  in 
the  course  of  a  regular  trade,  but  it  was 
brought  by  the  liners  merely  to  avoid  tak- 
ing ballast.  From  New  Orleans,  whence 
the  Vice-President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
had  assured  them  that  600,000  barrels  of 
flour,  and  300,000  quarters  of  wheat  were 
ready  to  be  introduced,  when  the  ports 
were  opened,  only  forty-six  quarters  of 
wheat,  and  26,669  barrels  of  flour  had  yet 
arrived.  The  new  sliding-scale  had  di- 
minished to  some  extent  the  quantity  of 
wheat  thrown  on  the  market  at  once  dur- 
ing harvest  time,  and  so  far  it  was  an  im- 
provement on  the  old  law ;  but  under  a 
fixed  duty,  instead  of  importing  an  in- 
creased amount  at  once,  as  we  still  did, 
the  quantity  required  would  be  brought  in 
as  it  was  wanted,  prices  would  continue 
steady,  trade  would  be  improved,  and 
agriculture,  as  he  firmly  believed,  would 
suffer  less  than  it  did  under  the  present 
system.  The  Vice-President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  had  contended  that  the  British 
shipowners  did  not  suffer  in  their  interests, 
having  a  fair  share  of  the  trade ;  but  it 
was  clearly  impossible  for  shipowners  to 
send  their  ships  abroad  and  keep  them 
waiting  till  corn  should  go  up,  and  the 
scale  AoM  go  down.  The  growers  must 
take  the  first  ship  that  was  to  be  had  in 
the  port,  for  the  English  shipowners  could 
not  afford  to  keep  their  vessels  waiting 
there.  He  had  shown  that  the  sliding- 
scale  was  as  disadvantageous  to  trade  and 
navigation  as  he  believed  it  to  be  to  agri- 
culture, and  as  no  fixed  duty  had  been 
Croposed»  be  felt  it  to  be  his  duty  to  ad- 
ere  to  bis  hon.  Friend,  and  vote  for  total 
repeal  in  preference  to  the  right  hon. 
Baronet's  slidbg- scale. 

Mr.  B,  Cochrane  said,  that  the  question 
before  the  House  had  been  so  often  dis- 
cussed at  lenjeth,  and  all  that  could  be 
said  on  the  subject  had  been  so  completely 
exhausted,  that  it  was  almost  impossible 
to  put  forward  any  new  argument  on  one 
side  or  other,  or  to  propound  any  original 
views.     But  It  was,  notwithstanding!  a 


question  of  such  vital  importance,  not 
alone  of  itself,  but  in  regard  also  lo  the 
collateral  circumstances  connected  with  it^ 
that  he  trusted  the  House,  in  conaidera- 
tion  of  the  duty  he  owed  his  constituents, 
and  the  country  woukl  bear  with  him  ibr 
a  brief  space  while  he  addressed  to  it  one 
or  two  observations  on  the  snbject.  Eter 
since  her  Majesty's  late  Government  had 
brought  forward  their  novel  expedient  lor 
filling  the  Exchequer  by  the  abolition  of 
the  Corn- law,  the  Corn-law  agitation  bad 
been  the  one  agitation  of  the  country.  As 
the  hon.  Member  for  Stockport  had  pro* 
mised  on  a  previous  occasion,  the  oppo- 
nents of  the  Com- law,  or  rather,  the  pro- 
meters  of  the  agitation,  had  sent  their 
emissaries  into  every  village  in  the  coontry 
to  promulgate  their  doctrines,  and  he  coo- 
sidered  it  was  but  due  to  these  persona  to 
state  that  they  conducted  their  agitation 
with  great  energy,  with  much  vigour, 
and  with  a  considerable  degree  of  syatani 
in  the  matter.  The  result  was,  that  the 
agitation  of  the  Corn-law  was  now  tbt 
all-pervading  political  feature  of  the  day. 
He  had  been  very  much  astonished  at 
some  of  the  arguments  of  the  hon.  Men* 
her  for  Sheffield  in  favour  of  the  motion. 
The  hon.  Member  had  said  that  protection 
to  agriculture  commenced  in  1815;  but 
he  could  not  understand  how  the  hon* 
Member  should  make  auch  a  stalemanU 
In  1815,  the  remunerating  prion  of  com 
was  stated  to  be  80i.,  but  in  1823,  it 
fixed  as  low  as  70». ;  and  in  182d, 
Mr.  Canning  brought  forward  his  motion 
on  the  subject  of  tbe  Corn-laws,  it  knd 
been  declared  by  no  less  an  aoUioriiy 
than  the  Duke  of  Wellington  at  66t. 
I^st  year,  likewise,  tbe  right  boa.  Baro- 
net at  the  head  of  her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment had  placed  it  between  54s.  and  56s* 
Under  these  circumstances,  he  wished  lo 
know  how  the  hon.  Member  for  Sheffield 
could  say  that  there  had  been  protection 
to  agriculture  for  so  long  a  period.  On 
the  contrary,  there  bad  been  a  diminution 
of  protection  since  1815— a  diminution, 
progreuive  and  certain,  arising  «(bolly  one 
of  the  cry  without  doors  on  tbe  subject* 
However,  there  was  one  fact  deduceaUe 
from  the  statement  of  tbe  bon.  Member 
which  ought  to  be  borne  in  mind  by  tbe 
House  in  deciding  upon  the  question  be- 
fore it,  namely — that  there  bad  not  been 
a  single  settlement  of  tbe  Corn-law  since 
1815,  which  bad  been  satisCactory  to  bon* 
Gentlemen  opposite.    It  was  urged  tbal 
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a  fixed  doty  would  be  a  satisfactory  aeU 
tletnent  of  the  quescion;  but  he  would 
ask  ibe  Hoose  whether,  for  a  moment,  any 
ooe  believed  that  such  a  settlement  would 
be  considered  final  ?    Every  bon.  Member 
who  had  gives  the  subject  the  least  at- 
tention was  well  aware  that  the  Corn- law 
was  not  the  real  question  at  issue ;  that  it 
was  only  a  stalking-horse  for  agiutioa; 
and  thai  if  it  even  were  repealed  the  next 
day,  the  day   following  there  would  be 
found    another  grievance,  wherewith   to 
disturb  the  peace  of  the  country— 'vote  by 
ballot,  universal  suffrage,  or  anything  else 
that  could  produce  agitation.  EUit  to  recur 
to  other  grounds  of  argument  against  the 
motion  before  the  House.     Last  year  the 
boo.   Member  for    Wolverhampton   had 
stated  explicitly,  as  a  ground  for  granting 
his  motion  on  the  subject,  that  the  repeal 
of  the  Corn. law  would  not  throw  a  single 
acre  of  land  out  of  cultivation  in  the  coun- 
try ;  and,  in  proof  of  his  assertion,  the  hoa. 
Member  slated  as  on  authority/ that  no 
less  than  two  millions  of  quarters  of  corn 
w«uld  be  required  for  the  consumption  of 
the  population  over  and  above  what  the 
land  at  present  under  cultivation  could 
produce.    The  same  thing,  in  substance, 
had  been  said  a  short  time  since,  ako,  by 
the  bon.  Member  for  Stockport,  who  added, 
that  by  makiag  proper  arrangements,  the 
laadioid  migU  be  certain  Uiat  no  land 
would  be  lost  to  them  whiek  was  product* 
iva  at  prtseot.    Bat  thco  caoa  the  hoa. 
Member  for  Sheflield,  and  be  stated  that 
the  repeal  of  the  Com-iaw  would  throw 
aN  the  bad  land  at  present  productive  eo. 
tirely  out  of  cdtivatioa.    Which  was  to 
be  trusted  ?    When  doctors  differed,  who 
woald  undertake  to  decide  ?    Ooe  thing, 
however,  was  certain;  these. Gentlemen 
were  all  oobarked  in  the  same  ship,  and 
had  m  that  respect  but  the  same  object 
in  view,  the  end  of  their  voyage.     It  was 
quite  amnsing  to  hear  how  hon.  Oentle- 
meo  on  the  other  side  of  the  House  spoke 
of  the  mighty  interests  mixed  op  and  in- 
separably united  with  the  Cora-law.   The 
agricuhurists  of  the  country  were  talked 
of  as  a  small  section,  and  the  immense 
ioAaence  possessed  by  them,  as  a  legiti- 
mate consequence  of  their  position,  was 
afiected  to  be  slighted.     But  the  agricul- 
Uirista,  indnding  landlords,  farmers,  and 
labooiera  of  every  dass  connected  with 
land,  farmed,  in  point  of  fact,  the  great 
mass  of  ^  popaiation  in  point  of  num- 
bers ;  a«d  wmtl^  in  strict  trath^  the  gwat 


elements  oi  the  national  strength.  On 
the  subject  of  that  influence  he  could  not, 
he  <H)nsMlered,  quote  any  authority  more 
appof  ito,  nor  of  a  higher  character,  than 
that  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  at  the  head 
of  the  Home  Department,  in  his  able 
pamphlet  on  com  and  currency.  The 
right  hon.  Baronet  said : — 

**  United,  what  m^t  not  the  landed  inter- 
est effect?  The  ancient  nobility  ioheritiog 
strong  attachment  to  the  soil  which  their  fore- 
fathers transmitted  as  the  shield  to  the  family 
honours,  constitutes  still  an  immense  majority 
in  the  House  of  Lords,  notwithstanding  the 
more  recent  infusion  of  less  noble  blood.  In 
the  House  of  Commons  the  landed  proprietois 
form  a  phalanx  which  no  Minister  could  resist 
if  they  could  be  brought  to  act  in  concert,  and 
move  on  one  attainable  object.*' 

In  1814,  Mr.  Huskisson  stated  that 
protection  should  be  ensured  to  the  home- 
grower  of  corn  against  the  foreign  pro- 
ducer; and  although  that  distinguished 
statesman  had  changed  or  modiOed  his 
opinions  subsequently,  he  (Mr.  B.  Coch- 
rane) did  not  see  how  hon.  Gentlemen  on 
the  other  side  of  the  House  could  refute 
that  ststement.  At  all  events,  tbey  had  not, 
up  to  that  time,  succeeded  in  their  at« 
tempts.  The  hon.  Member  for  Stockport 
bad  laid  great  stress  upon  the  subject  of 
wages,  ill  conneetkHi  with  the  question 
under  discnsMOo,  uimI  had  attempted  to 
prove  that  the  distress  of  the  cotintry  was 
directly  caused  by  the  operation  of  the 
Com«law,  No  one  4i«estioned  the  dis« 
tress  of  the  country;  but  be  could  not 
admit  the  hon.  Gentleman's  conclusions 
as  to  its  cause.  The  hon.  Member  had 
alluded  to  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  DorsetshirCi  and  commented  on  the 
low  wages  and  the  distress  which  he  said 
prevailed  upon  the  bon.  Gentleman's  es- 
tate. On  no  estate  in  the  south  of  Eng- 
land, however,  be  was  was  prepared  to 
prove,  had  the  tenantry  such  a  kind  land- 
lord as  his  bon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Dorsetshire,  and  no  landlord  had  a  hap- 
pier or  more  contented  tenantry.  But  if 
there  was  stich  distress  on  the  estate  of 
his  hon.  Friend  as  the  hon.  Member  for 
Stockport  had  represented,  what  must  it 
be  in  other  agricultural  districts?  He 
would  also  ask,  was  there  no  distress  in 
the  manufacturing  districts?  Were  all 
the  workmen  employed  by  the  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen and  other  manufacturers  living 
perfectly  at  their  ease  in  the  midst  of 
abundance,  well  supported  and  well  cared 
for?  llaughter.l  The  boo.  Member  for 
F2 
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SbeffieM  tmiled.  Ba  the  hon.  Member 
did  not  smile  when  he  made  use  of  the 
dtstreM  among  the  mannfacturert  for  the 
piirpotes  of  bit  own  argument.  The  diitrest 
of  the  maDofactaring  districts,  however,  un- 
like that  of  the  agricoltural,  had  come  to  be 
considered  as  inieparably  connected  with 
ignorance  and  depravity,  and  in  the  minds 
of  men  they  were  identified  with  the  produc- 
tive results  of  the  manufacturing  system. 
That  misery  and  depravity  arose  princi- 
pally from  the  cupidity  of  individuals, 
who  were  cursed  with  the  all-absorbing 
desire  for  an  accumulation  of  wealth — 
that  appetite  which  grew  with  what  it  fed 
upon.  He  asked — feailessly  asked  —  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  to  produce  parallel 
profligacy  and  distress  as  a  consequence  of 
the  agricultural  system,  or  as  miseries 
common  to  the  population  of  the  agricul- 
tural districts.  The  hon.  Member  for  New- 
ark and  another  hon.  Member  had  gone 
down  to  Bolton  last  year  to  examine  into 
the  condition  of  the  working  population  of 
that  town,  and  they  had,  on  their  return, 
described  the  distress  which  prevailed 
there  in  terms  that  horrified  the  hearer. 
Houses  so  shattered,  that  the  wind,  and 
the  rain,  and  the  cold,  found  a  free  entry, 
into  them-^all,  indeed,  but  comfort,  were 
among  the  items ;  and  crowds,  so  desti- 
tute of  every  article  of  bedding,  that  one 
blanket  was  the  average  among  every  fifty- 
four  individuals.  All  that  wretchedness 
arose  from  the  over-anxiety  of  individuals 
to  accumulate  wealth,  and  from  the  over- 
production in  manufactures,  consequent 
upon  that  desire.  A  great  deal  had  been 
said  of  national  prosperity  abroad,  at  the 
present  moment.  The  conquests  of  Eiig- 
land  in  China  had  been  vaunted,  her  colo- 
nies had  been  put  forward,  and  it  was 
boasted  that  the  sun  never  set  on  her 
empire — while  at  home  her  railways  and 
canals,  and  steam  boats  and  manufac- 
tories, improved  modes  of  traffic  and  pro- 
duction, were  pointed  at  as  a  corroborative 
proof  of  similar  internal  wealth  and  power. 
But  to  that  was  decidedlv  opposed  the 
acknowledged  distress  of  the  people,  and 
he  (Mr.  B.  Cochrane),  for  one,  would  far 
prefer  to  see  a  country  humble  in  its  rela- 
tions with  other  nations  and  less  active  in 
its  internal  movements,  if  the  distress  of 
the  people  were  lessened  and  their  suffer- 
ings more  mitigated.  With  respect  to 
the  Corn-law,  he  would  ask  the  House  if 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  at  the  head  of  her 
Majesty's  Oovernment^  bad  not,  last  year,  | 


conceded  sufficient  to  the  clamoor  ooi  of 
doors.  The  Government  had,  like  men 
at  sea  in  a  storm,  attempted  to  relieve  tlM 
vessel  of  the  State  bj  throwing  overbotfd 
part  of  the  lading  ;  yet  now  they  wets 
called  upon  to  sacrifice  the  whole  to  tk 
spirit  of  that  storm,  which  would  never  be 
appeased  by  any  sacrifice.  They  had 
conceded  largely,  and  by  so  doing  had 
reaped  the  usual  results — they  had  satisfied 
no  party  in  the  State.  It  was  now  disco* 
vered  by  one  part  of  the  population  that 
cheap  bread  caused  low  wages,  while  tbe 
other  found  to  their  cost  that  the  produc- 
tion of  the  com  which  made  it  was  a  nott 
unprofitable  labour.  That  fact  came  osl 
in  one  of  the  organs  of  the  party  opposed 
to  the  Corn-laws,  the  Marmmg  ChrcmkU. 
It  was,  in  fact,  the  whole  secret* the  re- 
peal of  the  Corn-laws  was  sought  for  to 
lessen  the  price  of  labour,  and  redoco 
wages — and  that  was  the  real  cause  of  the 
interested  agitation  which  existed  on  the 
subject  The  concessions  of  the  Govern- 
ment had  satisfied  no  party ;  and  in  the 
language  of  the  noble  Lord,  the  Member 
for  London,  they  had  conceded  withoel 
conciliating.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Wolverhampton  had  said  that  Scotland 
was  perfectly  satisfied  to  have  a  repeal  of 
the  Corn-law,  but  he  could  see  do  foued* 
atioo  in  fact  for  such  a  statement.  If  tbe 
hon.  Gentleman  referred  to  the  Lothiana» 
where  leases  were  for  nineteen  years,  and 
the  farms  large,  and  the  farmers  poiacsatd 
of  large  capital,  thus  being  able  by  the 
combination  of  favourable  circumstances, 
to  afibrd  loss  for  a  time,  then  he  miglu 
be  right  to  a  certain  extent ;  but  in  Lao* 
arkthire  and  the  other  poor  counties  of 
that  kingdom  it  was  a  well-ascertained 
truth  that  most  of  the  small  farms  were 
going  out  of  cultivation.  The  reason  was 
obvious;  in  1841,  the  price  of  wheat  was 
57«. ;  in  1843,  it  was  44i.  It  was  doubt- 
less, the  interest  of  every  Government  to 
keep  down  the  price  of  corn,  as  a  means 
of  aidine  taxation  ;  but  nothing  could  be 
worse  than  the  system  of  concession 
adopted  by  them  on  this  question.  Of 
all  doctrines  in  politics,  that  which  he  (Mr. 
B.  Cochrane)  thought  the  most  dangeroua 
was  that  of  in  media  tutistimus  ibis.  He 
did  not  mean  to  say  for  a  moment,  that 
there  were  times  and  circumstances  la 
which  it  would  be  only  wise  to  steer  be- 
tween two  courses;  but  he  never  conld 
admit  that  it  was  wisdom  to  make  an  aU 
temative  a  principle  of  action  when  no 
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necessity  for  so  doing  existed.  In  liitf 
opinion^  the  good  of  the  country  would 
be  better  consulted  by  a  decided  declara- 
tion either  way-^either  for  or  against  any 
further  change  in  the  Corn-law ;  and  he 
considered  that  the  many  interests  in-' 
Yolved  in  it  would  be  less  affected  even  by 
the  certainty  of  loss  than  by  the  appre- 
hensions which  they  endured  daily  of  some 
great  impending  danger.  A  broad,  bold 
line  of  policy  should  be  laid  down  by  the 
Government,  and  it  should  be  strictly 
adhered  to.  That  policy  should  be  anta. 
gonistic  to  concession  as  a  general  rule  ; 
as  all  the  revolutions  that  had  recently 
occurred  in  Europe  were  traceable  to  that 
cause.  If  Charles  the  1st  had  taken  a 
decided  course,  according  to  Hume,  he 
would  not  have  suffered  death  on  the 
scaffold.  If  James  the  2nd  had  not  been 
sacrificed  by  his  own  inconstancy,  and  that 
of  his  Ministers,  Halifax  and  Sunderland, 
according  to  Sir  James  Mackintosh,  he 
would  not  have  lost  the  crown  of  these 
realms :  and  if  Turgot  had  not  been  dis- 
placed !o  make  room  for  the  vacillating 
policy  of  Necker  and  Calone,  the  miseries 
and  slaughters  of  the  first  revolution 
would,  perhaps,  never  have  been  inflicted 
on  France.  The  only  way  to  arrest  the 
march  of  revolution  in  this  country  was  to 
decide  at  once  against  all  concession. 
With,  respect  to  the  question  before  the 
H0US69  if  the  agricultural  party  were  only 
true  to  themselves,  no  influence  that  could 
be  brought  to  bear  on  them  from  the 
boards  of  Drury-lane,  or  elsewhere,  would 
be  able  to  destroy  them  or  even  to  mjure 
their  interests.  In  conclusion,  he  would 
warn  the  House  against  despising  the  con- 
siderations he  had  urged,  and  entreat  hon. 
Members  not  to  deceive  themselves  into 
the  belief  that  a  great  crisis  was  not  at 
band,  unless  they  chose  to  despise  the 
solemn  warning  of  Scripture  that  a  king- 
dom divided  against  itself,  any  more  than 
a  house,  cannot  stand. 

Sir  Gf.  Strickland  said,  it  was  with 
diffidence  that  he  approached  this  great 
qoestion—one  which  had  been  the  object 
of  his  own  reflection  for  thirty  years,  and 
which  was  now  discussed  with  so  much 
ardour,  that  it  seemed  impossible  to  throw 
a  new  light  upon  it.  He,  however,  repre- 
sented a  number  of  persons  who  were 
deeply  interested  in  the  question,  and  he 
felt  it  his  doty  to  offer  a  few  observations. 
Every  man  was  now  watching  the  progress 
of  this  question  with  the  utmost  eagerness, 


and  the  cry  Was,  '<  AVe  are  almost  starve 
tng ;  wilt  not  the  House  of  Commons  give 
us  relief?"  He  thought  that  nothing 
could  be  more  true  than  what  had  been 
said  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Sheffield 
(Mr.  Ward)  that,  unless  the  House  showed 
some  sympathy  with  the  deep  distress  of 
the  people,  the  result  would  be  a  general 
alienation  of  the  affections  of  the  people 
from  that  House.  The  distress  not  only 
extended  to  manufactures  and  trade,  bqt 
to  agriculture,  and  the  agriculturists  were 
daily  and  hourly  saying,  '*  We  have  no : 
friends  in  the  House  of  Commons."  When 
it  was  clearly  shown  that  corn  was  cheaper ' 
abroad,  was  it  not  natural  for  the  suffering 
poor  to  draw  the  inference,  that  by. the 
ports  being  opened  and  a  new  field  opened 
for  industry,  so  that  food  would  be  brought 
here  in  abundance,  that  their  position 
would  be  rendered  more  advantageous, 
and  that  having  asked,  "  Who  stands  be- 
tween us  and  the  amelioration  of  our  con- 
dition ?"  they  would  answer  the  question 
for  themselves—"  The  landlords  of  Eng- 
land." Such  an  opportunity  was  now* 
presented  to  England  to  make  the  desired 
change,  as,  if  lost,  might  never  be  pre- 
sented again,  without  producing  a  revul- 
sion in  society  which  might  shake  its  very 
foundation.  At  the  present  time  he  be- 
lieved, more  than  for  many  years,  there 
was  a  nearer  equality  between  the  price  of 
corn  in  England  and  on  the  Continent. 
He  believed  that  no  great  distress  would 
be  produced  among  the  agriculturists  by  a 
change,  but  that  a  new  market  would  be 
opened  for  industry ;  and  so  far  from  a ' 
great  revulsion  ensuing  by  the  total  repeal 
of  the  Corn-laws,  he  thought  that  the 
alteration  would  pass  off  very  quietly.  But 
let  things  go  on  until  there  should  come  a 
scarce  harvest,  and  the  clamour  would  be ' 
universal,  and  carry  with  it  such  a  force, 
that  it  would  be  impossible  to  resist  it. 
The  Corn-law,  must,  then,  be  repealed ; 
and  then  agriculture  would  suffer  from 
one  of  those  revulsions  which  had  been 
so  frequent  during  the  operation  of  the 
sliding-scale ;  that  scale,  which  the  far- 
mers said  was  always  sliding  up  when 
they  wished  it  down,  and  sliding  down 
when  they  wished  it  up.  Notwithstanding 
that  England  had  been  subjected  to  the 
odious,  and,  he  would  add,  demoralising 
tax  upon  income,  and  that  five  millions  ^f 
money  were  to  be  derived  from  it  during 
the  year,  there  was  still  a  deficit  of  two 
millions  at  a  time  of  universal  distresst. 
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How  wu  UmI  difficylty  to  be  got  orer  ? 
The  inprofemem  of  trade  would  give  a 
spring  to  indostrj  in  all  its  brancbet* 
AKricaUure  woold  reeeire  a  correspoodiog 
benefit,  aod  then  it  would  be  seen  that  we 
were  able  to  meet  tbe  fioaocial  difficulties 
of  the  country.  He  had  heard  ttatemeots 
of  improfeneot  in  the  state  of  trade  from 
high  authority  in  that  House,  but  the  ac* 
counts  be  had  recei?ed  from  different  parts 
of  the  eonnlry  told  a  very  different  ule. 
The  boo.  Bsroaet  read  extracts  of  letters 
from  Doncaster  and  the  West  Riding  of 
Yorkshire,  detailing  the  state  of  distress 
there,  both  in  nanufaeturing  and  sgrieuU 
tural  districts.  Wiih  regard  to  Doncaster, 
a  few  yeaia  ago,  it  would  have  been  im- 
possible to  get  up  a  petition  against  the 
Corn-law,  but  now  he  had  a  petition  from 
thst  place,  signed  by  3,080  persons,  pray* 
ing  for  an  alteration  in  those  laws.  There 
never  had  been  a  period  when  a  chsnge 
could  be  made  with  greater  advantage,  or 
at  the  expense  of  less  oppression  to  the 
parties  interested,  than  the  present.  Now 
was  the  time  to  do  the  good  work,  and,  he 
was  convinced,  that  it  was  by  free-trade 
alone  the  happiness  and  prosperity  of  the 
country  could  be  insured. 

Mr.  H,  J,  BailUe  had  observed  that  one 
of  the  favourite  arguments  ur  assertions  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Stockport  was  that 
the  manufacturers  of  this  country  did  not 
ask  or  look  for  protection  ;  and  that  if 
the  agriculturists  were  to  bring  to  bear 
corresponding  improvements  in  agriculture, 
which  the  manufacturers  had  made  in  ma- 
chinery, there  would  be  no  necessity  for 
protection.  Now,  he  beliered  that  the 
landed  proprietors  and  the  manufacturers 
of  this  kingdom  were  not,  and  could  not 
be,  on  an  equality,  as  far  as  regarded 
their  respective  capabilities  of  sustaining 
competition.  It  was  well  known  that 
F«nglaiid  possessed  the  greatest  advant- 
ages for  the  production  of  manufactures, 
greater  than  any  other  of  the  countries 
of  Kurope,  because  she  possessed  coal 
and  iron  in  immense  quantities,  and 
therefore  it  was  not  surprising  that  our 
manufacturers  were  able  to  compete  with 
those  of  other  countries.  But  what  was 
the  fact  as  to  the  productions  of  the  land  ? 
Why  that  England  laboured  under  greater 
disadvantages  than  any  other  country 
which  grew  corn.  Thus,  com  grown  in 
Poland  was  ^0  per  cent,  more  valuable 
than  tbe  corn  grown  in  the  West  of  Eng* 
land,  Iha  North  of  Boglind,  Iralandt  end 


Sootlaod,  an  advantage  wUeh  that 
try  derives  from  the  superiority  of  bcr 
climale,  aod  against  which  no  skill  or 
seienoe  on  the  part  of  the  English  agri« 
colturist  would  ever  enable  him  to  con* 
tend.  In  Egypt  three  crops  were  raiaad 
in  one  year,  without  the  aid  even  of 
manure.  The  boo.  Member  for  Stock* 
port  had  on  a  former  occasion  spoken 
of  the  state  of  the  rural  population  in 
Dorset  —  f  he  must  say  he  should  have 
thought  the  hon.  Member  would  have 
been  better  able  to  have  given  some  in* 
formation  on  the  condition  of  the  people 
in  the  manufacturing  districts)— and  he 
declared  that  tbe  people  who  were  en* 
gaged  in  the  manufacturing  districts  were 
better  off*  than  thoee  who  were  engaged  in 
agricultural  pursuits,  but  the  hon.  Member 
did  not  give  any  details.  He  would  endea* 
vour  partiilly  to  supply  that  deficiency.  He 
would  not  state  what  the  actual  condition 
of  the  population  in  the  great  towns  at  the 
present  moment  was,  after  two  years  of 
unexampled  distress,  but  he  would  stale 
what  was  their  condition  in  the  most  in- 
portent  manufacturing  county  in  Scotland 
in  the  year  1841,  after  ten  years  of  unex* 
ampled  manufacturing  prosperity.  In  the 
county  of  Lanark,  the  population  increased 
during  the  ten  years  from  1831  to  1841, 
from  316,000  to  434,000,  being  37  per 
cent. ;  and  the  manufacturing  produce,  as 
estimated  by  the  harbour  dues  on  the  river 
Clyde,  had  doubled  during  the  same  pe* 
riod.  Iron  mines  had  also  been  brought 
into  operatioo  producing  1.500,000/.  a- 
year,  an  increase  of  commercial  and  ma- 
nufacturing  prosperity,  without  a  paral* 
lei  in  the  history  of  civilizution.  Bui 
what  was  the  altered  condition  of  the 
people?  The  average  mortality  of  the 
people  of  Glasgow  had  increased  from  one 
in  every  forty -one  to  one  in  every  thirty- 
one;  and  serious  crime  pooishsible  with 
death  or  transportation  had  increased  about 
50  per  cent.,  (being  an  increase  about  four 
times  as  fast  as  the  increase  of  the  popo« 
lation.  Such  were  the  results  in  a  period 
of  the  most  extraordinary  manubcturiM 
prosperity  ever  known  in  the  history  Of 
any  country.  The  House  knew  what  they 
were  to  expect  as  the  result  of  manufactnr^ 
ing  distress.  The  starving  cries  of  the 
weavers  of  Paislsy  aod  of  Bolton  had 
told  them  that.  Still  the  hon.  MeM* 
her  for  Stockport  said  that  the  manufae- 
turinf  populatioo  were  better  off*  than  the 
peopfe in ibe mral dieUida.    Wkeinintfan 
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rural  districts  did  the  hon.  Member  ever 
hear  of  ooe  id  every  three  and  a  half  dying 
of  malignant  fever,  engendered  by  poverty 
and  vice?  The  result  of  the  manufacturing 
system  had  been  to  produce  evils  which 
were  without  parallel  in  the  history  of  any 
country.  Now,  he  blamed  not  the  master 
manufacturers,  nor  did  he  blame  any  in- 
dividuals, but  he  blamed  that  system 
which  had  been  tolerated  by  the  Legisla- 
ture, which  had  not  only  permitted,  but 
encouraged  individuals  to  collect  together 
the  rural  population  into  the  towns  in 
times  of  manufacturing  prosperity  without 
obtaining  any  guarantee,  either  as  to  the 
duration  of  employment  to  be  given,  or, 
if  they  gained  employment,  without  being 
assured  that  any  religious  instruction  would 
be  afforded  to  them.  The  argument  of  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  was,  that  the  Corn- 
law  gave  the  agricultural  interest  a  mono- 
poly, and  thatf  as  all  monopolies  were  an 
evil,  and  therefore  ought  to  be  abolished. 
But  the  abolition  of  a  monopoly  might  be 
a  greater  evil  than  the  existence  of  the 
monopoly  itself.  The  condition  of  the 
people  in  the  western  islands  of  Scotland, 
would  show  the  effect  of  abolishing  a 
manufacture  of  long  standing,  although 
it  might  be  called  a  monopoly.  The  kelp 
manufacture  was  a  monopoly  ;  but  what 
was  the  effect  of  the  destruction  of  that 
manufacture?  The  rents  of  the  landed 
proprietors  were  reduced  50  per  cent.,  that 
was  an  evil  which  they  might  he  able  to 
bear,  but  the  great  body  of  the  population 
employed  were  plunged  into  a  state  of  the 
greatest  destitution,  and  in  that  condition 
they  had  ever  since  remained.  They  had 
been  saved  from  starvation  by  contributions 
firom  other  quarters.  Such  was  the  result  of 
abolishing  a  monopoly  in  a  remote  district 
of  Scotland,  and  if  such  conseq^uences 
could  result  from  so  partial  and  limited  an 
application  of  the  principles  advocated  by 
bon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  he  need  hardly 
ask  what  would  be  the  effect  of  abolishing 
a  monopoly  which  pervaded  the  whole 
country  from  one  end  of  it  to  the  other. 
The  natural  effect  of  withdrawing  protec- 
lion  from  com  would  be,  that  a  vast  por- 
tion of  the  land  of  this  country  would  go 
otit  of  cultivation,  the  labouring  popula- 
tion would  be  thrown  out  of  employment, 
and  consigned  to  a  state  of  misery  and 
destitution;  and  then,  probably,  they 
would  receive  the  same  amount  of  sympa- 
thy from  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  as  the 
people  of  the  islands  of  Scotland  did, 


when  the* manufacture  of  kelp  was  abo- 
lished. He  did  not  believe  that  any  Go- 
vernment would  ever  be  induced  to  with- 
hold protection  from  agriculture.  They 
mieht  have  another  set  of  men  in  power, 
and  a  sliding  scale  might  be  changed  into 
a  fixed  duty,  and  for  his  part  he  did  not 
think  the  agriculturists  cared  in  what  shape 
protection  was  given  to  them  ;  but  he  was 
convinced  that  no  Minister  would  venture 
to  take  upon  himself  the  responsibility  of 
being  the  certain  cause  of  that  great  dis- 
tress which  would  inevitably  follow  the 
withdrawal  of  protection  from  the  produce 
of  the  soil,  for  the  purpose  of  giving  in- 
creased impetus  to  that  extravagant  system 
of  speculation  which  had  already  been 
the  source  of  so  much  evil  and  misery  in 
the  manufacturingdistricts  of  this  country. 
Mr.  Gisbome  wished  the  hon.  Member 
for  Lincolnshire  had  been  in  his  place, 
because  that  hon.  Gentleman  last  night 
asked  whether,  if  a  farmer  when  calculat- 
ing his  profits  found  a  deficiency  in  his 
crops,  must  he  not  look  to  the  stock 
which  he  kept  on  his  farm  in  order  to  re- 
alise his  expenses.  Now,  as  a  practical 
farmer  himself,  and  having  long  watched 
the  progress  of  agriculture  in  this  country, 
he  (Mr.  Gisbome)  would  say,  he  had  si- 
ways  found  that  every  improvement  in 
agriculture  had  been  attended  by  the  de. 
votion  of  a  reduced  and  restricted  breadth 
of  land  for  the  growth  of  corn.  Every 
improvement  in  agriculture  had  led  to  the 
substitution  of  other  crops  for  crops  of 
corn.  It  might  sound  strange  to  some 
ears,  but  he  would  venture  to  assert  that 
the  growth  of  corn  was  the  rudest  and 
most  barbarous  product  of  agriculture.  It 
was  the  product  which  was  first  resorted 
to  in  breaking  up  of  waste  lands,  and  the 
first  adopted  in  the  occupation  of  a  new 
country.  In  every  country,  as  improve* 
ments  took  place,  as  greater  skill  was  in- 
troduced, and  greater  labour  employed  in 
the  cultivation  of  the  soil,  the  consequence 
always  had  been  that  a  smaller  portion  of 
the  land  was  devoted  to  the  production  of 
corn.  It  had  been  the  case  in  this  country 
in  every  improvement  in  agriculture  ;  and 
every  increase  in  the  riches  of  a  country 
had  the  same  tendency.  He  had  no  doubt 
that  in  the  time  of  Julius  Ceesar  corn  was 
grown  in  Marylebone;  and  that  in  the 
days  of  Elizabeth  they  grew  corn  at  Pad- 
dington;  but  now,  by  the  increase  of 
wealth  and  of  populaion,  the  growth  of 
corn  was  expelled  to  a  greater  distancci 
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aDd  80  the  rich  allot ial  bottom  of  the 
coantry  became  occupied  bj  other  things, 
being  takeo  away  from  the  growers  of 
corn,  who  were  driven  to  poorer  landi. 
The  neceuary  result  was,  that  every  coon- 
try  which  became  fully  civilised »  and  very 
rich  and  wealthy,  and  not  having  a  suffi- 
ciency of  poor  lands  within  its  own  boun- 
daries on  which  to  produce  com,  was 
driven  by  necessity  to  become  an  import- 
ing country.  But  the  argument  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman  was,  that  this  cooncry  lay 
onder  great  disability  as  to  the  production 
of  com,  and  therefore  the  Legislature  in 
order  to  promote  the  growth  of  corn  must 
give  it  protection.  How  far  was  that  argu- 
ment to  be  carried  ?  He  knew  that  the 
argument  last  year  was,  that  this  country 
ought  to  be  independent  of  foreign  coun- 
tries in  the  supply  of  corn.  But  he  had 
not  heard  that  argument  repeated  during 
the  present  debate.  He  rather  thought  it 
was  put  forth  last  year  more  on  the 
strength  of  the  names  of  those  who  had 
advanced  it  than  on  any  force  of  reason 
which  it  carried  in  itself.  However  that 
doctrine  was  gone.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  had  spoken  of  the  great  evil  that 
had  been  done  to  this  country  by  collect- 
ing the  rural  population  into  towns.  Now, 
suppose  the  rural  population  had  not  been 
so  collected,  was  the  hon.  Gentleman  pre- 
pared in  his  rural  district  to  support  them  ? 
If  they  had  remained  in  the  rural  districts 
would  they  have  been  as  well  off  as  in 
the  towns  ?  The  manufacture  of  kelp 
was  but  a  new  manufacture  in  the  islands 
of  Scotland,  by  which  many  persons  from 
the  town  districts  were  attracted,  and  if, 
as  the  hon.  Gentleman  had  said,  the  land- 
lords*  rents  had  been,  by  the  destruction 
of  that  manufacture,  reduced  50  per  cent., 
was  it  not  a  fact  that  by  the  introduction 
of  the  manufacture  to  those  partu,  the 
land  was,  in  the  first  instance,  improved 
200  per  cent?  Ho  would  now  address 
himself  more  particularly  to  the  question 
before  the  House ;  but,  before  he  did  so, 
perhaps  the  House  would  permit  him  to 
state  what  were  his  feelings  on  again  tak- 
ing his  seat  amongst  them,  after  an  inter- 
val of  two  years ;  not  that  he  thought  his 
feelings  were  a  matter  of  consequence 
either  to  the  House  or  to  the  country ;  but, 
coming  fresh  from  the  country,  and  hav* 
ingupon  him  rather  the  impress  that  was  to 
be  derived  from  what  was  passing  out  of 
doors,  than  that  produced  by  the  par- 
tialities, and— be  woold  not  say  aversions 


— ^botthe  likings  and  dislikiogt  creited 
by  the  contests  in  that  Hoose,  he  believed 
that  his  own  feelings  might  be  fairly  re- 
garded as  the  re6ex  of  the  feelings  of  a 
very  large  body  of  men  in  this  coootrj, 
who  do  not  care  much  about  Whig  or 
Tory,  but  who  do  feel  a  very  deep  concern 
in  the  substantial  interests  of  the  country. 
During  his  exclusion  from  the  Hoose  be 
had  been  living  among  the  people  in  the 
distressed  districts.  He  had  met  them 
both  as  an  employer  of  labour  and  as  a 
landlord,  and  more  particulariy  perhaps 
as  one  having  a  great  deal  of  cottage  pro- 
perty. He  had  met  them  at  the  board  as 
a  guardian  of  the  poor ;  he  had  met  them 
on  the  bench  as  a  magistrate,  and  still 
more  than  all,  he  had  met  them  in  his 
daily  and  intimate  intercourse  with  the 
labouring  classes  in  his  own  neighbour- 
hood, and  by  nothing  had  the  state  of  dis- 
tress in  the  country,  according  as  it  strock 
his  own  mind,  been  so  much  marked,  at 
by  the  gradual  and  increasing  deteriora- 
tion in  strength  and  health  of  the  greater 
part  of  the  labouring  population.  Before 
he  returned  again  to  that  House  he  cer- 
tainly had  heard  a  good  deal  of  improve- 
ment in  the  manufacturing  districts.  In 
his  own  parish  there  were  five  cotton  mills, 
all  of  whkh  had  been  for  a  long  time 
standing  idle,  and  only  one  of  them  was 
now  partially  at  work ;  but  still  he  [had 
heard  that  considerable  improvement  had 
taken  place  in  the  Manchester  district. 
Now,  he  could  not  hear  this  without  feel- 
ing that  there  were  certain  circumstances 
which  a  very  discreet  man  would  take  into 
his  account  before  he  placed  moch  cre- 
dence in  this  statement.  In  the  first  place, 
they  could  not  expect  the  month  of  May 
to  be  so  dull  as  the  month  of  December. 
In  the  next  place,  he  remembered  the 
great  manufacturing  prosperity  which  ex- 
isted at  the  close  of  the  year  1825  and  the 
beginning  of  1826,  and  which  lasted  aa 
long  as  we  sent  our  goods  to  the  western 
coast  of  South  America.  That  trade  waa 
stated  to  be  the  result  of  a  very  soond 
demand,  but  they  all  knew  the  events  of 
that  period.  The  stimulus  which  had 
latterly  taken  place  in  trade  had  been 
mainly  owing  to  the  demand  for  goods  to 
be  sent  to  China.  He  had  been  informed 
so  by  the  manufacturers  themselves ;  and 
before  the  House  calcolated  too  moch 
upon  it  they  should  wait  to  see  what  re- 
turn woold  be  made  for  these  goods.  He 
hoped  the  right  boo.  Genlkmen  oppoeita 
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would  take  these  circumstances  into  their 
account  before  they  laid  too  much  stress 
ID  determining  on  a  course  of  legislation 
upon  the  revival  of  a  trade  which  might  be 
of  so  very  short  a  duration.  But  he  had 
been  about  to  say — it  might  be  partly  attri- 
buted to  his  own  old  habits  as  a  Member 
of  that  House — that  when  the  present  Go- 
vernment came  into  office  he  watched  with 
deep  and  tmxious  interest  the  course  likely 
to  be  taken  by  them ;  and  he  soon  found, 
that  the  right  hon.  Baronet  admitted  the 
abstract  principle  of  free-trade.  The  right 
hon.  Grentleman  in  one  word,  said  that 
**  we  should  buy  in  the  cheapest  and  sell 
in  the  dearest  market."  That,  in  fact^ 
was  an  admission  of  all  the  principles  of 
free-trade.  Another  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
who  on  this  subject  must  be  considered  as 
only  second  in  authority  to  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  himself,  gave  his  adhesion  to  the 
tame  doctrine.  That  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  stated,  that  it  would  save  a  great 
deal  of  trouble  and  discussion,  at  once  to 
admit  the  doctrine  in  the  abstract.  But 
the  right  hon.  Gontleman  had  given  not 
only  an  official,  but  a  philosophical  sanc- 
tion ta  this  doctrine,  by  publishing  a 
document,  which,  whether  considered  as 
intended  to  prepare  the  minds  of  the  peo- 
ple for  the  course  which  the  Government 
would  take  on  this  subject,  or  whether  as 
an  overflowing  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's own  mind,  which  could  not  wait  for 
the  expression  of  his  opinions  in  the  regu- 
lar way  in  his  place  in  Parliament,  must^ 
in  either  case,  be  considered  a  document 
of  very  great  importance,  and  one  of  ex- 
treme interest  to  those  who  were  anxious 
to  know  what  course  of  legislation  the 
present  Government  were  likely  to  take 
upon  this  subject.  He  was  not  one  of 
those  who  considered  that  the  tariff  was 
ID  the  least  degree  inconsistent  with  the 
principles  which  the  right  hon.  Baronet, 
at  the  commencement  of  his  Government, 
laid  down.  He  thought  the  tariff  fulfilled 
the  condition  upon  which  it  was  brought 
forward.  But  having  heard  these  sound 
principles  propounded  by  the  right  hon. 
Baronet,  and  having  seen  them  partly 
carried  out  by  the  tariflP,  he  certainly  did 
receive  a  very  considerable  shock  when, 
after  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
delivered  his  budget  speech,  he  (Mr.  Gis- 
borne)  found  in  the  answer  to  some  ques- 
tions put  to  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  that 
these  principles,  so  propounded,  and  which 
Here  the  foundation  of  the  system  so  ably 


supported  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet  hlm<- 
self,  and  by  his  right  hon.  Colleague^ 
were  to  have  no  extension  whatever  in  the 
present  Session  of  Parliament.  He  (Mr. 
Gisborne)  had  felt  great  confidence,  that 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  would  have  carried 
out  those  principles,  because  he  felt  that 
it  was  a  Government  which  could  carry 
them  out.  They  were  not  a  Government 
which  had  to  fight  every  night  for  its  ex- 
istence. It  was  not  a  Government  de- 
pending  upon  three  or  four  votes  whether 
it  should  be  a  Government  or  not.  He 
believed  there  never  was  a  Government^ 
as  far  as  parliamentary  opposition  was 
concerned,  since  the  French  revolution, 
that  stood  so  strong  as  the  present  Govern- 
ment, and  it  was  from  that  Government 
which  had  so  solemly  propounded  these 
principles  they  had  now  heard  that  those 
principles  were  to  be  carried  no  further. 
When  his  hon.  Friend,  the  Member  for 
Wolverhampton,  in  one  of  the  ablest  and 
most  effective  but  quiet  speeches  he  had 
ever  heard,  proposed  to  carry  out  these 
principles,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  the 
Vice-President  of  the  Board  of  Trdde,  met 
it  with  a  decided  negative,  which  was 
thrown  before  the  House  without  even  a 
rag  to  cover  its  nakedness.  Now  he  pro- 
tested against  such  conduct  as  that.  A 
gentleman  who  had  put  forth  to  the  coun- 
try doctrines  such  as  he  had  already  stated 
to  the  House  had  no  right  to  treat  such  a 
proposition  in  such  a  manner.  That  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  said,— - 

*'  That  the  industry  of  this  country  had 
nothing  to  fear  from  a  steady  and  gradual  in- 
crease  of  importation  of  all  commodities  from 
abroad  which  could  be  produced  at  less  cost 
of  human  labour  and  capital  than  among  our- 
selves." 

Was  not  corn  such  a  commodity  ?  Ay^ 
said  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  but  what 
you  propose  is  not  a  gradual  increase.' 
But  he  wished  to  know  whether  the  word 
''  steady  "  was  not  just  as  much  opposed 
to  his  (the  right  hon.  Gentleman's)  own 
proposition  as  was  the  word  "  gradual  ** 
to  the  proposition  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Wolverhampton.  How  could  any  man 
who  advocated  a  *'  steady  and  gradual 
increase  of  importation  of  foreign  commo- 
dities,'* consistently  say,  that  no  further 
step  should  be  taken  in  that  direction; 
that  there  should  be  no  increase  at  all? 
Was  that  a  fair  doctrine  for  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  maintaioi  after  the  wmU 
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official  MBClioD  he  had  giten  to  the  doc- 
trine of  free-trade?    The  propoeitioo  of 
the  right  bon.  Geotlennao  himself  was  at 
least  as  much  opposed  to  his  own  argu- 
Meat  as  to  the  propositioD  of  the  hoc. 
Member  for  Wolferbamptoo.    The  hoo. 
and  learned  Member  for  Bath  (Mr.  Roe- 
buck) had  said,  that  there  was  a  single 
grain  of  wheat  among  a  load  of  chaff  in 
tiie  argument  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man.    He  (Mr.  Gisbome)  would   leate 
that  obserratioo  to  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  whom  it  became  so  well.  But  the 
part  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  speech 
to  which  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Bath  referred,  was  not  an  argument — 
it  was  merely  a  phantom.    What  the  boo. 
and  learned  Gentleman  referred  to  was, 
the  two  millions  of  quarters  of  corn  said  to 
be  ready  at  New  Orleans  to  be  shipped  to 
this  conntrv  at  22s.  a  quarter.    This  was 
merely  a  phantom,  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  conjured  up  to  annihilate 
his  opponents.     But  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  not  only  out-Heroded  Herod, 
but  had  out-Tamboffed  Tamboff,  for  he 
had  not  only  increased  the  quantity,  but 
had  decreased  the  price.     He  said,  that 
there  were  two  millions  of  quarters  wait- 
ing to  come  to  England  at  22s.  a  quar- 
ter.    He  (Ml.  Gisborne)  rather  did  won- 
der at  the  simplicity  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.      He  should  have  thought, 
that  his  official  experience,   and   if  not 
that,  even  some  of  his  commercial  con* 
ncctions  might  have  informed  him,  that  if 
he  liad  sent  to  New  Orleans  for  100,000 
quarters  of  wheat,  which  he  might  have 
obtained  at  22#.  a  quarter,  it  was  very 
likely  that  some   Mr.  Troeman  at  New 
Orleans,  would  immediately  have  written 
to  the  consigner  of  the  wheat,  and  have 
said,  "  a  large  buyer  had  appeared  in  the 
market,  which  has  obtained  an  increased 
firmneu,  and  I  think  we  ought  to  increase 
our  quotation  for  wheat  by  2f.  a  quarter. "* 
And  when  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  sent 
for  his  second  100,000  quarters  he  would 
6nd  ho  had  to  pay  an  increased  price, 
and  thus  for  every  100,000  quarters  there 
would  be  an  accelerating  increase,  and  be- 
fore half  the  2,000,000  were  sold,  the  piice 
would  reach  even  higher  than  27i.  a  quarter. 
He  would  recommend  the  agriculturists, 
and  even  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  him- 
self, who  were  alarmed  as  to  the  great 
quantity  of  wheat  on  the  shores  of  the 
Missittippi,  to  read  the  Canada  papers  on 
the  subject.    Tbej  would  there  nnd  all 


the  prices  and  charges  set  forth ;  the  rata 
of  shipping,  the  brokerage,  the  insurance, 
the  interest  of  money,  and  so  on ;  and, 
according  to  those  papers,  no  wheat  at  all 
could  come  from  Amenca  under  chari^ea 
amounting  to   26f.  U,  a  quarter.      He 
wondered  whether,  on  a  future  occasion, 
when  the  Canadian  measure  should  be 
introduced,  it  wouM  be  the  fate  of  the 
right  boo.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Gladstone)  to 
have  to  prove,  that  although  a  deluge  of 
wheat  might  swamp  us  from  the  waters  of 
the  Mississippi,  yet   that   nothing  but  a 
sprinkling  of  flour  could  come  from  the 
St.  Lawrence.     He  should  wish  to  know 
whether  that  was  the  part  which  was  to 
be  assigned  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
He  (Mr.  Gisbome)  bad  already  said,  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  no  right  to 
meet  the  motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Wolverhampton  after  what  that  right  boo. 
Gentleman  had  himself  said  and  written 
upon  the  subject.    The  House  were  en 
titled  to  know  from  him  why  he  excepted 
com,  and  continued  to  except  fcorn  from 
that  *'  steady  and  gradual    importation 
which  was  not  to  do  any  harm  to  aov  in* 
terest  in  this  country  ?**    They  had  a  right 
to  know  his  principle,  and  also  the  ground 
of  the  exception  which  he  had  made  in 
the  instance  of  corn ;  but  the  right  boo. 
Gentleman   had   not  given   any.      After 
speaking  much  about  the  wheat  that  was 
on  the  shores  of  the  Mississippi,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  said  that  it  would  be  a 
mere  sign  of  utter  imbecility  on  the  part 
of  the  Government,  if,  after  having  passed 
a  Corn -law  last  year,  they  should  repeal 
it  this.     But  be  bad  known  a  Government 
who  were  not  very  cxt^eax/e,  and  yet  who 
had  gone  on  very   well  notwithstanding. 
There  were  some  experiments,  however, 
which  could  not  last  too  short  a  time ;  and 
he  thought  the  Com-law  was  something 
of  that  sort.     As  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
roan  had  given  no  reasons,  he  must  turn 
to  other  speakers  in  the  debate.    The  hon. 
Member  for  Lincolnshire  (Mr.  Chrbtopher) 
had  stated  tliat  this  law  was  necessary  for 
the  protection  of  British  agriculture.  Now 
he  (Mr.  Gisborne)  wanted  to  know  whe- 
ther it  was  for  the  protection  of  good  or 
of  bad  agriculture  ?    That  such  laws  were 
necessary  for  the  protection  of  barbarous 
instruments,  barbarously  applied  —  that 
they  were  necessary  for  the  protection  of 
inconvenient  farm  buildings  and  arrange- 
ments— for  three-corned  fields  and  three* 
homed   cattle — for  grass  lands  covered 
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with  vUhHt  and  born  lands  with  farrows 
foil  of  water,  and»  above  all»  that  they 
were  necessary  for  the  protection  of  laods 
let  at  racki^rent  from  year  to  year,  that  they 
were  Dccessary  for  the  protection  of  all 
these  things,  he  firmly  believed,  for  he 
was  quite  sure  that  none  of  these  things 
oonld  exist  without  them,  nor  long  with 
them.  But  this  he  would  say,  with  re- 
spect to  the  agriculture  of  this  country, 
tnat  while  every  art  and  every  science,  and 
everything  else  which  contributed  to  hu- 
man enjoyment  had  improved  to  an  almost 
incredible  degree,  in  our  time,  agriculture 
had  hardly  improved  at  all.  Thirty  years 
ago  he  hsid  become  a  farmer,  and  he  had 
then  read  works  showing  the  state  of  agri- 
culture, particularly  in  the  Lothians,  and 
the  adoption  of  certain  improvements  in 
agriculture*  Those  improvements  9t» 
tended  to  Northumberland  and  to  Norfolk 
where  farming  had  been  prosperous ;  but 
they  had  gone  no  farther.  In  thirty  years 
the  advances  in  arts  and  manufactures 
had,  however,  been  so  remarkable,  that  if 
a  man  could  be  raised  from  the  dead,  he 
would  hardly  credit  his  senses  when  he 
beheld  them  ;  on  the  other  hand,  if  a 
man's  grandfather,  who  had  been  a  farmer, 
were  resuscitated,  be  would  know  the 
very  spot  where  he  had  lived.  He  would 
say,  "  Here  is  the  old  place  again — here 
is  my  old  house,  my  old  barn,  my  old 
plough,  and,  if  not  my  old  mare,  her  old 
progeny,  the  old  hedges,  and  everything 
as  it  used  to  be."  Such,  in  fact,  was  the 
case  with  four-fifths  of  England.  Thirty 
years  since  he  had  sold  a  small  township 
of  land,  inolnding  a  farm  he  had  himself 
occupied-— of  decent  soil,  and  decent  cli- 
mate ;  but  on  visiting  it  lately,  he  had 
obserred,  that  not  only  had  no  improve- 
ment taken  place,  but  that  the  farm  he 
had  cultivated,  had  even  deteriorated.  If 
an  improved  system  were  introduced,  not 
only  would  the  produce  be  increased  one- 
thiit),  but  the  expenses  would  be  one-third 
diminished.  There  must  then,  be,  some- 
thing peculiar  in  agriculture,  which  pre- 
vented the  progress  of  improvement*  He 
wished  that  some  Gentleman  of  authority 
would  contradict  him  on  this  point,  in 
order  that  it  might  be  fairly  disputed  and 
settled :  but  he  laid  it  down  broadly,  that 
excepting  some  general  (improvement  in 
stocky  and  some  slight  improvement  in 
drainage,  British  agriculture  had,  for  thirty 
years^  aiftd  more,  remained  stationary. 
Aoaihar  f»oilil  bad  been  introduced  by  the 


hon.  Member  for  Lincolnshire  (Mr.  Chris- 
topher) when  he  asked— 

**  Suppose  that,  under  the  free-trade  system, 
yoil  greatly  diroiDish  pricet,  can  you  continue 
to  pay  the  interest  ot  your  debt,  and  the  ex- 
penses of  your  establishments  ?'' 

His  belief  was,  that  taking  the  aver« 
age  of  ten  years,  no  possible  legisla- 
tioB  could  materially  change  prices, 
unless  the  standard  of  value  were  al« 
tered ;  but  as  that  was  a  doctrine  which 
few  persons  held,  he  would  take  the 
other  proposition,  that  there  would  be 
a  large  diminution  of  prices  under  a 
free-trade  system.  He  would  admit, 
at  once  that  the  present  scale  of  payments 
could  not  be  maintained;  and  having 
admitted  that,  he  required  the  other  side 
to  make  some  admission  to  him  :  it  was 
that  if  the  principles  of  free-trade  were 
not  carried  out  the  power  of  consumption 
on  the  part  of  the  people  must  be  dimin- 
ished. If  they  would  not  admit  that  he 
had  plenty  of  authorities  to  justify  the 
assertion,  so  supposing  that  to  be  the 
case,  let  them  look  at  the  way  in  which 
they  derived  their  revenue.  Three  fifths 
of  the  revenue  were  at  present  derived 
from  the  customs  and  excise ;  and 
supposing  that  for  want  of  extended 
trade  the  power  of  consumption  ma- 
terially diminished,  as  had  been  the 
case  during  the  last  three  years,  would 
the  public  creditor  or  our  establishments 
have  a  better  chance  of  being  paid  for 
under  that  system  than  under  any  other  ? 
If  he  were  to  advise  the  public  creditor,  it 
would  be  to  take  his  chance  of  free-trade 
as  the  least  risk  of  the  two.  Look  what 
the  state  of  things  would  be  if  the  power 
of  Consumption  ceased.  All  the  burthens 
of  the  state  must  then  fall  upon  the  land. 
How  long  then  did  they  think  it  would  be 
before  some  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
would  come  to  the  House,  and,  speaking 
the  sense  of  the  people  of  this  country, 
say  "  These  fundholders  receive  every 
thing  and  spend  nothing.  They  are  living 
among  a  population  whom  we  are  main- 
taining, or  they  have  withdrawn  themselves 
from  the  spectacle  of  their  misery.  There- 
fore, let  us  impose  20  or  30  per  cent,  on 
the  fundholders,,  that  they  also  may 
assist  to  relieve  the  misery  of  the  conn, 
try,  and  bear  their  share  of  its  bur- 
thens.'^ For  those  who  were  desirous  to 
keep  faith  with  the  public  creditor,  free- 
trade  was  the  t>est  chance  of  the  two,  and 
the  risk  the  laltsr  would  run  was  nothing 


15t 


^B^^W^W^W^P  ^r 


COMMONS}  iki  Om^lm^         IM 


to  tbit  which  wovld  reftult  from  toy  mate* 
rial  dimioatioD  of  the  power  of  coniamp- 
tioo.  Ao  hoo.  Gentleman  had  sooken 
stronglj  of  the  oocertatntj  in  which  the 
africultaral  interest  was  placed  by  the 
ag;itation  of  this  question ;  bat  to  whom 
was  this  to  be  tmpoted  ?  The  right  hon. 
Geatleman  (Sir  R.  Peel)  had,  lut  year, 
altered  the  state  of  the  farming  interest ; 
bat  had  he  told  them  how  long  their  pre- 
•eat  system  was  to  last?  Had  not  the 
language  of  the  Government  led  to  the 
general  belief  that  it  was  not  a  permanent 
system  ?  If  this  were  so»  sorely  on  a  mo- 
tioo  like  the  present  the  agricaltariits 
were  entitled  to  know  how  long  it  was  to 
be  continued.  If  any  gentleman  stated 
the  present  law  was  a  permanent  measure, 
the  ri^t  hon.  Baronet  immediately  repa- 
dialed  the  notion;  and  under  these  cir- 
cumstances, was  it  likely  the  agriculturists 
could  be  in  a  flourishing  condition  ?  All 
the  best  authorities  on  the  subject  ad- 
mitted that  the  great  bane  of  agricul- 
ture was,  that  the  occupier  had  not 
a  permanent  interest  in  the  soil:  in 
the  Lothiaos,  and  in  Northumberland, 
and  Norfolk  that  part  of  the  population 
was  most  thriving  which  enjoyed  leases, 
if  they  turned  to  the  Highlands,  where  they 
took  produce  rents,  they  would  find  no 
such  uncertainty.  In  fact,  the  only  thriv- 
ing agricultural  countries  were  those  in 
which  the  occupier  had  also  a  permanent 
interest  in  the  soil.  What  landlord  and 
tenant  could  make  a  satisfactory  bargain 
while  the  law  remained  in  its  present 
state?  What  man  could,  under  existing 
circumstances,  sell  a  landed  estate  ?  Was 
it  not,  then,  much  better  for  the  farmers 
to  have  this  question  finally  settled  that 
they  might  know  at  length  upon  what 
footing  they  stood.  The  Anti-Corn-law 
League  had  to-night    been  treated  with 

Kat  forbearance,  although  there  had 
n  indications  that  it  was  not  a  body 
regarded  on  the  other  side  of  the  House 
with  peculiar  favour.  But  if  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite  would  take  his  advice,  he 
would  show  them  how  to  get  rid  of  it 
altogether.  If  they  would  carry  back 
their  recollections  to  the  time  of  the  Anti- 
Catholic  Association  they  would  find  that 
it  was  got  rid  of  by  two  persons — the  one 
being  Fiekl-marshal  the  Duke  of  Wel- 
lington, and  the  other — Mr.  Secretary 
Peel.  Now,  certainly,  the  field-marslial 
did  not  get  rid  of  the  Aoti-Catholic  Asso- 
ciation by  arraying  agaioit  it  the  military 


force  of  the  empire ;  neither  did  the  &•• 
cretary  of  State  get  rid  of  it  by  calling 
out  the  constabulary  or  municipal  fbroa, 
or  consigning  it  to  his  Attorney  or  Solicitor 
General.  On  the  contrary,  they  got  rid 
of  it  simply  by  granting  dl  that  was  de* 
sired,  and  he  believed  a  little  more.  Now 
he  would  recommend  them  to  do  the  same 
with  the  Anti-Corn  Law  League;  and  it 
would  not  surprise  him  if  it  were  got  rid 
of  by  the  same  means  and  by  the  same 
hands.  He  was  sure  it  would  never  be 
got  rid  of  to  any  other  mode.  The  Viee- 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  OMde 
some  remarks  yesterday,  which  he  was 
extremely  sorry  to  hear.  He  argued  (if  ar- 
gument if  could  be  called)  against  the 
motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Wolver- 
hampton, that  the  state  of  the  people  in 
this  country  was  better  now  than  it  was 
one  hundr^  years  ago.  Why  were  all 
their  great  improvements  in  science  and 
arts?  Was  the  vast  power  they  exercised 
over  manufactures  to  result  in  nothing  for 
the  benefit  of  the  lower  orders  in  this 
country?  Was  it  enough  to  tell  them 
that  the  people  were  a  little  better  off  now 
than  they  were  100  years  ago?  He  would 
put  it  to  any  gentleman  who  was  the  owner 
of  2,000  or  of  5,000  acres  of  land,  how 
he  would  like  now  to  live  with  only  the 
same  comforts  and  enjoyments  as  those 
possessed  by  his  ancestors  a  century  ago  ? 
Were  the  lower  orders  to  share  none  of 
the  improvements  of  society.  He  said  civili- 
sation wasworth  nothingif  it  did  not  benefit 
them  ?  Was  it  to  be  a  matter  of  congra- 
tulation that  the  working  classes  now 
sometimes  ate  wheat,  whereas  formerly 
they  had  subsisted  upon  rye?  Such 
sources  of  gratification  on  the  part  of  a 
minister  deserved  nothing  less  than  im- 
peachment? He  (Mr.  Gisbome)  feared 
that  many  of  the  working  classes  now 
lived  upon  potatoes  or  oatmeal  who  for- 
merly ate  wheat.  If  it  were  offensive  to 
compare  the  state  of  the  people  now  with 
their  state  one  hundred  years  ago,  surely 
it  was  still  more  offensive  to  compare  them 
with  the  serfs  of  Poland  or  of  Russia.  If 
the  repeal  of  the  Corn-laws  were  to  be 
opposed,  it  must  be  resisted  by  better 
arguments  than  these.  Every  hon.  Mem- 
ber on  the  opposite  benches  knew  that  the 
Corn-laws  were  at  this  moment  doomed ; 
he  had  said  so  elsewhere,  and  he  repeated 
it  here ;  and  he  supported  the  motion  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Wolverhampton^ 
because  he  believed  it  would  give  a  chance 
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to  the  labouring  population,  that  they 
should  participate  in  the  advantages  other 
classes  enjoyed  from  the  modern  im« 
provements  in  arts^  science,  and  manu- 
factures. 

Mr.  Colquhoun  said,  that  with  respect 
to  the  observations  of  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man on  the  present  state  of  agriculture, 
he  should  content  himself  with  offering  a 
few  facts  to  the  consideration  of  the 
House.  When  the  hon.  Gentleman  said 
that  agriculture  was  in  the  same  state  with 
respect  to  production  as  thirty  years  ago, 
the  hon.  Gentleman  must  account  for  this 
fact :  at  present  27,000,000  of  people 
were  fed  on  the  soil  of  great  Britain 
and  Ireland  —  thirty  years  ago  only 
16,000,000  were  supported  on  the  same 
surface.  Now,  the  quantity  of  corn  im. 
ported  was  very  nearly  the  same  at  both 
periods ;  therefore  the  quantity  now  pro- 
duced was  sufficient  to  feed  11,000,000 
of  additional  people ;  and  was  it  possible 
that  this  could  be  done  by  the  agency  of 
that  rude  agriculture  and  those  barbarous 
processes  which  the  hon.  Gentleman  de- 
nounced so  vehemently  ?  Unquestionably 
there  must  have  been  some  change  in  the 
processes  of  agriculture,  and  some  ad- 
ditional quantity  of  corn  sown.  But  he 
would  add  one  or  two  facts  from  a  statis- 
tical authority  who  ranked  high  among 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  an  authority 
whom  he  was  sure  the  hon.  Member  for 
Nottingham  (Mr.  Oisborne)  would  recog- 
nize, he  meant  Mr.  Porter.  Mr.  Porter 
told  us  that  there  had  been  added  no  less 
than  3,000,000  acres  to  the  cultivation  of 
land  within  about  the  same  period  as  the 
hon.  Gentleman  spoke  of.  He  also  said 
that  in  1801,  10,000  acres  fed  4,300 
persons;  but*  that  in  1836  the  same 
amount  fed ,  5,500  persons.  How  were 
they  to  account  for  that  fact.  [Mr. 
Wallace  :  by  the  potatoes.]  That  might 
be  the  opinion  of  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site: but  his  (Mr.  Colquhoun's)  interpre- 
tation would  be  that  there  had  been  im- 
proved farming  in  operation  to  produce 
the  change.  It  was  the  fashion  he  was 
aware,  and  one  which  the  hon.  Member 
for  Stockport  adopted,  to  denounce  the 
agriculture  of  this  country  as  barbarous. 
Barbarous  with  respect  to  what — to  the 
agriculture  of  other  countries  ?  Why,  the 
/act  was  that  there  was  no  country  in 
Europe  which  produced  an  equal  amount 
of  produce.  On  the  square  mile  throughout 
Europe^  81  persons  were  fed;   on   the 


square  mile  in  England  232  persons  were 
fed ;  even  in  France,  with  all  its  advan- 
tages, there  were  only  157  persons  on  the 
square  mile.  Whether,  therefore,  they 
looked  to  past  times,  or  to  the  other  coun- 
tries of  Europe,  he  thought  that  the 
present  generation  had  reason  to  boast  of 
the  agriculture  of  this  country,  and  if  the 
farmer  had  reason  to  feel  confidence,  if 
the  Legislature  were  not  continually 
changing  the  system,  if  the  farmer  was  not 
made  to  feel  that  they  were  trying  ex- 
periments upon  him,  he  could  not  help 
hoping  that  in  future  times  this  country 
would  see  the  same  improvements  in  agri- 
culture that  had  taken  place  within  the 
last  thirty  years.  But  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man having  dealt  thus  with  the  agricul- 
turists, proceeded  to  speak  of  the  fund* 
holder;  and  he  must  say,  that  if  the  con- 
solation administered  by  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man to  the  farmer  was  small,  that  which 
the  hon.  Gentleman  held  out  to  thefand. 
holder  was  still  less.  He  said  that  the 
fundholder's  best  chance,  under  the  change 
of  the  Corn-laws,  was  that  a  diminution 
of  interest  would  be  accompanied  by  a 
great  diminution  of  prices.  He  would  ap- 
peal therefore,  to  the  fundholder,  and  tell 
him,  on  the  high  authority  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Nottingham,  that  if  the  Corn- 
laws  were  abolished  he  must  see  an  end  to 
his  security.  But  what  would  be  the  po- 
sition of  the  manufacturer,  the  capitalist, 
the  commercial  interest,  and  the  shipping 
interest?  A  state  of  confusion  would 
be  produced  infinitely  worse,  he  would 
not  say  than  anything  the  country  had 
ever  seen,  but  than  anything  that  any  man 
could  imagine ;  and  this  would  be  the 
peace  and  repose  which  the  abolition  of 
the  Corn-laws,  they  were  told  would  bring 
about.  Then  he  wondered  to  hear  those 
attacks  made  on  the  sordid  interests  as 
they  were  called,  that  were  opposed  to 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  on  this  ques- 
tion ;  for  if,  as  the  hon.  Member  for  Not- 
tingham said,  there  would  be  no  reduction 
of  prices,  and  as  the  hon.  Member  for 
Stockport  had  told  the  people  of  Liver- 
pool, there  would  be  no  reduction  of  rents 
on  the  abolition  of  the  Com- laws,  where 
were  the  sordid  interests  that  were  op« 
posed  to  it?  Next,  with  respect  to  the 
wages  of  the  working  classes,  he  must 
say  he  never  had  been  able  to  see  how  the 
abolition  would  ameliorate  their  condition, 
for  wages  certainly  did  not  depend  on  the 
quantity  of  food  that  could  be  brought  io 
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from  foreipi  countries;  they  depended 
on  the  proportion  between  the  working 
population  and  the  demand  for  labour. 
He  could  not  help  remarking  upon  the 
argument  employed  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Wolverhampton,  who  had  spoken  of 
the  6,000,000  of  people,  the  people  of 
Ireland,  who  were  feeding  upon  potatoes. 
Ireland,  in  spite  of  the  poverty  of  the 
food  of  its  inhabitants,  was  in  reality  an 
exporting  country  in  the  matter  of  agri- 
cultural produce;  and  where  a  country 
was  found  to  produce  food  so  abundantly 
as  Ireland,  and  it  was  also  found  that  its 
people  were  suffering  from  the  want  of 
food  more  seriously,  perhaps,  than  any 
other  people  of  the  empire,  he  could  not 
help  thinking  the  causes  of  their  distreu 
were  to  be  found  in  their  habits,  in  the 
rspid  growth  of  their  numbers,  and  in 
the  consequent  competition  for  labour. 
Colonel  Torrens,  a  political  economist,  to 
whose  opinions  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo. 
site  would  be  disposed  to  pay  respect, 
asserted  that  whatever  might  be  the  re. 
suit  of  the  alteration  of  the  Corn- 
laws,  sooh  a  measure  wouki  not  pro- 
duce  any  improvement  in  the  condition 
of  tlie  working  classes,  or  io  the  rate  of 
wages.  They  ought,  therefore,  to  pause 
before  they  assented  to  such  a  proposi. 
tion  as  that  bow  before  the  House.  He 
admitted,  that  if  the  introduction  of  &>• 
reign  com  would  ateod  the  manufactores 
of  this  country,  that  would  be  a  great 
benefit ;  bat  he  confessed  that  he  had  a 
great  distrust  of  the  probability  that  any 
great  amount  of  oor  manufactures  would 
be  taken  in  return  lor  fbreiga  grain.  If 
hon.  Gentlemen  heU  that  a  very  small 
diminution  of  prices  wouM  take  place, 
then  the  quantity  imported  would  only  be 
small.  M'Culloeh  staled  the  importation 
to  be  expected  from  Europe  was  but 
small;  and  the  hon.  Member  for  Bath 
had  declared  himself  a  sceptic  in  his 
belief  of  those  assertions  which  had  been 
made  of  the  vast  amounts  of  com  ready 
to  be  brought  to  the  British  market  from 
America.  If  this  was  trae— if  the  amount 
of  com  to  be  imported  was  small,  it  was 
clear  that  the  advantages  likely  to  arise 
to  the  manu&cturing  interests  would  be 
proportkmally  limited,  and  then,  whether 
they  looked  at  the  interests  of  the  manu« 
facturer  or  the  agriculturist,  the  change 
was  one  which  could  not  be  desired. 
This,  however,  he  was  persuaded,  such  a 
change  as  was  advocated  would  do- 


it would  make  a  most  rapid  and  moat 
vrolent  change  in  the  price  of*  corn — a 
change  upon  which  no  one  could  calcu- 
late with  any  degree  of  certainty — which 
would  have  the  effect  of  deterring  the 
farmer  from  thoae  actfve  ezertioiis  so  im« 
portent  for  the  maintenance  of  oar  na- 
tional prosperity.  Before  he  sat  down, 
he  would  refer  to  an  observation  which 
had  fallen  from  the  hon.  Member  lor 
Nottingham  —  that  the  Anti-Com.law 
League  was  not  in  favour  on  that  (the 
Ministerial)  side  of  the  House.  He  mnst 
say,  that  he  for  one,  thought,  that  they 
ought  not  to  object,  and  he  did  not,  to 
the  fullest  and  freest  discussion  on  this 
subject;  for  discussion,  he  believed,  would 
lead  to  the  elucidation  of  troth,  oo  whidu 
ever  side  it  should  prevail.  But  then,  Im 
said,  that  the  discussion  should  be  full 
and  fair,  unaccompanied  by  personalities ; 
by  abuse,  either  general  or  individual ;  by 
the  imputation  of  motives,  which  above  M 
he  thought  was  most  unfair;  and  aeemg 
the  hon.  Member  for  Stockport  (Mr.  Cob. 
den)  in  his  place,  he  muat  say,  that  he 
dkl  not  think  that  those  just  limits  aad 
bounds  of  discussion  had  been  adhered  to 
by  him  in  the  course  of  the  agitation  which 
had  taken  place  on  thia  anbject.  He  waa 
not  going  to  touch  upon  that  gravoaod 
serious  matter  which  had  been  idloded  to 
upon  a  former  oocaekMi,  bot  hm  mast  eay 
that  the  hon.  Member— whoae  taleata  m 
and  out  of  the  House  they  most  all  apu 
predate— r^t  whose  presence  m  that  Hoose, 
mm  his  experience  and  ability,  they  moat 
all  rejoice— when  that  hon.  Member  talked 
of  the  Houae  of  Commona  as  a  eat  of  men 
who  were  unworthy  and  uoaUe  even  to 
perform  the  duties  of  a  tallow«chaadler*a 
shop — when  he  said  that  they  were  a  act 
of  boys  without  experience,  unable  to 
conduct  the  commonest  meieantile  af- 
fairs—when  he  thus  spoke  of  the  aasea* 
bled  Legislature  of  this  country,  emtrndy* 
ing  as  it  did  the  higheat  experience,  taleol, 
ai^  stmtesman-like  wisdom  on  both  aides 
of  the  House,  he  said  that  that  was  tnni 
the  sort  of  language  which  ahould  be  eaa. 
ployed.  And  more  than  this,  when  the 
hon.  Member  held  up  the  aristocracy  of  this 
country,  as  he  had  done,  as  a  set  of  wmm 
so  base,  and  so  worthless,  that  they  wmw 
worse  than  the  French  noblesse  —  whew 
be  said  that  if  they  were  tnmed  out  of. 
their  native  country  they  eonid  not  do 
what  the  French  neiUity  had  done— they 
conid  not  sesofi  to  Ihoir  own  act|nire* 
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laeott,  or  to  teaching  dancing,  as  the 
French  noblesse  had  done,  to  maintain 
themselves,  ^'because,  he  said,  they  were 
only  fit  to  be  grooms  and  jockeys ;  when 
the  hon.  Meonber  said  this  of  an  aristo- 
cracy which  numbered  among  its  names 
those  of  Chatham,  and  Orenville,  and 
Grey— -when  he  thus  spoke  of  an  aristo- 
cracy  which i  had  placed  the  noble  Lord 
opposite,  the  Member  for  the  City  of 
London  (Lord  John  Russell) — by  all  ad- 
mitted to  be  the  ablest  and  most  acute 
statesman  on  the  opposition  side  of  the 
House,  in  the  proud  position  which  he 
held,  which  haa  giren  to  the  Ministerial 
side  such  men  as  the  noble  Lord  the  Sec- 
retary for  the  Colonies  (Lord  Stanley) 
and  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Dor- 
setshire (Lord  Ashley) — a  nobleman  as 
remarkable  for  his  philanthrophy  as  he 
wae  distinguished  for  his  talents;  when 
the  hon.  Member  compared  these  men  to 
the  basest  aristocracy  which  Europe  had 
ever  seen — the  most  corrupt,  the  most 
demoralised — he  said,  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber had  exceeded  the  limits  of  fair  discus- 
sion— that  be  had  resorted  to  language 
which  was  not  likely  to  lead  to  the  honour 
of  any  causes— language  which,  consider, 
ing  the  high  authority  of  the  hon.  Mem. 
ber  in  this  country,  ought  not  to  have 
been  used  on  account  of  the  great  respon- 
sibility whieh  attached  to  him  in  conse- 
qnenoe. 

Viscount  Howick :  I  htte  so  frequently 
bad  occasion  to  address  this  House  on  the 
subject  DOW  under  discuaion,  that  it 
would  be  an  unwarrantable  demand,  Sir, 
on  your  patience  if  I  now  entered  upon  a 
general  inquiry  upon  the  policy  of  the 
Corn-laws,  and  repeated  the  arguments 
which  I  have  more  than  once  had  occasion 
to  press  upon  the  attention  of  the  House. 
I  shall  confine  myself  in  the  few  observa- 
tions which  I  shall  oiakct  on  this  occasbn, 
almost  exclusively  to  two  points — first, 
the  form  of  the  motion— the  form  in  which 
the  question  is  now  brought  under  our 
notice;  next  to  the  peculiar  circum- 
stances of  the  times,  on  which  we  are 
now  called  upon  to  pronounce  judgment. 
First*  as  to  the  Ibrm  of  the  motion.  I 
confess  that  the  form  of  the  motion  is  not 
such  as  I  shoald  have  adopted  myself.  I 
adhere  to  the  opinion,  which  I  have 
already  frequently  expressed  in  this  House, 
that  the  best  course  which  we  can  take 
on  this  difficult  subject,  is  to  impose  on 
the  iaifortatMNi  of  foreign  com  a  small  ; 


fixed  duty.  I  adhere  to  that  opinion,  not 
because  I  think  the  agriculturist  is  entitled 
to  protection,  because  I  never  will  advo- 
cate what  is  called  protection,  in  favour 
of  any  interest ;  for  I  agree  with  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Bath,  that  you 
should  apply  to  agriculture  and  to  manu- 
factures, and  to  every  sort  of  commerce, 
the  same  general  principle,  and  that  you 
should  put  an  end,  as  rapidly  as  circum- 
stances will  allow,  to  that  system  which  is, 
in  point  of  fact,  a  robbery  of  the  com- 
munity at  large,  under  the  vain  imagina- 
tion of  doing  good  to  some  particular 
class— not,  I  say,  beqause  I  am  in  favour 
of  protection,  but  upon  other  grounds— 
because  I  think  a  moderate,  or  I  should 
say,  a  small  fixed  duty,  is  the  best  solution 
of  the  existing  difficulty.  I  adhere  to  this 
opinion,  first,  because  I  think  upon  the 
whole  it  would  be  the  fairest  compromise 
between  conflicting  opinions,  for  under 
the  popular  form  of  Government  under 
which  we  live,  I  think  that  however  strong 
our  own  opinions  on  various  points  may 
be,  it  is  frequently  the  wisest  course  not 
to  insist  upon  carrying  out  our  own  views 
to  the  full  extent,  but  to  be  content  with  a 
reasonable  compromise,  with  those  who 
entertain  opposite  opinions  to  our  own. 
I  am  not  prepared  to  claim  infallibility  for 
myself,  nor  do  I  suppose  that  those  who 
oppose  nra  will  be  inclined  Co  aaseK  theit 
own  invariable  freedom  from  error,  and  it 
is  on  this  belief  that  I  have  come  lo  this 
conclusion.  But  I  am  also  in  ftivourof 
such  a  measure,  because  1  believe  that  it 
would,  be  a  Taluable  means  of  adding  to 
the  revenue  of  the  country.  I  am  sure 
that  while  it  would  scarcely  have  any  sen- 
sible effect  upon  the  price  of  corn,  it 
would  produce  a  revenue  to  the  country, 
and  that  it  would  be  the  best  of  all  taxes 
•—a  tax  which  would  not  be  felt  by  the 
consumer,  while,  at  the  same  time  it  would 
be  highly  productive  to  the  Exchequer. 
But  while  I  entertain  that  opinion,  I  am 
not  the  lew  prepared  to  vole  for  the  mo- 
tion which  b  now  before  the  House,  and, 
m  taking  that  course,  I  think  I  am  guilty 
of  no  inconsistency.  For  what  is  that 
which  we  are  called  on  to  vote?  The 
hon.  Member  for  Wolverhampton  pro- 
posss:-*- 

^  That  this  House  shall  resolve  itself  into 
a  committee  for  the  purpose  of  considering 
the  duties  affecting  the  importation  of  ib- 
reign  oom,  with  a  view  to  their  immedisle 
sMitioa.*' 
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Now,  10  far  at  regards  the  exittiDg  du- 
ties 00  coroy  no  man  can   entertain  a 
stronger  confiction  of  the  expediency  of 
immediately  repealing  them  than  myself. 
If  it  were  so  to  happen   that  on   this 
occasion  we  should  find  ourseUes  in  a 
majority — if  the  House  were,  on  this  mo- 
tion of  my  hon.  Friend,  to  resolve  itself 
into  a  committee,  and   if  in  that  com- 
mittee he  were  to  propose  and  carry  reso- 
lutions in   favour  of  the  repeal  of  the 
existing    Corn-laws,    I    believe    that    it 
would  be  then  quite  consistent  with  the 
forms  of  this   House   that  any  Gentle- 
man should  get  up,  having  cleared  the 
ground  by  the  demolition  of  the  existing 
law,  to  propose  resolutions  for  the  impo- 
sition of  such  a  fixed  duty  as  he  should 
think  proper.    I  say,  for  one,  that  if  no 
other  Member  of  this  House  were  prepared 
to  do  so,  T  myself  should  be  prepared  to 
make  a  deBnite  proposition  on  this  sub- 
ject.    I  think,  therefore,  that,  in  support- 
ing this  resolution,  I  am,  in  fact,  support- 
ing a  resolution  which  ts  in  favour  of  the 
abrogation  of  the  existing  law,  leaving  it 
open  to  future  consideration  what  is  the 
system  which  shall  succeed  to  it.     I  du 
nut  conceal   my  own  opinion  from  the 
House,  but  I  will  say  this,  that  even  if  I 
were  convinced  that,  having  abolished  the 
existing  Corn-law,  it  would  be  impossible 
to  persuade  the  House  to  concur  with  me 
—if  I  were  satisfied  that  the  carrying  of 
this  resolution  would  lead  to  what  is  called 
free- trade  in  corn,  I  should  be  still  pre- 
pared to  vote  for  the  resolution,  because 
It  is  my  deliberate  opinion  that— though 
I  agree  with  the  hon.  and  learned  Meml^r 
for  Bath,  that  the  abolition  of  the  Corn- 
laws  would  not  be  a  panacea  for  all  the 
existing  evils  of  the  country — though   I 
believe  that  there  are  many  other  measures 
which  ought  to  be  adopted,  with  a  view 
of  allaying  the  prevailing  distress  of  the 
country — yet  I  am  no  less  firmly  persuaded 
that  this  is  the  first  and  most  indispensa- 
ble step  which  ought  to  be  adopted.     I 
do  not  say  that  the  alteration  of  the  Corn- 
laws  will  produce  an  immediate  effect,  but 
I  do  say  toat  without  it  every  other  mea- 
sure which   you   may  carry  will    prove 
matter  of  disappointment.     I   am  sure 
that  unless  we  take  this  preliminary  step 
— unless,  by  an  alteration  of  the  Corn- 
laws,  we  do  what  lies  in  us  to  assuage  the 
existing  irritation  in  men's  minds  on  this 
subject,  and  also  to  give  that  free  career 
to  industry  which  industry  requires,  every 


other  measure  which  we  take  will  prove 
insufficient  in  correcting  the  evib  de* 
scribed  on  all  sides  of  the  House  to  be 
so  appalling.  This  is  my  opinion,  and 
therefore  I  say  here,  as  I  have  said 
elsewhere,  that  if  the  alternative  is  put 
before  me  of  retaining  the  existing 
Corn-law  as  it  stands,  or  of  abolishing 
altogether  all  duties  on  corn,  I  for  one 
am  prepared  to  abolish  all  duties  on  com, 
I  did  not  flinch  from  expressing  this 
opinion  when  a  candidate  for  the  repre* 
senlation  of  an  agricultural  district,  and 
all  the  reflection  which  I  have  since  given 
to  the  subject,  confirms  me  in  the  opinion 
which  I  then  expressed.  These  observa- 
tions, I  think,  are  sufficient  to  defend  me 
against  any  charge  of  inconsistency.  But 
before  T  leave  this  part  of  the  subject,  I 
think  it  right  to  say  further,  that  I  an 
prepared  to  vote  for  a  fixed  duty  on  com ; 
but  I  confess  that  when  I  look  to  the  state 
of  the  country — when  I  see  how  great  are 
the  evils  arising  from  the  continuance  of 
this  struggle— 'how  rapidly  the  time  is 
going  in  which,  in  my  opinion,  such  a 
measure  would  be  accepted  as  satisfactory,! 
am  bound  to  add  that  though  now  lam  pre- 
pared to  vote  for  the  imposition  of  a  fixed 
duty,  I  do  not  pledge  myself  that  I  will 
hereafter  adhere  to  such  a  course.  I  do 
not  know  that  any  one  could  have  antici- 
pated the  progress  of  events  which  have 
proceeded  with  so  much  rapidity  within 
the  last  few  years,  and,  looking  to  this,  I 
can  anticipate  a  future  time  when  com- 
promise on  this  subject  must  be  regarded 
as  neither  safe  nor  practicable;  and  I 
think  that  gentlemen  connected  with  the 
landed  interest  would  do  well  to  consider 
that  there  may  be  now  many  persons  who 
are  prepared  to  vote  for  a  remission  of  all 
duties  on  corn,  who  would  not  object  to 
such  a  compromise.  But  it  is  doubtful 
how  long  such  a  feeling  will  continue. 
There  is  only  one  other  point  connected 
with  this  part  of  the  subject  with  which  I 
will  trouble  the  House,  namely  the  peculiar 
circumstances  of  the  time  which  calls  upoA 
us  to  consider  this  subject.  I  do  not  think 
that  any  reflecting  person,  looks  to  the 
state  of  the  country,  and  to  the  deep  and 
widely  spread  feeling  of  dissatisfactioa 
which  prevails,  without  experiencing  some 
apprehension  and  alarm.  Does  any  man 
doubt  that  there  is  daily  spreading  among 
the  middle  classes  of  this  country  a  feeling 
that  they  are  treated  with  injustice,  and 
that  with  the  view  to  the  interest  of  a  per- 
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ticular  class^  tbis  law  is  maintained,  which 
•acrifices  the  interest  and  well  being  of 
all  other  classes  of  the  community,  and 
exposes  them  to  injury  and  injustice? 
Can  any  man  doubt  that  such  a  feeling  is 
rapidly  spreading  among  the  middle 
classes  ?  You  may  tell  me  that  the  pre- 
valence of  such  a  feeling  is  owing  to  the 
acts  of  agitators,  and  that  there  are  de- 
signing men,  and  that,  although  their 
acts  may  produce  great  effect,  you  cannot 
yield  to  agitators.  Is  this  the  case  ?  Sup- 
pose I  should  agree  with  you  in  this  as- 
sumption, for  the  sake  of  argument,  and 
that  those  persons  who  so  act  are  in- 
fluenced and  actuated  by  improper  motives 
and  that  these  designing  men,  who  make 
such  representations,  are  not  to  be  listened 
to  by  you  ?  I  would  ask  any  man  in- 
terested in  agricultural  pursuits  whether, 
recognising  that  right  of  discussion  which 
prevails  in  this  country,  and  the  publicity 
that  is  consequent  upon  it,  he  can  prevent 
representations  going  forth  to  the  people, 
and  those  representations  gaining  credit 
to  such  an  extent,  as  is  calculated  to  pro- 
dace  the  most  serious  consequences.  I 
presented  last  evening  a  petition  from  my 
own  constituents,  the  language  of  which  I 
confess  struck  me  very  forcibly,  and  it 
was  expressed  in  very  brief  and  forcible 
terms.  They  said  in  this  petition  that  the 
obvious  object  of  the  Corn-laws  was  to 
render  corn  scarce  and  dear,  and  that 
their  being  enacted  and  continued  was 
contrary  to  common  sense,  they  therefore 
called  upon  the  House  to  repeal  them. 
Will  any  man  deny  that,  if  he  regards  the 
natter  in  a  common  sense  point  of  view, 
the  Corn-laws  were  apparently  enacted  to 
restrain  the  importation  of  foreign  corn, 
and  that  therefore  their  object  is  to  render 
com  dear.  I  say  that  it  is  undoubtedly  the 
object  of  these  laws  to  prevent  the  im- 
portation of  corn,  and,  therefore,  pro  tanto 
to  keep  up  prices,  and  to  render  it  dear. 
This,  I  say,  is  the  view  that  would  be 
taken  of  the  matter  in  the  first  flush.  You 
may  reply,  'Mhis  indeed  is. the  apparent 
intention  of  the  law,  but  it  is  not  its  real 
*  object,  but  that  in  the  long  run  the  in- 
terest of  the  consumer  as  well  as  the  in- 
terests of  the  producer  require  their  con- 
tinuance.'' I  know  that  Gentlemen  op- 
posite will  not  agree  in  the  view  that  I 
take  of  the  matter,  but  I  will  suppose  that 
the  argument  that  I  have  just  put,  and 
which  I  know  will  be  supported  by  many 
Gentlemen  opposite  is  the  correct  view  of 
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the  case,  and  that  by  ^me  elaborate  pro- 
cess of  reasoning  it  can  be  shown  that  the 
object  of  the  law  is  not  to  make  corn  dear, 
but,  I  will  venture  to  say,  that  no  man  in 
his  senses  can  say  that  this  is  not  in  the  first 
instance  and  first  view  of  the  law  its  ap- 
parent object.  But,  in  the  present  temper 
of  the  people  of  this  country,  argue  the 
matter  as  you  like,  and  as  skilfully  and 
profoundly  as  you  can,  you  cannot  satisfy 
the  people  that  the  object  of  the  law  is 
not  to  restrict  the  supply  of  corn,  and 
thus  render  it  dear, and  that  those  who  have 
the  main  influence  in  legislating  in  both 
Houses,  have  a  direct  influence  in  re- 
stricting the  supply  of  corn,  and  in  making 
it  dear.  However  just  your  argument 
may  be,  and  however  well  founded  it  may 
appear,  be  assured,  you  never  will  be  able 
to  persuade  the  people  that  there  is  not 
some  sinister  interest  at  the  bottom  of 
your  support  of  those  laws.  I  agree  with 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Bath 
that  this  is  a  mistaken  view  of  the  case, 
and  that  the  fact  is,  that  gentlemen  who 
have  land  in  the  country  are  misled  by  an 
unconscious  bias  when  they  reason  on  a 
subject  in  which  their  own  interests  are 
involved.  For  my  own  part  I  believe  that 
they  honestly  and  sincerely  entertain  the 
opinions  which  they  express  on  this  sub- 
ject; but  I  ask  any  one  whether  they 
will  convince  the  people  of  this  country 
that  this  is  the  case,  and  that,  after  the 
often  repeated  arguments  that  have  been 
urged  on  both  sides,  they  can  hope  to 
convince  the  people  that  this  is  the  case  ? 
Tf  not,  and  if  the  persuasion  is  daily  gain- 
ing ground,  that  the  middle  classes  are 
treated  with  injustice,  and  that  this  is 
done  for  the  sake  of  only  one  particular 
class — if  such  an  opinion  be  rapidly  gain- 
ing ground,  I  ask  any  man  of  reflection, 
and  putting  aside  all  party  considerations, 
whether  this  must  not  be  attended  with 
the  most  serious  danger  to  the  institutions 
of  the  country  ?  Can  the  institutions  of 
the  country  be  safe  if  they  do  not  stand 
in  the  confidence  of  the  people,  and  is 
anything  so  calculated  to  undermine  them 
as  the  prevalence  of  such  a  belief?  Can 
anything  tend  more  to  alienate  the  differ- 
ent classes  of  the  community  from  the 
Legislature,  and  can  anything,  if  this  be 
allowed  to  go,  be  attended  with  more  fatal 
consequences?  I  think  that  every  hon. 
Gentleman  will  agree — whatever  may  be 
his  peculiar  views  as  to  the  policy  of  the 
Corn-laws — that  the  continuance  of  the 
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pmeat    itrifglc  -is    ao    snoiixid    evil, 
wbich,  if  allowed  to  ecotiaoep  most  end  in 
coaaeqocncM  of  the  moat  fleriooa   kind. 
A&d  caa  joo  pot  ao  cod  to  it  ?     No  one, 
I  preaaae,  caa  loppoae  that  you  can  stop 
it  while  the  G>rn-la«a  reaaia  aa  they  ire. 
No  matk  ID  hia  leDiei  can  lappose  that 
any  GoTernmeot,  or  aay  combinatioa  of 
meo,  be  it  aa  powerfol  aa  it  may  be.  cao 
pot  a  stop  to  (he  prevalent  feeling  of  dis- 
coflteot,  or  pot  ao  end  to  the  demands  for 
aa  alteration  of  the  law.    Both  the  ieeling 
and  the  demand  most  coniinne  while  yoo 
esdeavour  to  maintain  the  law  as  it  ia  on 
the  statote   book.     Before  coming  to  a 
determination   to  maintain  this  struggle, 
I  think  it  would  be  well  for  (hose  gentle- 
men who,  Uke  myself,  are  deeply  interested 
in  the  well-beiog  of  agricoltnre,  and  in 
the  landed  interest  to  well  consider  these 
two  qoeations.   In  the  first  place,  whether 
yoa  can  hope  to  maintain  the  present  law 
—  and  in  the  second  place,  if  you  can, 
whether  the  object  in  view  is  worth  con- 
tending  for?     Now,  taking   the    latter 
qncstioD,  as  to  whether  the  object  is  worth 
cootending  for.    Yoo  recently  altered  the 
Corn-laws ;  now  1  ask  whether  it  has  been 
attended  with  any  beneficial  result  to  the 
landed  interest,  or  whether  they  have  not 
roost  deeply  suffered  since  this  took  place  ? 
f  believe   that  there  is  no  difference  of 
opinion  as  to  the  inteiuity  of  the  distreas 
which  now  prevails  smoog  the  agricultural 
interest    Indeed,  last  night  the  right  hon. 
^ventleman.   the    Vice-president    of  the 
Board  of  Trade,  declared  that  the  agri- 
cnllnral  interest  was  actually  in  a  worae 
situation  than  it  was  in  1835.    In  fact  the 
farmer,  in  m  comparatively  scarce  year,  is 
only  receiving  the  prices  of  an  abundant 
year,  snd  yet  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
said  that  he  did  not  believe  that  this  arose 
from  the  operation  of  the  Corn-law.     But 
I  ask,  is  not  the  same  language  heard 
under  all  Corn-laws?     From   1815  you 
have  adhered  to  a  system  of  protection, 
and    I  ask   landed   Gentlemen  wliether, 
during  the  whole  of  that  period,  they  have 
not  constantly  been  mocked,  under  the 
operation  of  these  laws,  with  prospects,  of 
continued   prosperity    which   they   never 
obtained.     After  going  on  for  a  long  time, 
the  law  of  181 /i  was  condemned  by  most 
Cientleroen  who  had  at  all  reHected  on  the 
subject.     The   legislature  abolished  (hat 
Itw,  and  another  law  subsequently  also 
coiidrmned   by    its   advocates   and    pro- 
nu>teis,  was  then  paiH*d.    The  right  hon. 


Baronet  who  k  now  at  tho  bend  of  Ike 
Govemncnt  was  the  representative  of  the 
GovemaKDt  in  this  House  when  the  act 
of  18-28  vras  passed.    This,  we  were  told, 
was  to  remedy  the  act  of  1815,  and  thtt 
agriculture  would  be  better  off  under  its 
operation  than  it  had  hitherto  bcea.     I 
dissented  from  this  view  of  the  subject, 
and   voted  with  the    boa.  Member  Cor 
Montrose,  and   a  small  minority,  for  e 
fixed    duty.      This     SBeasure.    however, 
passed  ;    and  this  law  waa  in  foice  for 
some  years  when  the  right  boo.  Baronet, 
the  author  of  it,  came  forward  last  ycer 
and  told  the  Honae  that  it  could  not  be 
longer  mainuined,  aa  it  worked   ill  for 
both  agriculture  and  the  coosoner,  mad 
he,  therefore,  proposed    a   change.      A 
change  Cook  place,  and  what  has  beew  the 
result?     Is  the  condition  of  agricnltarista 
improved?     Decidedly  not.   [CAcers.]    I 
understand  the  nature  of  that  cheer,  aad 
that  the  hon.  Gentleman  meana  to  imply 
that  too  much  was  done  laat  year  in  the 
way  of  concession ;  but  I  think  that  the 
hon.  Member  was  most  ably  answered,  bj 
anticipation,  last  night  by  the  right  hoe. 
Gentleman,    the  Vice-president    of   the 
Board  of  Trade,  who  aaid  that  the  lowMsa 
of  prices  was  not  caused  by  the  change  ia 
the  law,  for  that  if  the  law  had  not  bcea 
altered  the  price  of  com  would  have  beea 
lower  than  it  now  was  or  had  been  <^*naff 
the  year.    The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said 
very  fairly  that  the  old  law  held  oat  e 
most  injurious  indocement  to  the  import* 
ers  of  com  not  to  introduce  their  com  inio 
the  market  entil  the  last  moment,  and 
until  prices    had    reached    the    hieheat 
range,  and  that,  therefore,  if  the  oM  law 
had  been  in  force  instead  of  the  oaeaame 
of  last  year,  the  com  would  have  beea 
brought  in  in  a  mau  instead  of  gradually, 
as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman    said  waa 
the  case  last  year.    The  right  hon.  Geo* 
tieman  said,  that  if  the  old  law  had  beea 
in  force  last  year,  that  onlv  one-eigfateeath 
part  of  the  quantity  would  have  come  iala 
the  market  at  the  price  at  which  the  balk 
of  the  foreign  com  was  brought  into  it 
under  tlie  new  law.    This,  I  admit,  ia  a. 
valid  argument,  and  I  concur  with  him  that 
the  change  in  the  law  is  ao  far  advaa* 
tageous  to  the  landed  interest,  and  that 
there  is  not  near  so  great  ao  inducemeat 
as  formerly  to  the  importer  to  keep  back 
his  corn  from  the  market  until  the  farthett 
point  has  been  reached.     But  1  wish  lo 
knowy  if  thia  b  to  be  taken  as  a  weit 
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founded  argument  for  the  diminution  of 
the  duty,  whether  it  be  not  an  equally 
well-founded  argument  for  a  further  re- 
duction   of  duty.     If   hon.    Gentlemen 
opposite  attended  to  this  part  of  the  speech 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman » they  would 
find  it  full  of  instruction.    The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  took  a  certain  period  of  time 
pre? bus  ta  what  he  called  the  week  of  the 
greatest  delifery,  when  the  extreme  point 
is  attained,  and  he  said  that  in  1841  only 
45,000  quarters   was  imported,  while  in 
the  week  of  the  greatest  delivery  1,914,000 
was  imported.    The  case  last  year  was 
Yery  different,  said  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, for  as  much  as  850,000  quarters 
were  entered  for  introduction  previous  to 
the  week  of  the  greatest  delivery,  while  in 
that  week  1,354,000  were  entered.    This 
large  influx  of  com  took  place,  be  it  re- 
membered, just  previous  to  the  harvest, 
and  coming  in  in  such  a  way,  must  be 
very  injurious  to  the  producer.     If  the 
argument  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  a 
just  one  in  favour  of  the  measure  of  last 
year,  does  it  not  follow  that  you  should 
not  hold  out  inducements  to  the  importer 
not  to  keep  back  his  corn  until  the  week 
of  the  greatest  delivery.     No  doubt,  while 
the  state  and  the  produce  of  the  harvest 
it  uncertain  there  is  an  inducement  to  the 
importer  to  keep  back  his  corn  from  the 
aaarket;  but  while  you  unduly  strengthen 
these  inducements,  yoo  make  him  carry 
too  far  what  was  m  legitimate  inducement 
before.    The  right  hon.  Gentleman,  in 
comparing  the  present  law  with  the  former 
law,  was  only  enforcing  the  arguments, 
with  much  greater  ability  than  I  could, 
which  I  and  others  have  repeatedly  urged 
upon  the  attention  of  the  House.    The 
.force  of  this  argument  is  to  show  the  inex. 
pediency  of  holding  out  these  artificial  in- 
ducements  to  persons  to  keep  back  their 
com  until  a  great  rise  in  prices  took  place ; 
while  no  doubt  the  anticipations  as  to  the 
future  state  of  the  harvest  would  be  quite 
sufficient.    If,  by  vour  system  of  fluctuat- 
ing duties,  you  add  to  this  inducement  to 
iieep  back  the  supply  of  corn   from  the 
Market^  you  derange  the  whole  equili- 
brium of  the  trade,  and  produce  that  state 
of  things  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
■Aid  occurred  at  that  period,  which  be  so 
happily  described    as    the  week  of    the 
greatest  delivery,  when  prices  obtained 
their  maximum,  and  when  the  farmer  was 
going  to  introduce  his  new  crop  into  the 
narkeL     If  the  right  Imhi*  Gentleman 


was  right  as  to  his  view  of  the  operation  of 
the  law,  he  should  at  once  use  his  best 
exertions  to  get  rid  of  this  artificial  system 
of  fluctuating  duties,  and  should  endeavour 
to  restore  the  trade  in  corn  to  its  natural 
state,  and  not  make  the  duty  vary  accord- 
ing to  the  prices  in  the  market.     I  con- 
tend, therefore,  that  it  is  for  the  advantage 
of  gentlemen  connected  with  the  landed 
interest  to  get  rid  as  soon  as  possible  of  a 
system  which  they  suppose  is  advantage- 
ous.     But  I  ask,  do  gentlemen  really 
suppose  that  this  struggle  can  be  roain^ 
tained,  and  that  this  law  can  be  continu- 
ed, when  there  is  a  constant  progress  of 
opinion,  and  when  there  is  a  certain  and 
irresistible  tendency   to    change    in   the 
whole  system  ?  And  if  we  look  back  for  a 
few  years,  circumstances  will  clearly  show 
this.     In  the  year  1828,  there  was  only  a 
small  minority  of  twenty-seven  for  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Montrose's  propo- 
sal for  a  fixed  duty  of  ten  shillings.     But 
what  is  the  state  of  feeling  in  the  House 
and  the  country  on  the  subject  at  present? 
If  we  look  on  the  state  of  public  opinion 
that  was  indicated  by  the  fact  of  the  great 
number   of    petitions,   most   numerously 
signed,  that  have  been  presented  to  the 
House  on  this  subject  from  almost  all  the 
important  towns  in  the  country,  what  an 
indication  of  public  opinion  is  manifested? 
Again,  the  House  is  probably  aware  that 
in  many  large  towns  requisitions  have  been 
got  up  by  the  constituency  to  their  repre- 
sentatives, calling  upon  ihem  to  support 
the  motion  of  my  hon«  Friend  the  Member 
for  Wolverhampton.    Such  a  requisition 
has  been  forwarded  to  my  hon.  Colleague 
and  myself,  and  it  is  signed  by  two-thirds 
of  the  number  of  electors  ibat  ever  voted 
at  an  election  for  that  place.    This  strong 
expression  of  public  opinion  on  the  part 
of  the  inhabitants  of  Sunderland  did  not 
emanate  from  a  body  wanting  in  intelli- 
gence or  public  spirit.    A  similar  feeling 
has  been  strongly  shown  in  every  place 
connected  with  the  trade  and  manufactures 
of  the  country,  and  it  is  not  confined  to 
them,  but  is  daily  spreading  among  the 
tenantry  of  the  country.     In  the  county 
which  1  formerly  had  the  honour  to  repre- 
sent there  exists  the  strongest  indications 
on  the  part  of  the  tenantry  of  a  wish  for  a 
change  in  the  system,  and  I  believe  that 
indications  of  the  same  kind  elsewhere 
present  themselves.     I  ask  you  therefore, 
whether  common  sense  or  prudence  should 
OQt  induce  yoti  to  put  an  end  to  this 
G2 
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struggle,  and  take  warning  by  the  past, 
remembering  that  late  concessions  are  al- 
ways unsatisfactory,  and  that  if  you  are 
anxious  to  make  terms  that  you  should  do 
so  at  as  early  a  period  as  possible.  I 
would  ask  Gentlemen  opposite  whether 
they  feel  secure  in  following  the  right  hon. 
Baronet.  Look  to  his  previous  conduct  ? 
Has  it  not  ever  been  his  course  that  when 
he  has  felt  it  necessary  to  consider  the 
great  question  of  the  time  being,  th<it  he 
has  been  a  day  too  late.  Was  it  not  the 
case  with  the  Catholic  question.  Was  it 
not  so  with  the  great  question  of  Parlia- 
mentary Reform,  when  he  refused  in  the 
first  instance  to  make  any  concession. 
Was  it  not  so  with  the  Corn-law  in  1828, 
when  I  believe  the  country  would  have 
been  grateful  for  a  fixed  duty  of  I  Of.,  and 
would  have  accepted  it,  I  believe,  as  a 
permanent  settlement  of  the  question,  and 
we  never  should  have  had  the  matter  agi- 
tated as  it  has  been.  In  1841,  I  believe, 
the  fixed  duty  of  85.  would  have  been 
thankfully  received.  I  am  persuaded  that 
this  would  not  be  the  case  now,  but  I  be- 
lieve that  a  lower  amount  of  duty — for 
instance,  of  4s.  or  55.,  would  be  still  ac- 
cepted. But  I  warn  you,  if  you  refuse  the 
present  opportunity  of  settling  the  ques- 
tion, by  the  adoption  of  such  a  step,  you 
will,  if  you  delay,  not  be  very  likely  to  be 
able  to  settle  by  continuing  any  duty 
whatever.  I  tell  you,  if  you  endeavour  to 
continue  the  present  law  you  will  have  a 
repetition  of  what  took  place  on  the  Ca- 
tholic question  and  on  that  of  Parlia- 
mentary Reform,  and  you  will  have  the 
right  hon.  Baronet,  as  he  did  with  respect 
to  the  act  of  1828,  make  the  alteration 
when  it  suits  his  own  purposes.  You  must 
have  him,  although  you  place  little  or  no 
confidence  in  him ;  for  you  are  well  aware 
that  without  him  you  would  l>e  powerless 
to  resist.  Depend  upon  it  he  upon  whom 
you  rely  will  throw  you  overboard ;  and 
in  pointing  out  to  you  the  necessity  of 
changing  the  system,  he  will  tell  you  that 
it  is  better  to  do  the  thing  handsomely ; 
and,  as  he  did  in  the  Catholic  question, 
do  all  at  once  for  the  settlement  of  the 
question.  Depend  upon  it,  on  the  occur- 
rence of  the  first  bad  harvest,  this  will  be 
the  result.  These  are  the  reasons  which 
induce  me  to  support  the  motion  of  my 
hon.  Friend. 

Mr.  Biackstone  said,  that  seeing  the 
difierence  of  opinion  which  existed  amongst 
the  various  speakers  who  had  supported 


this  motion,  including  the  hon.  ind 
learned  Gentleman  who  had  brought  it 
forward,  the  hon.  Member  for  Notting- 
ham, and  the  noble  Lord  who  had  just  lat 
down,  all  of  whom  had  declared  that  they 
had  different  objects  in  view,  he  coold 
not  think  that  any  practical  retolt  could 
follow  the  proposition  for  going  into  com- 
mittee, which  would  embrace  luch  bete* 
rogeneous  opinions.  The  noble  Lord  who 
had  just  sat  down  was  anxious  for  a 
moderate  fixed  duty  below  that  which  had 
been  proposed  by  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  the  City  of  London,  and 
talked  of  a  fixed  duty  of  5f.  at  one  which 
would  be  accepted  by  the  nation  at  large  ; 
and  the  noble  Lord's  reasons  were,  that 
such  a  fixed  duty  would  add  greatly  to 
the  impoverished  finances  of  the  country, 
and  would  raise  an  ample  revenue  to  meet 
the  exigencies  of  the  Crown ;  bnt  what 
amount  of  quarters  of  foreign  corn  was 
the  noble  Lord  anxious  to  introduce  by 
these  means  into  this  country  ?  Why.  if 
4,000,000  quarters  were  imported  at  a  6t. 
fixed  duty,  the  noble  Lord  would  only 
augment  the  revenue  by  1,000,000/.  pe> 
annum.  Under  the  existing  law  he  bar 
lieved  that  last  year  there  had  been  raiaad 
as  stated  last  night  by  the  right  boo. 
Gentleman  the  Vice  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade,  a  sum  of  about  1,500,000/.  or 
500,000/.  more  than  the  noble  Lord  oouM 
expect  from  his  fixed  duty.  He  had  beoi 
rather  anxious  10  address  a  few  observa- 
tions to  the  House,  after  the  speech  of 
his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Vice  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade,  because  his  right 
hon.  Friend  had  been  kind  enough  to 
allude  to  a  reply  he  had  made  to  some  of 
his  statements.  I le  did  not  know  whether 
his  right  hon.  Friend  was  now  in  his  place, 
but  if  so,  he  begged  to  congratulate  him 
on  the  altered  tone  of  the  speech  he  made 
last  evening  as  compared  with  that  he  had 
delivered  on  the  same  subject  at  the 
beginning  of  the  present  Session.  He 
(  Mr.  Biackstone^  had,  with  some  degree  of 
pleasure  and  delight,  heard  his  right  hoa. 
Friend  abandon  those  hacknied  exprea- 
sions  about  free-trade  by  which  he  here- 
tofore had  endeavoured  to  elicit  checiB 
from  the  hon.  Members  on  the  oppoaite 
side  of  the  Mouse,  and  declare  at  laei 
that  the  agricultural  interests  were  in  a 
great  state  of  depression.  His  right  hon. 
Friend  had  taken  that  different  tone  and 
had  alluded  to  the  alarm  and  fearful  state 
of  the  agricultural  interests.    The  right 
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hon.  Ototleman  had  id  eloquent  terms 
told  the  House  that  the  depression  was 
great,  and  that  the  prices  of  agricultural 
produce  and  commodities  were  lower  than 
they  had  been  for  the  last  sixty  years.  If 
his  right  hon.  Friend  spoke  the  sentiments 
of  her  Majesty's  Ministers^  it  would  seem 
that  they  were  at  last  alive  Xo  that 
great  interest  with  which  for  some  time 
past  they  had  been  tampering.  He  knew 
not  how  this  had  arisen,  whether  it  were  be- 
canse  they  had  found  foreign  countries  un- 
willing to  alter  their  tariffs,  or  whether  it 
was  because  they  had  found  such  a  spirit 
mod  feeling  prevailed  in  the  country  on  the 
subject,  as  must  command  the  respect  and 
attention  of  any  administration.  But  his 
right  hon.  Friend  had  stated,  and  from 
that  statement  he  had  dissented  at  the 
time  it  was  made,  that  the  corn-law  passed 
last  year  had  produced  no  depressing 
effect  whatever  upon  prices,  and  that 
prices  would  have  been  much  lower  if  the 
old  law  had  still  been  in  force  and  opera- 
tion. His  right  hon.  Friend  had  stated 
further,  that  the  new  law  had  stopped 
speculation.  These  opinions  he  denied, 
and  contended  that  it  was  the  sun  which 
bad  given  the  country  an  early  harvest 
mnd  not  legislation,  which  had  stopped 
•peculation  and  prevented  the  ruin  of  the 
farmers.  But  looking  to  facts,  he  begged 
to  ask  what  had  been  the  intentions  of  her 
Majesty's  Government  when  they  passed 
the  measure  of  last  year?  The  right  hon. 
Baronet  at  the  head  of  the  Government 
when  he  proposed  the  Income-tax,  in  the 
same  breath  told  the  House  and  the  coun- 
try that  he  was  by  his  other  measures 
reducing  the  prices  of  all  the  necessaries 
of  life — corn,  meat,  and  other  productions 
— and  he  remembered  well,  that  when 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  brought  forward 
the  tariff,  he  congratulated  himself  in 
these  terms : — 

**  It  is  said  that  in  making  these  reductions 
and  inviting  competition,  we  are  beginning  at 
the  wrong  ^nd.  My  answer  is,  in  the  first 
place,  we  h^^e  reduced  in  a  material  degree 
the  prices  of  the  necessaries  of  life ;  and  if 
any  man  will  compare  the  duties  this  day 
payable  on  foreign  oats,  wheat,  and  barley, 
with  those  payable  if  the  old  law  was  still  in 
force,  he  must  admit  that  there  has  been  a 
very  great  diminution." 

He  contended,  then,  that  it  was  the  in- 
tention of  her  Majesty's  Government  to 
feduce  the  price  of  com ;  and  that  inten- 
tioni  bad  been  carried  out  by  the  operation 


of  these  Measures.  He  was  not  inclined 
to  enter  into  a  discussion  of  the  harsh 
phrases  applied  to  the  agriculturists  by 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite.  Though  he 
widely  differed  in  opinion  from  those  hon. 
Gentlemen,  he  would  not  lend  himself  to 
such  expressions  as  they  had  used ;  on 
the  contrary,  be  desired  to  argue  the 
question  calmly,  and  to  do  every  hon. 
Member  the  justice  of  believing  that  his 
opinion  was  conscientiously  formed  :  while 
he  hoped  hon.  Members  would  apply  the 
same  rule  to  the  opinions  he  entertained. 
It  was  said  they  had  now  got  wheat  at  45s. 
a  quarter,  but  their  lands  were  not  gone 
out  of  cultivation.  It  was  not  likely  that 
a  fall  of  prices  in  one  year  would  cause 
the  lands  to  go  out  of  cultivation ;  but  if 
the  price  of  wheat  were  permanently  re- 
duced the  heavy  and  poor  soils  must  be 
thrown  out  of  cultivation,  and  many  la- 
bourers in  consequence  would  be  thrown 
out  of  employment.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Salford  opposite  was  reported  in  the 
Manchester  Guardian  to  have  stated  at 
a  meeting  last  year  with  regard  to  this 
subject, 

**  Now,  supposing  a  million  of  acres  of 
land  were  thrown  out  of  cultivation,  a  tax  of 
4d,  a  quarter  on  the  foreign  corn  imported 
would  pay  the  wages  of  all  the  labourers 
thrown  out  of  employment/' 

And  yet  the  advocates  of  a  fixed  duty 
asked  for  a  fixed  duty  of  8s.  a  quarter  on 
corn.  [Mr.  Brotherion,  **  I  never  said  it,"] 
The  newspaper  in  which  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber was  reported  to  have  made  this  state- 
ment was  in  the  confidence  of  the  Anti 
Corn-law  League,  and,  therefore,  he  had 
concluded  it  to  be  correct.  He  would, 
however,  of  course,  accept  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber's repudiation  of  the  report.  The  noble 
Lord  (Lord  Howick)  who  had  just  spoken 
had  stated  that  the  tenant  farmers  were  in 
favour  of  a  free  trade  in  corn.  He  felt 
bound  to  state  that  there  was  some  degree 
of  truth  in  this.  They  did  not  hold  this 
opinion  from  any  desire  of  having  a  free 
trade  in  corn,  and  of  having  all  protecrion 
removed  from  agriculture,  but  he  feared  it 
was  from  another  spirit,  which  he  was 
afraid  was  now  deeply  rooted  amongst  the 
agriculturists — that  the  change  affecting 
their  interests  made  by  her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment had  been  90  great  that  they 
looked  to  the  future  in. a  state  of  the  ut- 
most despair,  and  conceived  that  there 
was  so  much  doubt  as  to  the  line  of  con- 
duct which  her  Majesty's  Ministers  would 
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pursue  hereafter  that  they  wooU  rather  at 
ODce  see  the  end  cone  than  wait  in  tut. 
pense  and  die  bj  inches.  It  was  probable 
that  want  of  confidence  in  her  Majetty's 
Minitlers  had  gifen  rise  to  this  opinion. 
There  was  another  feeling  also  strongly 
growing  up  amongst  the  farmers,  which  he 
deeply  regretted— that  they  had  been  de- 
ceived in  their  attempts  to  save  themselves 
from  destitution  by  the  resident  gentry 
and  nobility-— the  landlords,  and  those  to 
whom  they  naturally  looked  up.  The 
farmers  had  not  only  met  with  no  support 
when  they  had  looked  for  it  from  the 
landed  gentry,  but  had  been  treated  with 
every  possible  coldness  and  neglect.  This 
was  a  deep-rooted  feeling,  and  bad  given 
rite  to  the  tentiments  ezpretsed  at  the 
meeting  at  the  county  town  of  Hertford. 
The  tame  feeling  wat  vitible  in  Herkthire. 
In  the  petition  sent  up  from  Wallingford 
in  favour  of  protection  to  the  farmers,  hu 
bluiihed  to  say  that  hardly  a  single  ma- 
gistrate had  affixed  his  name  to  it.  This 
was  a  melancholy  contrast  to  the  feeling 
exhibited  when  the  country  had  been  ap- 
pealed  to  on  the  same  ground  at  the  last 
general  election.  The  magittrates  and 
genUy  had  then  been  forward  to  come 
and  turn  out  the  Administration  which 
had  shown  such  extreme  hostility  to  the 
landed  interest,  and  had  then  been  ready 
enough  to  urge  on  their  tenants  to  the 
same  course;  but  now  ihc  case  wat  dif- 
ferent ;  the  farmers  of  the  country  were 
now  acting  for  themselves.  He  held  that 
to  be  most  disastrous.  He  saw  on  the 
Treasury  bench  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  Kent.  In  former  years  that 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  not  have  de- 
serted the  farmers'  interest.  He  trusted 
that  the  feeling  now  evinced  by  the  agri- 
*culturisis  would  be  a  deep  warning  to  her 
Majesty's  Ministers,  and  show  them  that 
though  they  might  stifle  the  voice  of  the 
gtntry,  yet  the  voice  of  the  farmers,  and 
those  who  employed  the  afrricultural  la- 
bourers, would  be  heard.  Thev  were  now 
actmg  in  opposition  to  those  to  whom  they 
had  formerly  looked  up,  and  he  trusted 
that  this  would  be  an  instructive  lesson  to 
the  Ministry. 

Mr.  IVaUace  had  heard  with  much  sur- 
prise the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member  who 
had  just  sat  down ;  it  was  a  manly  and  a 
true  speech,  such  as  he  had  never  heard 
from  tlie  Tory  side  of  the  House  before. 
At  last  they  had  got  a  true  and  manly 
speech  from  that  (the  Mintalerial)  side  of 


the  House,  and  he  thooglit  the  hosi. 
learned  Member  for  Bath  fasid  doae 
by  his  gratuitous  advioe  to  the  U 
recommending  to  them  Camperatc 
sions,  though  he  (Mr.  Wallaee) 
that  hon.  and  learned  Member 
advice  himself.  He  was  no  party  Id  a 
fixed  duty  on  corn  ;  first*  becaaae  he  ~ 
lieved  there  ought  not  to  bo  any 
fixed  duty :  and,  aecondly,  beeaaaa  ki 
believed  it  could  not  be  got.  The  pao^ 
of  this  country  were  determined  to  hawaa 
free  trade,  and  they  sought  no  protoctiw 
whatever.  He  had  met  a  laird  of  Angjb* 
shire,  a  constituent  of  the  hon. 
for  that  county  (Mr.  Campbell^  tnd 
asked  him  how  be  was  getting  on ; 
he  replied  that  they  were  all  mined  by 
the  tariff,  and  that  be  should  not  tote  §m 
that  hon.  Member  again.  He  ahonld  gitw 
hit  hearty  support  to  the  motion  of  tht 
hon.  Member  for  Wolverhampton* 

Mr.  Jiorihwick  moved  the  adjoarooMnt 
of  the  debate. 

Mr.  Campbell  said,  that  having  been  m 
|)ojiitedly  referred  to  by  the  hon.  Mnshar 
for  Greenock,  1  feel  I  am  called  upon  to  in* 
terpose  for  a  moment,  merely  to  aay  thai  I 
do  not  know,  neither  do  I  care,  who  the  Aiw 
gyllshirc  lainl  is  who  made  the  remnrka  m 
which  the  hon.  Member  had  allndnd. 
For  mv  part,  I  can  only  say,  that  I  nn 
glad  that  any  tenantry  of  mine  ahmU 
judge  for  themselves  on  these  snbjenlB. 
I  will  state  what  is  the  impression  amongal 
my  constituents  on  the  question  of  fran» 
trailtt.  I  may  tell  the  House  that  mint  ia 
peculiarly  a  breeding  county.  When  tht 
right  hun.  liaronet  at  the  head  of  the  Go* 
vvrnniant  brought  forward  his  tariff,  my 
conaiituvntt,  who  rear  black  cattle  in  greni 
numbers,  expressed  much  alarm,  and  ro* 
quested  1  would  oppose  the  Govemmenl 
pro|NMition.  1  felt  asaorsd  the  tariff  wonid 
not  huvc  the  effect  anticipated,  and  beinf 
so  persuaded,  I  answered  the  appeal  of 
my  constituents  by  saying,  that  I  conU 
not  vote  according  to  their  opinions.  Bnl 
this  year,  these  very  men  admitted  Ibay 
were  wrong,  and  that  I  waa  right.  Thny 
now  acknowledge  that  the  auocess  of  eoii- 
merce  is  the  best  security  for  agiicnltninl 
prosperity.  I  cordially  supported  tht 
right  hnn.  Banniet  in  the  measure  which 
he  brought  forward — my  only  regret  being, 
that  he  did  not  go  further.  I  aay  the 
price  of  cattle  was  quite  enomoua.  1% 
was  a  crying  abame  to  thia  country.  I 
looked  upon  it  as  a  sUin  upon  a  ChnaliMi 


173        Stptato/aMUfti 


{Hat  11} 


couDlry  that  the  great  article  of  food 
■faould  bave  reached  the  extravagant  and 
diigraceful  price  of  Bd.  aod  9d.  a  pouod. 
Tbii  I  >ayi  though  deriving  every  farthing 
I  bave  from  land.  And,  furibar,  if  an; 
■KTifice  were  neceHary  to  Mcnre  the  com- 
brU  of  the  people  in  thii  respect,  I  ihoald 
not  hesitate  to  make  it.  With  regard  10 
the  antidpalion  of  a  lepenl  of  the  Corn- 
laws,  1  differ  altogether  as  to  the  effect  of 
Mich  a  itep,  from  thoae  aroond  me.  1 
have  no  fear  ivhatever  of  the  repeal.  1 
am  confident  that  in  a  few  yean  we  muit 
■ae  that  repeal,  and,  if  gradually  effected, 
I  am  prepared  for  it.  I  only  fear  the  im- 
mediate and  total  repeal.  J  think  the 
tS»ct  of  luch  a  itep  would  be  to  psralyu 
trade ;  but  I  conGdently  look  forward  to 
K  modiSed  syitem  of  repeal.  I  do  not 
anticipate  from  such  a  change  any  de- 
preciatioti  ia  the  value  of  land.  1  think 
a  repeal  of  these  lawi  would  be  the  means 
of  increasing  the  energies  of  the  agricu]- 
tnral  body.  Farmers  would  tee,  that 
qaantity  en  produce  must  make  up  for  the 
lower  quality  of  price,  or  tbey  must  raise 
DMre  corn  to  have  the  same  amouot  of 
money.  I  am  satisfied  that  the  change 
would,  on  the  whole,  greatly  benelit  Bug- 
land,  lam  sstiiSed,  that  the  labouring 
pepolatioD  would  be  greatly  benefitted  by 
lU  The  agricultural  system  must  be 
dtanged.  I  have  seen  in  this  country 
twble  fields  ready  for  the  sickle,  which  a 
puff  of  wind  would  injure,  and  two  or 
three  labourers  cutting  away  at  a  corner. 
Such  u  the  sk>vealy  system  pursued.  If 
farmers  bad  a  little  more  difficulty  in  pay- 
ing their  rent  they  would  display  more 
energy.  1  bave  do  hesitatioa  ia  saying, 
that  the  industry  of  the  tenantry  of  Eng- 
land would  be  greatly  increased,  if  they 
liwted  more  to  their  own  recourcet,  and 
did  not  k)ok  fer  securing  a  price  for  tbeir 
neodoce  to  protection.  These  are  my 
bamble  opiiuont,  which  I  shoald  not  have 
trowbled  tbe  House  with,  if  I  had  not 
been  challenged.  1  can  only  congratulate 
tbe  right  bon.  Baronet  on  the  success,  so 
far  as  be  has  gone,  of  bis  free-trade  priiw 
ciptes. 

Debate  adjourned,  and  the  House  ad- 
jonrned  at  a  quarts  pest  twelve. 

HOUSE  OP  LORDS, 
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Repbal  op  tbh  Uhion  —  Misokpse- 
SBNTiTiOM.]  Lord  Brougham  saidt  that 
it  was  necessary  far  him  to  correct  a  groes 
misrepresentationcancemiogaooble  Friend 
of  his,  formerly  Lord  Althorp,  who  had  been 
referred  to  on  tbat  queation  which  was  so 
ably  brought  before  their  Lordships  by  tbe 
noble  Ban  (tbe  Earl  of  Roden)  on  Tues- 
day evening.  It  had  been  represented, 
that  his  noble  Friend  bad  declai^,  that  if 
all  the  Irish  Members  were  for  the  repeal 
of  the  union,  he  should  be  for  granting  that 
repeal ;  that  was  to  say,  jusenting  to  the 
dismemberment  of  the  empire.  Never 
was  there  a  more  entire  or  a  more  gross 
misrepresentation,  and  he  had  the  autho- 
rity of  bis  noble  Friend  himself,  who  was 
unable  to  attend  in  bis  place,  to  say  so. 
He  abould  be  sorry,  after  bearing  such  a 
statement,  that  a  single  day  should  pHM 
without  setting  it  right.  It  im(died  that 
bis  iHible  Friend  had  tempted  the  Irish 
Members  to  come  over  to  the  repeal  tnr 
holding  out  to  them  the  hope  of  socceed- 
ing  in  such  a  detestable,  if  not  grossly 
absurd  scheme.  It  was  almost  impotrible 
to  conceive  how  sncb  a  hocf  cameintoes- 
istence  ;  but  as  there  was  generally  some 
foundation  te  every  such  fabrication,  how- 
ever Use,  in  this  case  tke  fonndation  was 
this — some  bon.  Member,  when  bis  noble* 
Friend  had  made  the  dedamtion  tbat  dril 
war  itself  would  be  prefeiaUe  to  tbe  dis- 
memberment and  destroction  of  the  empire 
-~sou>e  boo.  Member  bad  put  the  case,  that 
lUppoHBgall  tbe  IriebMembers  were  &ro<ir- 
nUe  to  t^  repeal,  and  asked  what  hU  noUe 
Friend  would  do  then  i  His  noble  Friend 
bad  given  the  only  answer  which  a  sUtes> 
man  could  give  to  such  an  absard  queation. 
His  noble  Friend  had  said,  be  would  wait 
till  that  time  came,  and  then  he  would  tell 
the  hon.  Member  what  be  would  do.  His 
noble  Friend  probably  remembered  what 
happened  as  to  the  union  with  Scotland. 
Ten  years  after  the  union  with  that  coun- 
tijr,  tbe  ScMcb  Membeia  bad  voted  for 
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the  repeal  of  the  uoion.  It  happened,  that 
thef  were  aggrieved  by  some  tax.  [The 
Lord  Chancellor :  "  The  malt-tax.**]  And 
they  thought  it  right  to  vote  for  the  repeal 
of  the  union.  But  if  all  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers were,  on  account  of  the  Poor-law,  or 
on  any  other  account,  to  imitate  the  Scotch 
Members  on  Lord  Seaford's  motion,  and 
vote  for  the  repeal  of  the  union,  the  con- 
sequence would  be  that  all  the  English, 
Welsh,  and  Scotch  would  only  stand  more 
firmly  together,  to  preserve  unimpaired 
the  integrity  of  the  empire. 

Lord  Campbell  agreed  with  all  the  sen- 
timents of  his  noble  and  learned  Friend, 
but  he  rose  to  set  him  right  on  an  his- 
torical fact.  The  Repeal  of  the  Union 
with  Scotland  had  been  moved  in  that 
House,  and  lost  by  only  a  majority  of  one. 

The  Earl  of  Wkkhw  said,  that  nobody 
in  his  senses  could  suppose  that  Lord 
Althorp  had  ever  given  so  absurd  an 
answer. 

Corn  Laws  —  Buckingiiamshirb 
Meeting.]  Earl  Stanhope  said,  that  in 
presenting,  in  pursuance  of  the  notice 
which  he  had  given,  the  petition  from 
the  county  meeting  recently  held  at  Ayles- 
bury, it  was  not  his  intention  to  trouble 
their  Lordships  at  any  length;  but  be 
trusted  that  he  might  be  permitted  to 
make  a  few  observations,  in  justice,  not 
only  to  the  petitioners,  but  also  to  the 
subject,  which  was  of  extreme  and  para- 
mount importance.  This  petition  was  the 
more  justly  entitled  to  be  considered,  as 
the  real,  genuine,  unbiassed  expression  of 
the  opinion  of  the  farmers  of  that  county, 
in  consequence  of  a  circumstance  which, 
in  all  other  respects,  he  must  lament, 
namely,  that  the  meeting  from  which  this 
fietition  proceeded,  was  not  suggested,  or 
supported,  or  presided  over,  by  any  of  the 
great  landed  proprietors  of  Buckingham- 
shire. It  had,  therefore,  been  shown  by  this 
memorable  example  that  the  farmers  of 
Bnckinghamshire  would  not  act  with  that 
servile  submission  to  their  landlords  which 
had  so  frequently,  but  so  unjustly,  been 
charged  against  them,  and  that  they  did  not 
consider  the  Corn-law  to  be  what  it  was 
constantly,  but  falsely,  represented  to  be, 
a  landlord's  question,  in  which  the  tenants 
had  no  interest  whatever.  The  Corn-law 
was  primarily  a  labourer's  question.  It 
had  immediate,  and  direct,  and  most  im- 
portant influence,  both  in  the  employment 
and  the  remuneratioa  of  labour.    One  of 


the  first  as  well  as  the  most  calamitoM 
effects  which  arose  from  a  depression  of 
agriculture  was  a  diminution  in  the  metnt 
of  employing  labourers,  and  a  decrease 
in  the  amount  of  wages,  and  this  had 
recently  been  the  case  in  different  counties 
in  which  the  labourers  received  a  scanty 
pittance  of  9f.  a  week,  but  which  piitance» 
scanty  as  it  was,  had  now  been  re- 
duced to  75.  a  week.  He  held  that 
the  labouring  classes  whether  employed 
in  agriculture  or  in  any  other  occo- 
pation,  had  an  undoubted  right  to  de- 
mand full  and  effectual  protection  of  their 
interests,  and  that  it  was  not  only  their 
right,  but  their  bounden  duty  to  opposst 
by  all  legal  and  constitutional  means,  any 
measure  which  would  tend  either  to  de* 
prive  them  of  employment  or  to  diminish 
their  wages.  This  was  also  a  farmer's 
question,  for  those  who  employed  their 
capital,  their  skill,  and  industry,  in  the 
cultivation  of  the  soil,  had  as  good  a 
right  to  some  return  for  their  capital  as 
if  they  had  embarked  it  in  cotton  mills, 
or  any  other  manufacture.  He  said,  that 
they  had  a  better  right,  inasmuch  as  they 
contributed — which  the  manufEurturers  did 
not,  in  any  fair  or  just  proportion — to  the 
support  of  those  workmen  who  might  he 
deprived  of  employment,  whether  through 
the  introduction  of  new  machinery  or 
from  depression  of  trade,  and  because 
their  distresses  could  not  be  attributed,  as 
was  the  case  in  manufactures,  to  over  spe- 
culation and  over  production,  which  natv- 
rally  tended  to  glut  the  market.  But  were  it 
solely  or  exclusively  a  landlord's  questioo, 
he  should  wish  to  know  whether  a  land- 
lord who  invested  money  in  land  and 
farm  buildings  had  not  as  much  claim  for 
a  return  for  his  capital  as  if  he  had  in- 
vested it  in  the  public  funds ;  and  their 
Lordships  must  be  aware  that  if  rents 
were  not  paid  the  dividends  would  cease 
to  be  paid  also.  Notwithstanding  this 
community  of  interests  in  the  agricultoral 
classes,  this  petition  was  not  adopted 
unanimously  nor  without  free  discassioo, 
nor  without  having  heard  the  argamenia 
of  a  noble  Earl  who  was  an  advocate  lor 
free  trade  and  of  an  hon.  Baronet  who 
was  in  favour  of  protection.  That  meet- 
ing exhibited  a  striking  contrast  to  those 
held  by  the  advocates  of  free  trade  in 
corn,  where  no  freedom  of  discossioo  ex- 
isted and  where  no  speech  could  be 
delivered  in  opposition  to  the  views  there 
entertained,  without  the  speaker  etaher 
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beiog  ftilenced  or  ejected  by  the  chairman. 
But  this  objection  was  taken.  It  was 
said,  this  meeting  ought  to  have  take  n 
place  last  year,  when  the  Corn  Bill  and 
the  new  tariff  were  still  in  progress.  He 
would  fully  admit  that  such  might  be  the 
case,  but  he  doubted  whether,  at  the  time 
those  measures  were  in  progress,  the  agri- 
cultural classes  in  general  were  sufficiently 
enlightened  on  the  subject.  Now,  he 
(Earl  Stanhope)  said,  that  at  no  period 
ought  they  to  be  so  active  and  so  ener- 
getic in  their  own  defence  as  at  the 
present  moment.  If  the  meeting  had 
been  held  last  year,  the  opinion  then 
expressed  would  have  been  founded  on  a 
juit  and  reasonable  anticipation  of  the 
results  which  the  measures  now  before 
Parliament  were  calculated  to  produce; 
but  in  the  present  case  they  had  proceeded 
on  the  bitter  experience  of  destructive 
and  disastrous  effects  of  those  measures. 
Another  assertion  was,  that  the  meeting 
was  premature.  Could  it  be  premature  to 
hold  a  county  meeting  in  defence  of  agri- 
culture when  they  knew  that  a  depression 
of  from  20  to  30  per  cent,  had  taken  place 
in  all  articles  of  agricultural  produce, 
and  when  they  knew  in  many  instances 
that  no  rent  for  land  could  be  paid  ex- 
cept from  the  capital  of  the  tenant? 
They  knew,  too,  that  tenants  who  had 
left  their  farms  were  unwilling  to  take 
others  at  any  rent,  and  that  with  a  maxi- 
mum duty  of  20f .  foreign  wheat  was  now 
sold  at  Liverpool  at  a  profit  of  3s,  But 
this  was  not  all — they  were  threatened 
with  the  introduction  of  a  Canada  Corn 
bill,  which,  as  far  as  regarded  the  whole 
continent  of  North  America,  would  en- 
tirely abrogate  the  Corn-law  of  last  Session 
and  establish  in  its  place  a  low  fixed  duty. 
It  was  said  that  the  last  harvest  was  an 
abundant  one.  He  denied  that  it  was  so 
in  the  large  corn  growing  counties  of 
Norfolk,  Suffolk,  Essex,  and  that  part  of 
Kent  in  which  he  resided.  If  the  harvest 
had  been  abundant  could  there  have  been 
such  an  importation  as  three  millions  of 
foreign  corn.  In  1834  the  price  of  corn 
was  as  low  as  at  present,  but  then,  for 
the  three  preceding  years  the  harvests 
had  been  deficient.  The  present  depres- 
aion'of  price  was  solely  attributable  to  the 
new  Corn-law.  Those  who  recommended 
delay  and  procrastination,  and  who 
thought  that  county  meetings  were  pre- 
mature—were they  aware  of  the  result 
might  be  anticipated  if  such  meet« 


ings  should  be  too^long  delayed.  Amongst 
the  various  evils  and  grievances  which 
now  afflicted  and  alarmed  the  country, 
there  was  not  one  which  might  not  be 
remedied  by  legislative  interference,  and 
such  being  the  case,  redress  could  not  be 
refused  without  the  most  flagrant  injustice, 
and  could  not  be  delayed  without  imminent 
danger  to  all  classes  of  the  community ; 
and  it  required  not  the  gift  of  prophecy 
to  see  if  these  evils  should  be  left  unreme- 
died, and  county  meetings  should  then  be 
held,  that  those  meetings  would  not 
content  themselves  with  demanding  as 
was  done  in  the  county  of  Bucks,  the 
restoration  of  the  former  protection  to 
native  industry,  but  that  they  would 
require  that  organic  change  in  the  consti- 
tution which  whatever  dangers  might 
attend  it,  would  still  appear  to  be  prefer- 
able to  the  continuance  of  the  present 
system.  It  had  been  said  at  the  Anti 
Corn-law  League,  that  the  speakers  at 
this  meeting  were  the  advocates  of  mono- 
poly. Those  who  made  that  assertion 
were  ignorant  of  the  signification  of  the 
word  monopoly.  If  any  degree  of  pro- 
tection, however,  moderate,  was  to  be 
called  monopoly,  he  would  wish  to  know 
what  trade,  what  occupation  in  this 
country  did  not  deserve  to  be  called  a 
monopoly  ?  The  two  principles  on  which 
this  petition  was  founded,  were  protection 
to  native  industry  against  the  competition 
of  foreigners,  who  paid  a  much  less  amount 
of  taxation  than  we  did,  and  that  it  was 
the  paramount  duty  of  the  Government 
to  provide  profitable  employment  for  the 
people.  He  had  no  doubt  that  these 
principles,  founded  as  they  were  in  truth 
and  reason,  would  ultimately  prevail  over 
all  the  flimsy  theories  of  the  present  age— 
and  that  they  would  be  reasserted  and  re- 
sumed in  all  their  original  strength,  but 
he  believed  that  could  not  be  accomplished 
until  the  evils  of  the  present  system  should 
be  further  demonstrated  to  the  country-^ 
and  until  the  country  had  passed  through 
a  series  of  sufferings  greater  than  those 
by  which  any  other  nation  had  ever  been 
visited.  The  noble  Earl  concluded  by 
moving  that  the  petition  do  lie  on  the 
Table. 

The  Duke  of  Buckingham  begged  to 
give  the  petition  his  warmest  support.  He 
entertained  a  firm  conviction  that  the 
measure  of  the  Government  last  year  bad 
been  in  the  highest  degpree  prejudicial  to 
the  agricultural  interest,  and  be  was  there* 
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fore  not  at  all  surprised  at  the  demand 
made  by  the  farmers  for  that  protection 
to  which  thev  justly  considered  themselves 
entitled.  When  he  looked  back  to  that 
measure  he  remembered  perfectly  well  that 
he  had  warned  his  noble  Friends  that  their 
measure  would  be  altogether  unsatisfactory 
to  all  parties ;  that  while  it  would  in  no 
degree  satisfy  the  opponents  of  the  Corn- 
law  of  that  period,  it  would  inflict  upon 
the  farming  interest  extreme  loss  and  suf- 
fering. He  had  since  found  no  reason  to 
alter  the  opinion  he  then  expressed ;  on 
the  coDtrary»  he  had  become  more  and 
more  convinced  of  the  accuracy  of  that 
opinion,  namely,  that  the  alteration  of  the 
law,  while  it  satisfied  no  party,  would  be 
greatly  prejudicial  to  the  agriculturists. 
He  wished  the  noble  Duke,  who  repre- 
sented the  Government  in  that  House, 
would  adopt,  in  reference  to  the  existing 
Anti-Corn-law  agitation,  the  same  firm 
language  which  the  other  night  he  had, 
at  so  timely  a  period,  made  use  of  with 
respect  to  another  species  of  agitation 
which  was  disturbing  the  sister  country. 
He  greatlv  wished  that  the  noble  Duke, 
or  some  Member  of  the  Government  would 
come  forward,  and  at  once  and  distinctly 
state  what  were  their  intentions  as  to  the 
present  Corn-law ;  and  state  whether  or 
no  it  was  their  purpose  to  abide  by  that 
law  as  it  now  stood,  and  not  to  suffer  any 
further  alteration.  Bad  as  that  law  in  its 
altered  shape  was,  yet  it  was  better  than 
the  free  trade  which  was  so  loudly  advo- 
cated ;  and,  at  all  events,  it  was  in  the 
highest  degree  desirable  that  the  Govern- 
ment should  definitively  and  explicitly  let 
the  agriculturiits  and  the  country  know 
what  their  real  intentions  were.  Before 
he  sat  down,  he  must  add  one  word ;  the 
noble  Earl  had  stated  that  the  meeting  in 
question  had  not  been  attended  by  the 
leading  landed  proprietors  of  the  county ; 
the  fault  that  it  had  not  been  so  attended 
lay  with  the  noble  Earl  himself,  if  the 
noble  Earl  had  communicated  his  inten- 
tions to  the  gentry  of  the  county,  no  doubt 
he  would  luive  been  supported  by  the 
presence  of  the  tended  proprietors  on 
that  occasion.  When  a  county  meeting 
was  called,  the  noble  Earl  must  be  aware 
that  it  was  usual  to  communicate  with  the 
gentlemen  of  the  countv  upon  the  subject 
previously ;  but  he  had  reason  to  bekeve 
that,  except  in  one  or  two  cases,  his  noble 
Friend  had  not  adopted  this  course  on  the 
occasion  io  questioo.    The  oolj  intelli* 


gence  which  reached  the  gentry  of  the 
county  as  to  the  intentions  of  the  noble 
Earl  was  through  the  medium  of  the  news- 
papers ;  and  the  noble  Earl  must,  there- 
fore, lay  the  blame  of  the  omission  be  had 
pointed  out,  not  upon  the  landowners  of 
Buckinghamshire,  but  upon  the  want  of 
courtesy  of  which,  though  of  course,  with 
no  discourteous  motives,  he  was  himself 
chargeable  in  reference  to  them.  On  the 
occasion  referred  to,  he  would  add,  there 
was  no  sort  of  influence  made  use  of,  but 
every  farmer  present  expressed  his  opin- 
ions boldly  and  freely.  He  gave  his  full 
adhesion  to  the  honesty  of  purpose  which 
pervaded  that  meeting,  and  he  only  re* 
gretted  that,  in  consequence  of  the  mis* 
management  of  the  noble  Earl  hiosself, 
there  had  not  been  thousands  present, 
instead  of  hundreds. 

Earl  Stanhope  was  delighted  at  the  sen- 
timents expressed  upon  the  subject  by  the 
noble  Duke.  The  only  reason  why  he 
had  not  applied  upon  the  occasion  referred 
to  for  the  inestimable  assistance  of  the 
noble  Duke  was,  that  he  considered  he 
stood  no  chance  of  being  favoured  with 
his  assistance  any  more  on  that  than  on 
certain  other  occasions  in  which  he  had 
solicited  the  co-operation  of  the  noble 
Duke,  in  reference,  for  instance,  to  the 
Society  for  the  Protection  of  British  In- 
dustry, to  which  he  had  unsuccessfully  en- 
deavoured to  induce  the  noble  Duke  to 
lend  the  sanction  of  his  inflnential  name* 
If  the  coble  Duke  had  not  been  indisposed 
to  support  his  (Earl  Stanhope's)  well- 
known  views,  why  had  he  not  come  to 
support  him  at  that  meetine  ?  For  hia* 
self  he  must  say,  that  he  dkl  not  antici- 
pate the  support  of  either  of  the  great 
contending  parties,  until  their  pockets 
were  thoroughly  emptied,  which  be  had 
reason  to  believe  would  very  soon  be  the 
case. 

The  Duke  of  Buckmgham  readily  ad- 
mitted that  he  had  declined  the  honour  of 
becoming  a  Member  of  the  society  of 
which  the  noble  Earl  was  president;  but 
he  had  done  so  because  he  did  not  think 
it  was  likely  to  be  a  useful  society ;  and 
he  |was  not  aware  that  it  had  yet  effected 
any  good ;  but  that  was  no  reason  why 
the  noble  Earl  should  suppose  if  he  had 
invited  him  in  the  usual  way  that  he  would 
not  have  attended  and  given  him  his  sup- 
port at  the  county  meetmg.  No  comma 
nicatkxi  had  been  nmde,  except  in  a  few 
caseSi  with  the  gentlemeo  of  Buckingham* 
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»bire.  Tbtl  being  tbe  C4ie»  ai  tbe  noble 
£orl  tdmitted,  he  must  repeat  that  the 
county  had  not  been  treated  very  courte- 
OQtly  by  tbe  noble  Earl.  He  did  not 
mean  to  charge  tbe  noble  Earl  with  dii- 
eourteay»bpt  he  conaidered  that  he  had 
acted  a  mistaken  pert  on  the  ocoaiion.  If 
be  had  called  the  meeting  in  the  utual 
way  be  would  readily  have  attended  it* 

£arl  FiizwUliam  aiked  whether  the 
poble  Baron  opposite,  the  President  of  the 
Council  (who  had  risen  in  advance  to  tbe 
Table),  were  going  tospeak.  [^Lord  Wharu'' 
^ffe :  *'  No.'l  What  not  speak  !  He 
must  confess  himself  altogether  surprised. 
What  I  when  tbe  noble  Duke  opposite, 
himself  once  connected  with  the  Govern- 
ment, by  whose  influence  and  the  infiu* 
ence  of  whose  principles  the  Government 
at  tbe  flate  election  had  been  enabled  to 
take  such  a  position  had  been  enabled  to 
return  to  Parliament  a  House  of  Com- 
mons, which  might  be  considered,  par 
exceUence^  the  landlords'  House  of  Com- 
mons, when  thia  noble  Duke  put  to  the 
Governmenti  his  quondam  associates  and 
protog^s,  a  distinct  question  as  to  what 
were  their  intentions  with  respect  to  a 
matter  in  which  he  and  his  Friends  in  the 
landlords'  House  of  Commons  were  so  in- 
terested-considering, toO|  that  it  was  a 
question  upon  a  subject  now  actually  be^ 
fore  Parliament  for  consideration,  it  was 
really  most  surprising,  most  extraoitlinary, 
that  neither  tbe  noble  Baroui  nor  the  no- 
ble Duke,  nor  the  noble  Earl,  nor  any  of 
the  seven  or  eight  Members  of  the  Govern- 
ment who  were  then  sitting  on  tbe  opposite 
Benohest  would  condescend  to  maice  the 
noUe  Dul^e  who  asked  them  whether  they 
m^nt  to  make  any  further  alteration  in 
the  (krrn-laws,  tbe  slightest  answer.  The 
noble  Earl  told  tbemi  that  in  aome  dis- ' 
tricu  the  farmers  were  quitting  their  farmi 
in  every  direction^  and  would  not  take 
other  farms,  even  though  they  might  have 
them  without  paving  rent.  He  told  them 
that  the  miserable  pittance  lately  received 
by  the  agricultural  labourers  of  9s,  a-week, 
was  being  very  generally  reduced  to  the 
far  more  miserable  pittance  of  1$.  a-week. 
Now,  this  was  surely  a  frightful  state  of 
things.  And  here  be  would  beg  to  suggest 
to  the  cooaideration  of  noble  Lords,  woe- 
ther  the  distress  of  the  manufacturing 
districts  was  not  one  of  the  causes  which 
had  led  to  tbe  fall  of  wages  in  the  agricul- 
tural district*  If  the  noble  Earl  opposite 
^  Vfjm  tli9  «dvioe  wluch  be  gave  him 


some  time  ago,  and  bad  taken  tbe  chair  at 
the  board  of  guardians  at  Sevenoaks 
union,  in  one  day  the  noble  Earl  would 
have  discovered  one  source  of  the  agricul- 
tural distress  in  the  number  of  lal^urers 
who,  having  formerly  left  the  agricultural 
for  the  manufacturing  districts*  were  re- 
turning now  to  the  agricultural  districts, 
in  consequence  of  the  want  of  employment 
in  the  manufacturing  districts.  The  noble 
Earl  seemed  verv  sure  that  Parliament 
had  io  its  own  bands  the  remedy  for  all 
the  evils  which  now  afflicted  the  country. 
If  so,  the  noble  Earl  wasy  in  all  proba- 
bility, prepared  with  some  sketches  of  the 
l^islative  measures  upon  the  various  parts 
or  this  complicated  subject,  which  the  no- 
ble Earl  thought  would  answer  that  end, 
and  would  really  impart  them  to  the 
House.  For  his  own  part,  he  was  very 
f:lad  that  the  Canada  Corn  Bill  was  to  be 
mtroducedy  against  which  the  noble  Earl 
protested  ;  he  re^rded  it  as  a  very  clear 
and  satisfactory  mdication  of  what  were 
the  intentions  of  the  Government  as  to 
the  Corn-laws.  He  agreed  in  an  observa- 
tion that  fell  from  the  noble  Duke,  that 
nothing  could  be  more  injurious  to  the 
agricultural  interest«  both  landlords  and 
tenants,  than  the  silence  of  her  Majesty's 
Government  as  to  their  future  conduct 
with  respect  to  the  Corn-laws. 

Lord  Whamcl{ffe  bad  previously  risen 
to  move  the  adjournment  of  the  Houses 
as  he  was  not  aware  that  any  question 
had  been  put  to  him,  or  to  any  other  Mem- 
ber of  her  Majesty's  Government,  by  his 
noble  Friend.  If  the  noble  Duke  did  ask 
any  question,  he  should  be  most  sorry  to 
have  shown  any  apparent  want  of  respec^ 
in  not  answenng;  but  having  acted  so 
recently  together  in  the  same  Cabinet,  he 
was  sure  that  his  noble  Friend  would 
acquit  him  of  intending  to  show  bis  noble 
Friend  any  want  of  respect.  With  respect 
to  the  question  itself,  which  was  repeated 
by  tbe  noUe  Earl,  be  could  only  say  that 
he  did  not  think  that  there  was  any  neces** 
sity  to  give  a  further  answer  than  had  been 
given  at  the  commencement  of  this  Ses- 
sion, on  the  motion  of  the  noble  Lord  op- 
posite, and  a  similar  answer  bad  been 
given  in  the  House  of  Commons,  that  the 
Uovemment  did  not  intend  to  propose  any 
further  alteration  in  the  Corn-law  during 
the  present  Sesaioo.  There  was  a  debate 
at  the  present  moment 'going  on  in  the 
House  of  Commons  on  the  subject,  when' 
tt^e  Ooyemment  would  give  fiesh  a38ur«i 
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iDce  on  the  lubjeet,  if  neceiiary.  He 
did  not  see  what  farther  answer  could  be 
gifea  than  that  already  giveo,  that  thej 
did  not  intend  to  propose  any  alteration 
of  the  present  law.  He  denied  that  the 
Canada  Corn  Bill  was  any  alteration  in 
the  Corn-law  of  last  year.  He  said  this 
distinctly,  for  the  measure  was  distinctly 
announced  last  year  as  a  portion  of  the 
Gofernment  plan,  and  when  the  bill  came 
to  be  discussed,  he  would  undertake  to 
show  that,  so  far  from  this  measure  being 
likely  to  prove  injurious  to  the  farmer  it 
would  be  adTantageous  to  him. 

Lord  Beaumont  perfectly  agreed  with 
the  noble  Earl  that  the  silence  of  the  Go« 
remment  as  to  their  future  conduct  with 
respect  to  the  Corn*]aws  had  been  pro- 
ductive of  great  evil  to  the  agricultural 

interest. 

The  Duke  of  Wellington  would  remind 
the  House  that  about  m  fortnight  or  three 
weeks  ago  he  had  stated  that  he  had  given 
notice  himself  last  Session  respecting  the 
introduction  of  the  Canada  Corn  Bill, 
but  he  now  found  that  his  noble  Friend 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  had 
done  so.  Indeed,  the  noble  Baron  (Lord 
Monteagle)  opposite  admitted  at  the  com- 
mencement of  the  Session  that  such  no- 
tice had  been  given. 

The  Earl  of  Radnor  believed  that  such 
notice  had  been  given,  but  still  the  agri- 
culturists might  be  taken  by  surprise  by 
the  extent  of  the  measure  ;  but  he  had  no 
wish  to  canvass  the  Canada  Corn  Bill  at 
present.  They  bad  been  told  that  the 
Corn-law  of  last  year  was  only  an  experi- 
ment, and  that  it  had  not  yet  had  a  fair 
trial.  Now  he  wished  to  know  when  it 
would  be  considered  to  have  had  a  fair 
trial,  so  that  they  might  deal  with  it  ac- 
cordingly. For  his  part  he  was  perfectly 
satisfied  that  it  was  altogether  m  failure. 
He  was  convinced  that  a  great  change  was 
rapidly  takine  place  in  the  minds  of  the 
ftgricultand  clau,  as  to  the  effect  of  the 
Corn-laws,  and  that  the  opinion  was  daily 

Eining  ground  among  them  that  it  was 
r  their  interest  that  there  should  be  a 
change  in  the  whole  system. 

Lord  Monieaale  said  that,  in  reference 
to  what  had  fallen  from  the  noble  Duke, 
be  recollected  incidentally  to  have  sUted, 
in  the  early  part  of  the  Seuion,  that  he  dis- 
tinctly understood  thattheOovemment  had 
declared  last  year  that  they  intended 
during  the  present  year  to  introduce  a 
meafuro  relative  to  the  impoctltion  of 


corn  from  Canada  t  but  he  eoofeised  that 
he  did  not  believe  that  either  the  Parlia* 
ment  or  the  public  could  then  at  all  an« 
ticipate  its  extent.  He  was  not  then 
acquainted  with  the  nature  of  it,  but  now 
that  he  was,  it  should  have  his  consent 
and  entire  support.  While  he  was  on  hit 
legs  he  would  suggest  to  the  noble  Duke 
(the  Duke  of  Buckingham),  and  other 
noble  Lords  who  were  such  strenuous  ad- 
vocates of  protection  to  the  agriculturists, 
that  if  they  considered  the  subject  fully, 
they  would  at  last  be  satisfied,  that  as 
long  as  they  asked  for  protection  under  a 
sliding-scale,  that  the  operation  would  be 
the  same,  and  that  the  speculators  in  com 
would  keep  it  back  from  the  market  until 
the  duties  were  at  the  lowest  point,  when 
they  would  bring  a  much  greater  supply 
into  the  market  than  was  immediately 
called  for,  or  than  the  exigency  of  the 
case  required  ;  when  the  result  would  be, 
that  in  consequence  of  this  large  quantity 
being  swept  into  the  market,  their  pricea 
would  most  seriously  and  rapidly  fall,  and 
that  at  a  period  when  the  farmer  felt  ii 
necessary  to  bring  his  new  crop  to  markeL 
This,  he  believed,  would  be  found  to  be 
the  inevitable  result  of  all  sliding-scaka. 
He  believed  that  within  a  very  short  period 
a  serious  and  extensive  change  of  opinion 
had  taken  place  in  the  minds  of  agricut 
turists  on  the  subject  of  the  Corn-laws.  He 
was  glad  to  learn  that  at  the  meeting  at 
Aylesbury,  when  this  petition  was  adopted, 
both  parties  had  been  listened  to  with  the 
greatest  attention,  and  that  the  opinions 
on  both  sides  were  fairly  and  candidly  ex- 
pressed, and  that  the  matter  was  fully  dis- 
cussed ;  and  all  that  he  asked  for,  as  a 
friend  of  a  free-trade  in  com,  was  that 
opportunities  should  be  afforded  for  dis- 
cussing the  subject,  and  he  had  no  fear  as 
to  the  result.  When  he  used  the  ezprei- 
sion  free-trade  in  corn,  he  beg^  it  to  be 
distinctly  understood  that  be  included  in 
it  the  imposition  of  any  countervailing 
duties  as  an  eauivalent  for  any  taxes  that 
might  be  found  to  fall  exclusively  on  any 
particular  clau,  and  still  less  did  be  except 
the  imposition  of  a  duty  for  the  purposes 
of  revenue. 

Earl  Stanhope  observed,  that  that  was 
not  the  meaning  the  Anti  Corn-law  League 
atUched  to  the  term  "a  free  trade  ia 
com.** 

Lord  Monteagle  sakl,  that  be  had 
nothing  to  do  with  the  opinions  enter- 
tained by  that  body,  but  each  as  ho  had 
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stated   were  the  principles  to  which  he 
adhered. 

Lord  Ashburion  said,  there  was  ooe 
admission  of  the  noble  Lord  who  had 
last  spoken  in  which  he  concurred,  and 
it  was  most  important  that  it  should 
be  noted  by  the  country,  and  especially 
by  the  farmers :  namely,  that  the  present 
depression  of  the  value  of  agricultural 
produce  had  no  connexion  whatever  with 
the  Corn-law  of  last  year.  That  ad- 
mission was  very  important,  and  he  fully 
concurred  in  the  opinion  that,  if  the  old 
Corn-law  had  remained  in  existence,  the 
same  depreciation  would  have  taken  place ; 
it  was  not  owing  to  any  alteration  of  the 
Corn-law,  or  to  the  Tariff,  or  to  the  im- 
portation of  cattle.  There  was  another 
part  of  the  noble  Lord's  statement  in  which 
he  concurred,  and  he  had  stated  the  same 
opinion  to  their  Lordships  before  the  alter- 
ation of  the  Corn^law — that  it  was  diffi- 
cult to  keep  up  a  sliding  scale  in  the  face 
of  a  constant  de6ciency  of  supply  in  corn. 
If  they  established  the  scale  on  the  prin- 
ciple that  the  produce  of  the  country  was 
as  ten,  and  the  consumption  as  twelve  or 
thirteen,  it  was  clear  that  the  speculator 
had  only  to  wait  his  time,  and  he  would  be 
sure  to  come  in  at  the  low  duty.  That  was 
the  difficulty.  What  he  maintained  was, 
that  the  farmers  of  this  country  were  en- 
titled,  in  some  shape  or  other,  to  protec- 
tion, and  to  a  protection  about  that  given 
by  the  scale  now  existing;  he  thought  it 
protected,  perhaps,  a  little  too  high,  and 
he  should  oppose  any  alteration  for  the 
extension  of  protection.  But  as  to  the 
power  of  protection  persons  might  differ, 
and  he  should  always  be  ready  (without 
caring  one  straw  about  being  reproach- 
ed with  changing  his  opinion)  to  make 
a  concession  for  the  benefit  of  the 
country.  He  had  no  hesitation  in  say- 
ing, that  if  any  noble  Lord  could  con- 
vince  him  that  even  the  abolition  of  these 
laws,  would  be  productive  of  benefit  to  the 
community,  he  would  support  the  propo- 
sition; With  regard  to  the  alteration 
which  was  said  to  be  coming,  and  which 
had  been  announced  as  part  of  the  scheme 
of  last  year,  if  he  could  make  up  his  mind 
that  it  was  dealing  unfairly  as  to  the 
amount  of  protection  to  which  the  agri- 
cultural interest  was  entitled,  he  should 
not  vote  for  it  in  any  shape ;  but  whilst  it 
would,  in  his  opinion,  be  of  very  slight 
operation,  as  far  as  he  could  make  out, 
the  measure  would  be  rather  beneficial  to 


the  landed  interest.  The  principle  on 
which  he  argued,  was  the  difficulty  of 
maintaining  the  sliding-scale  if  there  were 
a  real  deficiency  of  supply.  Suppose  it 
were  to  turn  out  that  we  did  not  produce 
sufficient  for  our  own  consumption,  a  small 
amount  of  grain  from  Canada  would  fill 
up  the  deficiency,  and  prevent  our  markets 
from  being  opened  to  the  great  and  over- 
whelming supply  from  the  Baltic.  His 
impression  was,  that  the  probable  tendency 
of  the  Canada  Corn-bill  would  be  to  pro- 
tect the  landed  interest  of  this  country 
against  the  corn  that  would  otherwise 
come  from  the  Baltic. 

Lord  Brougham  said,  as  noble  Lords 
had  stated  that  they  retained  their  former 
opinion  upon  this  subject,  he  rose  merely 
to  say,  that  there  had  not  been  any  change 
in  his  opinion.  At  4he  same  time,  as  his 
noble  Friend  had  observed,  if  he  found  his 
opinion  to  be  wrong,  he  should  feel  no 
shame  in  abandoning  it.  He  thought  that 
corn  was  an  unfit  subject  for  taxation,  and 
that  if  a  tax  was  levied  upon  it  at  all,  for 
a  revenue,  it  should  be  taken  at  the  mill, 
or  on  the  farm,  and  not  on  importation, 
which  raised  the  price  of  the  whole,  whilst 
the  revenue  was  levied  only  on  a  part. 
He  differed,  however,  from  some  who 
objected  to  the  Corn-law.  He  did  not 
agree  with  those  who  held  that  it  was  a 
religious  question,  except  in  the  sense  in 
which  other  similar  questions  might  be 
called  religious ;  and  he  did  not  consider 
that  the  question  of  **  cheap  bread  for  the 
people"  was  involved  in  the  Corn-law  at  all. 
He  did  not  think  that  the  abolition  of  the 
law  would  materially  diminish  the  price  of 
bread,  though  he  thought  it  had  a  mate- 
rial tendency  to  enable  the  manufacturers 
to  lower  wages,  and  thereby  indirectly  it 
had  a  tendency  to  diminish  the  means  of 
subsistence  of  the  labouring  classes.  He 
differed,  however,  from  another  class  of 
persons^  who  went  about  the  country  and 
told  the  agriculturists  that  the  Corn-law 
lowered  the  price  of  food,  and  the  manu- 
facturers that  it  raised  it ;  whereas,  they 
should,  in  good  faith  and  in  common 
sense,  hold  the  same  doctrine  to  both. 

Petition  to  lie  on  the  Table. 

ScoTLAKD — Repeal  of  the  Union.] 
Lord  Campbell  said,  he  wished  to  correct 
an  inaccuracy  into  which  he  had  fallen, 
respecting  the  majority  on  the  subject  of 
the  repeal  of  the  Union  with  Scotland  in 
1713.    It  appeared,  that  on  the  1st  of 
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June,  1713,  a  motion  was  made  id  that 
HouM  for  a  dissolution  of  the  Scottish 
union,  when  on  a  dirision  there  were,  of 
peers  present,  fifty-four  on  one  side,  and 
fifty-four  on  the  other;  of  the  proxies, 
there  were  thirteen  for  the  afiirmative,  and 
seventeen  for  the  negative ;  so  the  motion 
was  lost  by  a  majority  of  four.  Though 
there  was  a  general  feeling  against  the 
union  in  Scotland  at  the  time  when  the 
measure  was  passed,  that  feeling  was  dis- 
sipated before  long,  and  the  country  was 
for  the  last  half-century  most  favourable 
to  the  measure.  He  hoped  that  the  feel* 
ing  which  at  present  existed  in  Ireland 
would  pass  away,  and  that  the  good  sense 
and  the  cooler  judgment  of  the  people  of 
that  country  would  lead  to  similar  opin- 
ions. 
Their  Lordships  adjourned. 
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HOUSE  OF  COMMONS, 
Thuriday^  May  11, 1843. 

MnrvTMb]  Bills.  Prtmii.^^-  Lough  Foyle  Dnlmfe. 
||#porlcd.  —  EdiBlwi|h  Watert  OlMfow.  Patoley,  aad 
Oraeoock  RaUunt  Umthjr  TklTtl  StipmUary  Magb- 
tiatai.— ThMiMi  Laihjgaind  Ballntagg  i  OUtgam  MariM 
IiminDoe  CSompany t  Haddnham  Inekaure;  Scarborough 
Harbour  i  DnnnpcUar  Railway  i  SoutiuMnpttm  Docka. 

3"-  and  pMini ;— Fatanham  Navigatfoo. 

PariTioifa  Pbbbbivtbo.  By  Sir  J.  Wahh.ftom  Marylebooe. 
aiMl  SL  Jami^  WeaUutnatag,  i^nit  the  Veitilca  AcL— By 
Mr.  BuiAald,  ftom  BmdioRl.  wgdmi  thaTunpilw  Roadi 
BUL— By  Sir  W.  CodrtaigtaB.  ftoaa  NocOilaMh,  i«aliiat 
the  Poor  Law  AnMndBBcnt  AaL— By  Mr.  fwaaad,  ftom 
Bridftvalcr,  mA  Manahfitar,  iir  iiduetag  the  Horn  of 
Labour  In  Ftetortak^By  Dr.  Bowiteg.  tnm  the  Ma  of 
Man.agBimt  Om  Midltkwial  Duty  levied  upon  Ooodt  laa- 
portcd  into  thM  lalaDdL— By  Ga|itatai  Hatton,  tiam 
Eaniaaorthy.  ^pbat  the  Iririi  Poor  LMr.--By  MaHB. 
V<Mm»  Brtiolaialil,  BtaOmUm,  and  G.  W.  Wood, 
Cokmel  Anaoa,  Sir  W.  Clay,  and  Dr.  Bowriog.  tnm  a 
number  of  plaeei,  ftar  the  Total  and  Imnwdlatt  Rcptal 
of  the  Con  Lawi.— By  Mean.  C  Barfceley,  J.  H. 
Lowther,  BuiOeld,  B.  Wood,  Sir  C.  Coletoooke.  and  Dr. 
Bowring.  fWan  a  number  of  plaeei,  ^ainat  the  Facto* 
riM  Bin.  —  By  Mr.  AlUx,  ftom  aevtral  plaeei,  egalnit 
tiie  Canada  Com  BllL-Fram  York,  apiuA  the  Beoiiii- 
mtical  I'ourti  BilL— From  Londonderry,  agrinrt  trane- 
ftnit^  the  Mail  Cbaeh  Contract  tn  8eotlnBd.^Frani  SL 
Leonard**  ShoradHch.  iir  piaciiv  thM  PlvUi  Into  8eh». 
dulaa  A.  and  &  in  Uie  Health  or  Tonal  Bill. 

Mission  TO  Abtssivia.]  Dr.  Bowring 
said,  that  some  months  sgo  a  mittion  had 
left  Egypt  for  the  court  of  Shoa,  for  the 
purpose  of  entering;  into  negotiations  with 
the  (lovernment  there,  the  object  of  which 
wai  to  facilitate  the  intercourse  of  British 
su1)jecta  with,  and  the  introduction  of 
British  produce  into  that  country.  What 
he  wished  to  know  was,  whether  the  ob- 
ject of  the  commission  bad  been  accom* 
plished  ? 

Sir  R.  Peel  said,  that  the  missNNi  to 


which  the  bon.  Member  feferred,  had  hb 
Shoa  and  returned  to  Egypt.  The  acconota 
which  the  Gofernment  had  recei? ed  from 
Captain  Harris  were  to  this  effect.  Soma 
months  since  Captain  Harris  sent  over  to 
this  country,  through  the  government  of 
Bombay,  stating  that  he  had  entered  into 
conditional  engagements  with  the  king  of 
Shoa  respecting  the  unintermpted  admis* 
sion  of  goods  and  merchandise,  the  pro- 
duce of  this  conntry,  into  the  territories  of 
the  king  of  Shoa,  and  he  wished  to  know 
whether  there  was  any  objectiona  on  the 
part  of  the  British  Government  to  ratify 
the  treaty.  The  treaty  also  provided  for  a 
free  intercourse  between  her  Majesty's 
subjects  and  the  inhabitants  of  the  conn* 
try.  In  answer  to  that  communication, 
her  Majesty's  Government  had  staled,  that 
they  had  no  objection  to  the  ratificatiom 
of  the  treaty.  Captain  Harris  had  been 
put  in  possession  of  this  opinion  aome 
time  since.  The  Government  had  every 
reason  to  hope,  that  ere  this  the  treaty 
had  been  consented  to  by  the  king 
of  Shoa,  and  that  there  was  now  no  op- 
position to  the  free  admission  of  British 
goods  into  Abyuinia,  but  he  bad  as  yat 
received  no  information  as  to  the  ratiAea- 
tion  of  the  treaty. 

Dr,  Bowring :  Has  any  acconnt  been 
received  of  Captain  Harria  having  left 
Shoa? 

Sir  it.  Pee/:  Yes. 

Roman  Catholic  Oaths.]  Mr.  Roet 
(adverting  to  a  suggestion  made  by  Sir 
R.  Peel,  that  boo.  Members  who  had 
notices  of  motion  on  the  ptper  should 
give  way,  in  order  to  allow  the  adjourned 
debate  on  the  Corn-laws  to  be  resumed), 
said,  that  he  would  propose  a  courae  bj 
which  much  time  might  be  saved,  and 
his  object  gained.  He  would  propoee, 
that  the  House  should  give  him  leave  to 
lay  his  bill  on  the  Table,  and  let  the  dis- 
cussion be  taken  on  the  second  reading. 
The  hon.  Member  then  proceeded  to  move 
for  leave  to  bring  in  a  bill  for  the  release 
of  her  Majesty's  Roman  Catholic  subjects 
in  Ireland  from  obligation  to  take  and 
subscribe  the  oath  prescribed  by  the  act 
10  George  4th,  commonly  called  the 
'•  Catholic  oath."  He  aaid  the  oath  was 
found  to  be  productive  of  much  delay, 
annoyance,  and  injustice  during  the  pro- 
gress of  elections  in  Ireland,  opposing 
partiea  being  in  the  habit  of  demand- 
wg  thai  voters  should  produce  ncectifi* 
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cats  tbat  they  hid  taken  the^oath,  or  that 
thej   would   lake  it  before  a   magistrate 

Sior  to  their  beiog  polled.  The  ban. 
ember  for  Oiford  seemed  to  think  that 
the  oath  wat  one  of  the  eecuritie*  of  the 
Proteitaot  Church  io  Irelaod,  but  it  was 
■carcel;  worthy  of  being  regarded  io  so 
important  a  light;  and  no  wiie  man  who 
had  vitDesaed  the  coorce  of  elections  in 
that  country,  and  the  injuries,  and  un- 
friendly classiGcatioQ  of  the  electors,  of 
whtch  it  was  the  cause,  would  deny  that 
it  was  a  serious  grieraoce  and  oaght  to  be 
dispensed  with. 

Mr  T.  B.  C.  Smith  (Attorney-Ge- 
neral for  Ireland)  said,  that  although  the 
Government  could  not  be  considered 
bound  by  the  decision  of  a  committee, 
there  were  two  cases,  the  Cork  and  Car- 
low  election  petitions,  in'which  it  bed 
been  decided,  that  by  the  provisions  of 
the  Reform  Act  the  oath  was  nnnecessary, 
and  that  fact  of  itself  might  be  considered 
a  sufficient  justification  of  the  hon.  Meoi- 
ber  in  bis  attempt  to  introduce  this  bill. 
He  shonld  not  oppose  the  motion,  but 
reaarve  to  himself  the  right  of  giviag  big 
opinion  npon  it  hereafter,  when  he  had 
taken  its  several  clatisea  into  hit  consi- 
deration. 

Sa  H.  W.  BarnM  said,  be  bad  wit- 
Deased  die  vexatious  uee  to  whieh  the 
oath  had  been  torned  st  elections  in  Ire- 
land. He  had  known  agents  to  make 
opposition  to  every  man  who  hod  not  or 
coukl  not  be  proved  at  the  moment  to 
have  taken  that  oath. 

Mr.  Sheil  <Aserved,  that  (here  could  be 
no  donbt  of  the  oath  having  been  made 
the  instmment  of  annoyanre  and  delay  to 
•erve  the  purpose  of  the  objectors,  and 
might  he  used  by  Roman  Catholic  candi- 
dates, as  it  had  been  used  by  Protestant 
candidBtes,  Sometimes  magiitratea  had 
been  induced  lo  keep  out  of  the  way  for 
three  or  four  hours,  during  which  time  not 
a  single  Roman  Catholic  elector  was  per- 
mitted to  vote. 

Leave  given. 

William  Jokes  add  Bjikqn  Gur- 
MKT.]  Mr.  T.  DioKimbe  roset  in  accord- 
ance with  his  notice,  lo  call  the  at'enlion 
of  the  House  to  the  petition  of  William 
Jones,  a  prisoner  in  the  Leicester  county 
gaol,  coroplainingof  the  conduct  of  Baron 
Gumey  durii^  his  trial  at  the  late  Leices- 
ter assiKS,  and  to  move  that  on  humble 
addreas  bo    preieated    to    ber  Majesty, 
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praying  that  her  Majesty  will  be  gra- 
ciously pleased  to  take  into  her  merciful 
consideration  the  case  of  the  petitioner. 
He  was  glad  that  the  relative  of  the 
learded  judge  (the  hon.  Member  for  Lam- 
beth) was  present,  now  that  he  was  about 
to  bring  under  the  notice  of  the  House  a 
case  which,  being  the  subject  of  a  petition 
to  the  House,  and  praying  for  the  redress 
of  a  grievance,  ought  not  lo  be  postponed 
from  time  to  lime.  The  petittooer  mad* 
two  complaints.  He  had  [resented  a  pe- 
tition to  the  House,  in  which  be  set  Ibrtb 
the  following  facta  :— 

"That  your  petitioner  Is  now  a  prisoner  in 
the  borough  gaol  of  Leiceater,  to  which  place 
of  conflneroeot  he  WBI  Kntenced  for  six  months 
al  the  latt  assiies  held  before  Baron  Gui- 
nej.  That  your  petitioner  having  been  ar- 
raigned OD  a  charge  of  uttering  a  leditious 
speech  tendiog  to  excite  the  people  against  the 
police  force  and  the  army,  could  have  sbowa 
lo  the  jury  that  the  charge  was  false,  but  was 
interrupted,  as  your  petitioner  believes,  most 
uDcoDstitutioaaUy,  by  his  judge,  and  was  thni 
prevented  from  establishing  bis  ionocence. 
That  under  these  circumstances,  which  your 
petitioner  conceives  to  be  a  vintation  of  the 
sacred  right  of  trial  by  jury,  inasmuch  as  he 
was  prevented  from  muing  a  successful  ap- 
peal to  his  jurors,  your  petilioner  humbly  en- 
treats your  honourable  House  lo  take  measures 
for  securing  him  a  legal  and  constitutional  irial. 
That  your  petitiouet  feels  Ibe  more  urgent  in 
his  daiire  to  be  dealt  with  saoordiog  to  lb« 
const) tulioD at  customs  he  has  everboen  taught 
to  hold  sacred,  inasmuch  as  he  has  been  ap- 
pointed by  Baron  Gumey  to  the  second  class 
of  misdemeanants,  and  is  only  allowed  a  very 
restricted  and  mea^  diet,  irhieh  he  fleels  to  be 
Doequal  to  the  support  of  health.  Your  peti- 
tioner, therefbre,  prays  for  the  immediate  at- 
tention of  your  hoDOuiable  House  to  hii  case." 

It  was  a  maxitn  of  the  law,  that  the 
House  ought  to  act  as  counsel  to  an  un- 
defended prisoner.  That  maxim  had  been 
strikingly  enforced  by  Lord  Chief  Justice 
Healh,  on  the  trial  of  Lilbume,  for  high 
treason,  in  1649.  Lilbume  being  unde- 
fended, Chief  Justice  Heath  said:— 

"  It  is  true  I  am  a  judge  made  by  my  sove- 
reign, yet  it  is  known,  by  the  known  laws  of 
this  land,  my  duty  to  be  indifferent  and  free 
from  partiality  betwixt  my  master  and  you  the 
prisoner,  and  I  am  specially  bound  to  it  by  my 
iMtb.  Vou  ihall  have,  therefore,  the  utraoi: 
privileges  of  thalai*  ofEogland,  which  is  alaw 
□f  mercy.  It  is  also  the  duty  of  a  judge,  by 
law,  to  be  of  counsel  with  the  prisoner, 
wherein,  by  his  ignorance,  he  falls  short  of 
making  use  of  the  benefit  of  the  law,  and  to 
eihort  bim  if  he  perceive  him  daunted  or 
amaied  by  Ibe  pretwce  of  the  court.    Yea,  it 
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h  my  duty  to  carry  myidf  with  ill  funest 
and  rr^DDtM  of  band  towardi  yon,  to  rectify 
yoo  ;  it  ii  ny  dcty  to  bdp  yoo,  aad  not  to  use 
asy  touteroui  or  rco^  UDgoage  to  pat  you 
io  fear;  and  acoofdjog  to  the  laws  of  Eng- 
U&d  tLift  u  ny  doty,  and  ihii  is  tlie  law." 

Now,  the  qoestiOD  was,  whether  Jooes 
«ms  dauDted  and  amazed  by  the  rough 
aod   boiileroof    laogaage   which    Baron 
Gomey  addresaed  to  him.     From  tbe  in- 
qoiriet  which  he  had  made*  it  did  not  ap- 
pear  that  the  reports  in  tbe  newspapers 
were  foily  borne  out  by  tbe  facts  of  tbe 
case;  btit  he  could  produce  respectable 
men  who  were  able  to  pro?e  that  the  judge 
did  use  hasty  and  intemperate  expressions 
during  tbe  trial.    Jones  had  used  every 
meaiu  Io  obuin  redress  or  a  mitigation  of 
his  punishment^  before  coming  to  make 
his  case  known  to  the  House  of  Commons. 
The  opinion  of  a  learned  Member  of  the 
House — the  hon.  Member  for  Rochester 
(Mr.  Bodkin)— had  been  taken  as  to  whe- 
ther a  new  trial  might  be  moved  for,  on 
the  ground  that  the  prisoner  had  been  im- 
properly dealt  with  by  the  learned  judge. 
The  learned  Gentleman  stated  it  as  his 
opinion   that  a  new  trial  could  not  be 
moved  for  on  the  ground  of  the  alleged 
misconduct  of  the  judge,  and   that  tbe 
law  had  not  provided  any  means  of  re- 
viewing it;  but  that  the  only  course  in 
such  cases  was  Io  apply  to  the  Crown  for 
a  pardon,  which,  if  it  were  manifest  that 
injustice  had  been  done,  would  never  be 
refused.    Applications  for  a  remiuion  of 
the  sentence  had,  accordingly,  been  made 
to  the  Crown ;  but  those  applications  had 
not  been  attended  with  success.    Mr.  Ro- 
berts, a  solicitor,  had  made  application  to 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Secretary  for 
the   Home  Department,   but   no    notice 
had  been  taken  of  his  letter.     He  would 
now  bring   before   the   House   some   of 
the   passages    in    Baron    Gurney's  con- 
duct,  of   which   Jones  complained.     It 
could  be  proved,  not  only  by  the  evi- 
dence  of  Bairstow  and  Nlarshall,  but  of 
others,  that  the  prisoner  was  daunted  and 
intimidated,  and  that  he  was  not  allowed 
to  make  those  statements  which  he  be- 
lieved would  establish  his  innocence.     It 
appeared,  that  during  the  cross-examina- 
tion of  Thomas  Agar,  a  sergeant  of  police, 
the  judge  interrupted  the  defendant  with 
some  warmth  upon  his  asking  the  ques- 
tion— "Did  you  think  yourself  morally 
justified  ?"— or  rather  part  of  a  question, 
for  lie  got  no  further,  the  judge  interrupt- 


ing with—"  Stop,  stop ;  what  have  we  to 
do  with  that  ?**  Well,  the  defendant  mid 
—*'  My  Lord,  I  think,**  bat  the  jedge 
immediately  stopped  him  again,  nying — 
"You  may  think  what  you  pleaae,  bat 
we'll  have  no  such  nonsense  as  that  aboat 
'morally  justified*  here.*"  Hie  policeoiaQ 
went  on  with  his  evidence,  in  crcMB-ez- 
amination  by  the  defendant  and  said. 


"  The  people  were  orderly.  He  swaat  by 
that  there  was  do  actual  breach  of  the  peaee ; 
there  was  no  disturbance,  bat  the  people  wcie 
elevated.  Meant  by  elevated,  that  they  wen 
wrought  upon  by  your  expreasioDS.  There 
was  injury  done  to  the  policeman  before  yoa 
came,  and  not  since." 


As  soon  as  the  witness  said  that,  the 
judge  again  interrupted — 

"^^^y*  they  took  you  up,  you  see;  that's 
the  way  they  quieted  vou.  If  you  turn  a  dog 
dowo  the  street,  and  cry  out  'Had  do^' 
there's  no  need  to  tell  the  people  to  knock 
him  on  the  head.  There's  no  occasion  for  it, 
it  is  not  necessary,  they  will  do  it  withooL" 

The  learned  jndge  stated  thaL  f  Mr, 
Hawes  :  "  Hear."]  His  hon.  Friend  wes 
not  present  nor  would  he  find  that 
statement  upon  the  judge's  notes;  bat 
it  could  be  proved  by  several  respect* 
able  persons  who  were  present  at  the 
trial,  and  the  reports  of  different  news- 
papers concurred  in  giving  the  saoie 
account  of  it.  No  one,  he  thooght,  could 
say,  that  that  was  an  observation  caico* 
lated  to  assist  the  prisoner.  Then,  it  ap- 
peared that  Jones,  in  the  coune  of  hn 
speech,  admitted  to  the  Court  that  on 
some  former  occasion  he  bad  called  the 
Government  "  a  tyrannical  Government."* 
Upon  this,  Mr.  Baron  Gurney  stopped 
him,  and  said,  in  a  rough  manner, 

**  Then  you  have  done  wrong  ;  you  had  iw 
right  to  say  anything  of  the  sort.  We  know 
nothing  of  you  here  except  what  is  charged 
against  you;  and  there  is  no  need  that  you 
should  give  yourself  a  bad  character." 

So  this  judge  laid  it  down,  that  to  call 
a  Government  '*  tyrannical "  was  to  coa- 
mit  a  crime  against  the  law.  Why,  if 
that  were  the  case,  there  was  at  once  an 
end  to  all  freedom  of  discussion.  When 
Gentlemen  opposite  were  out  of  oflBce, 
what,  let  him  ask,  did  they  say  of  the 
Government  then  in  power.'  Did  tbej 
mince  the  matter  after  this  fashion  ?  Did 
they  hesitate  to  call  the  Whigs  "  tyran- 
nical," or  anything  else  that  it  came  into 
their  heads  to  call  them?  Why,  there 
was  no  vituperative  epithet  in  the  English 
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)  ihat  they  were  not  aecUBtomed 
to  appTy<  not  ooly,  to  the  GoTcrnmeat, 
bat  (o  rhe  QneeD  herself,  and  yet  there 
wai  lhi(  mere  boy  (he  was  uoder  twenty 
yean  of  age  when  he  was  put  on  bis  trial) 
—here  was  thU  Jones  assailed  by  a  judge 
for  frankly  admittiug  the  use  of  a  term 
which  that  same  judge  had  never  (bought 
of  reprehending  when  it  came  from  the 
mouLh  of  a  Member  of  Parliament.  With 
respect  to  Baron  Gurney'B  summing-up, 
too,  exceptions  had  been  taken  by  many 
impartial  persons  who  were  present  at  the 
time.     One  of  the  papers  said, 

"  Mr.  Baron  Gurney  then  proceeded  to  sum 
np  the  eTidence,  and  expressed  his  opinion  of 
the  case  in  no  very  equivocal  terms." 

Of  course  be  was  unable  to  judge  of 
the  judge's  manner,  but  with  regard  to 
the  matter  of  his  charge,  he  was  bound 
io  candour  to  admit,  that  afler  reading 
the  short-hand  writer's  notes,  he  bad  no 
very  great  fault  to  find  with  it.  He  did 
complain,  however,  of  ihe  intemperate 
and  hasty  expressions  of  the  judge — ex- 
pressions by  which,  as  the  prisoner  said 
in  bis  petition, 

"  He  was  so  cowed  (hat  be  was  'unable  to 
proceed  with  his  address,  (end  of  which  he 
also  complained,  and  very  fairly,)  Ihat  Ihe 
judge  so  nairowed  his  path  that  he  really 
knew  not  where  to  put  bis  foot." 

If  all  Ibis  were  proved,  and  be  (Mr. 
Dancombe)  unhesitatingly  averred  that 
every  word  of  it  could  be  proved,  that  he 
mast  say  that  this  judge  bad  not  acted 
np  to  the  maxim  of  Chief  Justice  Heath, 
"that  the  bench  should  assist  the  pri. 
sooer."  But  this  was  not  all ;  the  more 
grievous  part  was  to  come.  The  prisoner, 
after  the  judge's  charge,  was  found  guilty 
by  the  jury,  whose  verdict  ran  io  these 
terms : — 

"  We  find  the  prisoner  guilty  of  using  the 
laoguage  imputed  to  him,  but  we  are  of  opiu- 
ion  that  he  used  it  whilst  labouring  uuder 
great  excite  me  at." 

After  such  s  verdict  as  this,— looking, 
too,  a(  the  circumstances  of  the  trial,  the 
prisoner's  complaint  of  interruption  by  the 
judge,  and  bis  averment  that  several  ju- 
ion,  whom  he  could  not  challenge,  were 
prejndiced  against  him, — after  such  a  ver- 
dict, and  under  such  circum^lances,  be 
must  say,  that  the  sentence  passed 
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might  surely  have  called  to  mind  thosegood 
old  days  of  Jacobinism,  when  be  himself 
did  not  hesitate  to  call  Glovernments  "  ty- 
rannical;" when  it  was  said  of  him  by 
a  celebrated  wit  "  that  he  succeeded  so 
well  at  the  bar  because  he  did  so  much  bu- 
siness in  sedition."  Mr.  Baron  Gurneyhad 
made  himself  by  defending  what  he  would 
now  call  seditious  libels.  He  was  the  bosom 
friend  of  the  Rev.  Jeremiah  Joyce,  who 
was  tried  for  high  treason — he  defended 
the  members  of  the  Corresponding  So- 
ciety of  1793  — he  was— [Mr.  Hawes  : 
Don't,  don't.]— why,  I'm  telling  the  bon. 
Member  facts  which  he  is  not  aware  of, 
and  which  are  more  to  the  credit  of  his  re- 
lative than  anything  he  has  ever  done  since 
he  was  the  man  who  publicly  desired  to 
"  meet  the  fate  of  Hampden,  who  died  in 
the  field,  or  ofRus8ell,whosuS'eredonthe 
scafFold" — who  in  earlier  years  baptized 
his  own  sons  by  the  names  of  Sidney,  of 
Russell,  and  of  Hampden,  and  who  yet  in 
the  year  last  past  could  find  no  palliation, 
no  apology,  no  excuse  for  the  somewhat 
intemperate  zeal  of  "  this  misguided  boy." 
To  six  months'  imprisonment  was  this 
young  man  consigned;  and  all  that  could 
be  said  of  such  a  sentence  was,  that  it 
frustrated  i[s  own  object  by  engaging  for 
the  prisoner  the  sympathy  rather  than  the 
reprobalioo  of  the  public.  But  there  Was 
something  behind  even  more  rigorous  than 
Ihe  sentence.  The  House  would  remember 
Ihat  in  Lovell  and  Collins's  case  her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  gave  it  to  be  understood 
that  political  offend  era  should  not  be  made 
the  gaol  associates  of  men  convicted  of 
atrocious  crimes.  Gaol  prisoners,  it  was 
said,  were  to  be  divided  into  two  classes, 
of  whom  ibe  political  offenders  were  to 
occupy  the  first.  Now,  Jones  complained 
that  be  was  not  so  placed — that  the  judgb 
had  put  him  among  the  second  class  of 
public  offenders,  that  he  was  only  allowed 
to  see  his  friends  once  in  two  months,  and 
that  his  only  allowance  on  which  to  sup- 
port life  was  1^.  of  bread,  a  pint  of  por- 
ridge, and  the  same  quantity  of  soup  or 
gruel  per  diem.  Now,  when  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Notting- 
ham was  in  Newgale  there  were  no  such 
restricliona  upon  bim.  He  was  allowed 
to  supply  himself  with  any  food  he  thought 
proper,  to  read  what  books  he  liked,  Io  see 
bis  friends  within  the  prison,  and  to  c 
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VfAtia  of  abtalnle  bodily,  lo  ny  nothing 
of  mental,  tortare ;  and  that,  loo,  for  a 
crime  wfaieh  wai  contidered  almoat  Teoial 
— the  crime  of  making  a  lilly  and  imprn- 
derl  ipeoch.  And  now,  doubtleu,  trbiUt 
Jonei  was  ■nffering  all  this,  the  learned 
Altorney-geneial  would  get  up  in  hii  place 
and  lay,  "  Oh,  he  hai  hii  redrew;  let  u« 
leave  him  to  seek  it  by  the  law."  The 
learned  Attorney-general  little  underatood 
how  rarely  the  poor  man  could  find  (be 
meana  of  putting  feei  in  the  pockets  of 
the  lawyeri.  IfJotiescould  have  employed 
couniel  at  his  trial— if  he  could  have  en- 
gaged in  hia  cause  the  eloquence,  the 
skill,  and  the  legal  knowledge  of  bii  learned 
Friend  beiide  him  (Serjeaot  Murphy) — it 
would  hate  been  impossible  for  Mr.  Baron 
Ouriiey  to  interrupt  ihe  reply,  and  il  would 
ha*e  been  itnprotwble  that  he  should  now 
have  lo  appeal  in  the  prisoner's  behalf. 
But  in  this  caae  even  the  Attorney -gene- 
ral'! constant  rejoinder  to  a  case  of  thii 
kind  could  scarcely  be  conwdered  applic- 
able. Jones  had  tried  all  the  means  open 
to  him  to  obtain  redress.  He  ha<I  ohlaiiied 
counsera  opinion  :  he  had  appealed  to  the 
right  hon.  Baronet — who,  by  the  way, 
had  probably  not  read  his  letter,  for  it  had 
been  three  weeks  at  ihe  Home-ofGce 
anawered, — and  bavin;;  tried  auch  mean!) 
and  found  them  inetTeetual,  it  could 
acarcely  now  be  said  that  he  was  pursuing 
a  wrong  course  in  appealing  to  that  House. 
A  common  argument  was,  that  an  address 
of  this  kind  wu  interlering  with  the  pre- 
rogative of  the  Crown.  He  (Mr.  Uun- 
combe),  however,  would  maintain  that  lliu 
House  pouFSsed  and  oii|;ht  to  exert  the 
power  of  adviaing  her  Majesty  in  the  ex. 
ercise  of  her  Royal  prerogative.  In  llunl'x 
case,  when  the  same  point  was  mooted,  it 
would  be  remembered  that  the  present 
Lord  Chief  Juiiice  voted  for  the  address. 
In  the  case  which  he(Mr.  Duncombe)  had 
the  iionour  of  bringing  before  the  House  in 
1S40,  il  would  be  also  recollected  ihalthe 
motion  WBSonI  y  lost  by  the  Speaker's  rasi  ing 
vrite.  Possibly  on  this  occasion  he  might  be 
left  in  a  minority,  but  whether  he  was  or 
not  it  was  at  least  the  duty  uf  the  Govern- 
ment to  consider  the  facts,  and  if  good 
cause  of  complaint  existed,  (o  apply  to 
the  Crown  for  that  free  pardon  whiih, 
wlifre  injustice  wiis  committed,  was  said 
never  to  be  refused.  1'he  hon.  Memlier 
roiirltided  by  moving  that  an  humble 
address  he  piev-nied  to  Imt  M.i)i-(ty  liiini- 
bly  piByiii|{  thul  her  Mnjcsly  wdl  be    grn- 
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cioualy  pleased  lo  take  into  her  MmcMj^ 
merciful  consideratioii  the  case  of  Wilti» 
Jones,  conOned  in  her  Hajeatj'a  gaol  it 
Leicester. 

Mr.  S,  Crauford  having  leeondad  tha 
motion, 

Sir  Jamn  Graham  said,  he  nae,  !■ 
the  strict  discharge  of  a  public  doty,  to 
answer  an  accusation  made  by  the  be*. 
Member  fur  Finshury,  which  was  imoa^ 
distely  connected  with  that  importantam^ 
ject,  the  administration  of  justice.  H* 
spoke  correctly  when  he  said  that  on  tks 
pret^nt  occBaion  he  was  acting  atrictly  ia 
the  diBiJiarge  of  a  public  duty;  becaaae, 
although  he  entertained  the  hignest  reapect 
for  the  public  character  of  the  leaned 
judge  whose  conduct  had  been  alluded  to, 
be  had  not  the  honour  of  more  than  ■ 
casual  acquaintance  with  him.  Upon  thb 
occasinn  the  hon.  Member  ft>r  FioBbnrjr 
appeared  nnce  mnre  hefoiv  the  Hooa 
labouring  in  his  usual  vocation — he  ha^ 
ing.  as  it  were,  adopted  the  aharaeter  of 
public  proMciitor  of  the  judges.  The  boa. 
Member  being  nelf-constituted  cenanr  tf 
vituperative  language,  it  would  bwiM* 
him  to  be  3  little  mnrc  guarded  u  to  tb* 
cxpressionn  winch  he  applied  to  renenhb 
judges  on  the  bench — men  of  the  hiffaeM 
reputatioD,  whose  fair  fame  bad  ramaiaad 
unsullietl  up  to  the  evening  of  their  U 
He  ktiew  the  hrm.  Member  for  V  ' 
Ml  well  that  he  was  sure, 
Member  bestowed  a  momei 
on  the  matter,  that  not  even 
iiciis  (if  acting  in  the  discharge  of  a  pnfafie 
duly  could  cumpeuiate  fur  inflicting  upM 
persons  of  such  high  character  and  accBa 
pying  Ro  eminent  a  position  needleaa  paia 
by  the  uw  of  unguarded  exprcaaioas.  Hs 
complained  of  nothing  which  Ihe  Inml 
Member  had  said  respecting  the  pubfie 
cnuduct  of  Mr.  Baron  Gurney,  and,  lear- 
ing  hi)  many  friends  and  rclatirea  to 
defend  any  part  of  his  private  charactw 
which  they  might  believe  to  have  bSM 
i»nilMl,  he  wuuld  merely,  in  paaMug^  ex- 
press bin  regret  that  the  hnn.  Member  had 
considered  it  nccessarv  to  refcr  tn  Barna 
Ourncy*H  pnlilical  nptnions  in  early  Kfc 
Niiw,  with  respect  to  the  puUic  cotiJurt 
of  Baron  ( iurney,  he  could  amure  the  boa. 
.Mcnilrr  and  the  House,  that  he  did  aat 
neglect  to  make  inquiry  respecting  tha 
liiiiguage  and  <-nnditet  attributed  in  tha 
puMir  jniiruals  tn  that  learned  peraon.  Aa 
MKin  as  he  was  anpiainted  nith  what  «!■ 
allet;eil  tn  hive  ocnirmt,  Ite  addresMda 
letter  to  Itaruii  (iurney,  re<^uestipf  ta ha 
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infonn^  hj  him  of  what  had  actually 
taken  place,  and  he  would  state  the  sub- 
stance of  the  learned  judge's  reply.     The 
hon.  Member  bad  spoken  of  his  (Sir  James 
Graham)  having  neglected  to  reply  to  a 
letter  addressed  to  him  by  a  Mr.  Hoberts, 
whom  he  designated  as  a  solicitor.     It 
might  be  true  that  that  person   was  a 
solicitor,    but    he  was  something  more. 
This  Mr.  Roberts  was  convicted  of  sedi- 
tious conspiracy  at  the  Salisbury  Spring 
Assises  in  1840,  and  sentenced  to  three 
years'    imprisonment.     He    (Sir    James 
Graham)  aid  not  feel  called  upon  in  his 
official  capacity  to  take  any  notice  of  a 
oommunication  Ax>m  such  a  person^  couch- 
ed, as  it  was,  in  very  strong  language^  and 
reflecting  on  the  character  of  a  judge. 
From  the  manner  in  which  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber had  spoken,  the  House  might  be  dis- 
posed to  infer  that  he  (Sir  James  Graham) 
had  ttken  no  notice  whatever  of  the  com" 
plaints  which  had  been  preferred  on  the 
part  of  Wm.  Jones  ;  but  that  was  not  the 
bet.     The  hon.  Member  himself  brought 
Jones's  case  under  his  consideration,  and 
the  hon.  Member  would  do  him  the  justice 
to  recollect  that  he  paid  immediate  atten- 
tion to  his  letter  and  answered  it  fully. 
The  hon.  Member  had  spoken  of  Jones  as  a 
youth,  and  said  that  liis  conduct  arose  out 
of  great  eicitement    Jones  was  22  years 
of  age,  and  perhaps  tlie  House  would  permit 
kin  to  state  what  were  the  circumstances 
under  which  his  oflfence  wss  committed. 
It  was  committed  in  August  last,  during 
the  period  of  the  insurrectionary  move- 
ment in  the  north  of  England,  when  the 
greatest  excitement  prevailed  throughout 
the  manu&cturing  districts.   The  disturb-* 
snoes  extended  to  the  town  of  Leicester, 
mod  the  police  were  interrupted  in  the  dis. 
duorge  of  their  duty,  and  assaulted  by  large 
mobs.    In  consequence  of  these  disturb* 
anoes  application  was  made  for  military 
assistanoe,  and  the  yeomanry  were  called 
out  and  even  quartered  in  the  town  of 
Leicester  for  the  period  of  twelve  days. 
The  prisoner,  under  the  pretext  of  preach- 
ing a  sermon,  assembled  a  tumultuous 
meeting  in  the  Market-plaee  of  the  town 
of ,  Leicester,  and  upon  that  occasion  he 
addressed  to  the  multitude  a  most  sedi- 
tious harangue :  language  of  a  most  violent 
and  exciting  character  was  used.      The 
police  force  was  subjected  to  the  most 
scurrilous  abuse.     A  violent  tirade  was 
uttered  against  the  yeomanry,  who  had 
been   called  upon  duty  to  pi*eserve  the 
public  peace.   Tbo  wanj  was  called  a  body 


of  hired  assassins;  the  police  were  de- 
signated vampires,  and  the  yeomanry  were 
styled  trained  assassins.    These  facts  were 
proved  in  court  beyond  the  possibility  of  a 
doubt.     He  would  now  address  himself  to 
the  charges  brought  agaiaat  the  judge  who 
had  presided  at  the  trial  of  this  person — 
charges,    however,   which    did   not  need 
much  refutation,  seeing  that  they  had  been 
abandoned  even  whilst  the  hon.  Member 
was  yet  making  them.    The  hon.  Member 
for  Finsbury  had  abandoned  all  the  charges 
against  Baron  Gurney,   witli  one  excep- 
tion, vis.,  the  expression  which  had  a 
reference  to  mad  dogs,  which  he  alleged 
the  learned  judge  to  have  used.    With 
that  exception  the  hon.  Member  did  not- 
press  the  charge  of  intemperate  language 
against  the  learned  judge.    He  (Sir  James 
Graham)  had   received  fiaron  Gurney's 
explanation  of  his  interruptions  during  the 
speech  which  the  prisoner  had  made  in  his 
defence,  and   he  stated  that  the  defence 
lasted  for  three  hours,  during  which  he 
(  Baron  Gurney)  had  permitted  two  friends 
of  the  prisoner  to  sit  near  him  and  assist 
him  with  their  occasional  advice  and  sug-« 
gestioos,  but  the  interference  of  these  two 
gentlemen  at  length  became  so  constant 
and    frequent,    that   the    learned  judge 
thought  proper,  in  order  to  prevent  the 
course  of  justice  from  being  interrupted, 
to  put  a  stop  to  this  snecles  of  interplead- 
ing.   The  learned  juoge  expressly  denied 
having  used  the  phrase  ''mad  doff/'  or  any 
similar  expression ;  and  be  explained,  with 
respect  to  the  interruption. complained  of 
at  a  subsequent  period  of  the  defeape,  that 
the  prisoner  was  arraigning  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  country,  and  describing  it  as 
a  tyrannical  Government,  upon  which  he 
(Baron  Gurney)  interposed  his  authority 
and  stopped  this  current  of  observation  by 
reminding  Jones  that  the  court  was  not  a 
competent  tribunal  to  judge  of  the  consti- 
tution of  the  country,  but  that  he  was 
simply  called  upon  to  answer  the  charge 
brought  against  him  and  upon  which  he 
stood  at  the  bar  to  be  tried  by  his  fellows. 
The  venerable  judge  averred  that  this  was 
the  only  interruption  which  the  prisoner 
experienced,  during  his  three  hours'  de- 
fence, from  him,  and  it  did  not  appear  to 
have  had  much  effect,  as  an  interruption, 
seeing  that  he  spoke  for  one  entire  hour 
after  the  learned  judge  had  recalled  him 
to  the  point  in  question,  and  thus  the  com- 
pleteness and  fulness  of  his  defence  did 
not  appear  to  have  been   broken   down. 
To  the  best  of  bis  recollection  that  wss 
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the  Account  which  Baron  Gurney  gave  of 
the   transaction.      The  remark   made  by 
Baron  Gurney  upon  the  petition  of  the 
prisoner  was,  that  his  complaint  of  inter- 
ruption and  of  unfair  treatment  wus  evi- 
dently an  afterthought;   for  he  (Jones) 
had,  at  tlie  termination  of  the  trial,  ex- 
pressed his  acknowledgments  and  thanks 
to  the  judge  for  the  patience  and  attention 
with  wliich  he  had  listened  to  his  speech. 
He  put  it  to  the  hon.  Member  whether,  as 
these  circumstances  had  taken  place  in  the 
presence  of  counsel,  in  the  face  of  the  bar, 
in  an  open  court  of  justice,  where  there 
was  no  attempt  at  concealment  made,  it 
was  fair  to  the  learned  judge  to  try  the 
question  de  novo  merely  upon  the  vague 
allegations  contained  in  the  petition  which 
he  had  presented  to  the  House*  ?  He  would 
now  refer  to  the  second  particular  in  the 
case.     He  alluded  to  the  treatment  which 
the  prisoner  was  said  to  have  been  subjected 
to  in  gaol.     What  were  the  circumstances 
under  which  the  prisoner  was  convicted  ? 
He  (Sir  J.  (iraham)  had  already  stated  to 
the   1  louse  the  dangerous  state  of  excite- 
ment to  which  the   prisoner  had  endea- 
voured to  rouse  the  populace  at  Leicester, 
bearing  in  mind  this  fact,  he  begged  the 
House  to  reflect  upon  the  nature  of  the 
sentence   passed    upon    him.     Mr.  Baron 
Gurney,  notwithstanding  the  character  of 
the  prisoner's  oflencc  sentenced  him  only 
to  six  months'  imprisonment.     That  was 
the  sentence  the  judge  passed.     The  hon. 
Member  did  not  complain  of  the  terms  of 
imprisonment,  but  of  the  fact  of  the  pri- 
soner being  place<l  in  the  second  class  of 
misdemeanants.       The  hon.  Memlier  had 
made  an  alluHion  to  the  act  of  Parliament 
having  reference  to  this  |H)int,  but  in  doing 
so  he  omitttnl  to  n*fcr  to  that  part  of  the 
statute  in  which  the  Legislature  delil»e- 
rately  enacted,    that   when    a  party  h:id 
been  convicted  it  was  quite  disirretionary 
with  the  judge  to  determine  in  which  divi- 
sinn  the  prisoner  was  to  be  classed.     The 
hon.  Member  would    lead    the  House  to 
lielicve,  thiit  notwithstanding  the  character 
of  the  lientcnre,  undue  sei'erity  had  been 
exercised  towards  the  prisoner.     He  did 
not  ihink  that  it  was  nmsistent  with  his 
duty  to  recommend  any  alteration  in  the 
clarification  which  h:id  been  adopte<l ;  but 
ill  consequence  of  the  represen tuitions  of 
the  hon.  Mrmber  relating  to  the  declining 
health  of  the  prisoner,  a  letter  had  lieen 
written  to  the  visiting  justice  on  the  sub- 
ject, in  which  it  was  stat«*d,  that  if  such 
Btatemcftta  wea*  true,  a  relaxation  in  the 


treatment  of  the  prisoner  was  atfonglr 
recommended.     He  (Sir  J.  Graham)  lud 
read  a  certificate  from  Mr.  O.  Beaumonfey 
the  surgeon  of  the  Leicester  gaol,   with 
regard  to  the  condition  of  the  priaoner, 
"^rhe  surgeon  said  in  his  certiiicatei  that 
the  prisoner  was  labouring  under  no  bo* 
dily  disease^  but  merely  a  slight  indisposi- 
tion arising  from  an  alteration  of  diet,  and 
a  depression  resulting  from  the  confinement 
to  which  he  was  subjected.     Was  it  a  fiict 
that  even  in  these  circumstances  no  relax* 
ation  had  been  allowed  the  prisoner  ?     By 
the  advice  of  the  visiting  magistrates  con* 
siderable  relaxation  had  taken  place  in  the 
treatment   of  the   prisoner.      The   ruloa 
of  the  prison,  in  his  particular  case,  had 
been    mitigated.      He  was   permitted   to 
wear  his  own  clothes ;  he  was  allowed  lo 
read    any  unobjectionable  books  that  his 
friends  might  think  proper  to  send  him  ; 
he  had  also  the  use  or  pen,  ink,  and  paper, 
under  certain  restrictions.     He  liaa  now 
made  a  short  explanation  of  the  conduct  of 
the  judge  and  the  executive  Government 
in  the    particular    case  which   the   hon. 
Member  nad  brought  under  the  notice  of  the 
House.  And  he  must  be  permitted  to  say, 
in  conclusion,  that  with  all  his  respect  lor 
that  House,  he  did  not  think  it  expedient  to 
advise  the  Crown  to  exerdse  its  prerog»* 
tive  of  mercy  unless  circumstances  strongly 
warranted  the  adoption  of  such  a  couraeu 
No  expressions  which  any  hon.  Memlier 
might  think  proper  to  indulge  in  would 
induce  him  to  do  anything  which  woaM 
have  the  effect  of  interifering  with  the  calm 
and  temperate  administration  of  justieiL 
In  this  particular  case  he  was  of  opinioa 
that  justice  had  been  tempered  with  Uicrey. 
Notwithstanding  the  imputations  which 
the  hon.  Member  had  attempted  to  cast 
upon  the  character  of  the  learnefi  iudge^ 
he  trustc<i  that  that  distinguished  indifi- 
dual  would  persevere  in  the  line  of  conduct 
which  he  had  pursued  from  the  early  period 
of  his  judicial  career,  and  would  rtf^ird 
with  indifferrncc  as|»ersions  which  could 
have    no  etlcct  in  injuring  his  unsullied 
reputation.     The  right  hon.  Baronet  oott* 
eluded  by  stating  that  it  was  his  intentaoa 
to  meet  the  motion  of  the  boo.  Member  tat 
Finsbury  by  a  direct  negative. 

Mr.  flume  was  ready  to  admit,  so  far 
as  his  own  experience  went,  that  the 
right  lion.  (Tcntleroan  had  always  attended 
to  applications  of  this  kind,  and  it  cer^ 
taiiily  appeared  that  of  thts  case  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  had  taken  a  merciful  viev. 
But  he  thought  the  circumstance  of  th« 
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right  hoD.  BarODet  having  made  relaxationi 
■howed  that  hii  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
forFinibury  had  not  improperly  brought 
Forward  the  present  case.  He  (Mr.  Hume) 
had  been  led  away  by  the  statements  that 
bad  been  made  public  respecting  the 
learned  judge,  and  he  had  thought  the 
more  of  it,  because  ia  his  youth  he  had 
been  accustomed  to  look  on  the  learned 
judge  as  one  of  the  most  steady  of  reform- 
ers, and  he  was  vexed  to  think  that  the 
learned  judge  should  have  abandoned  his 
early  opinions.  His  hon.  Friend  (Mr. 
Duncombe)  it  was  evident  had  rather 
overstated  the  case.  He  agreed  with  his 
hon.  Friend  that  the  manner  in  which, 
within  the  last  few  years,  political  oSenders 
had  been  punished  had  been  very  severe. 
He  had  visited  Sir  F.  Burdett,  Sir  John 
Hobhouse,  and  other  political  ofiendets  in 
prison,  and  no  such  severity  was  then  ez- 
erciaed.  He  trusted,  therefore,  whenever 
his  hon.  Friend  had  ground,  he  would 
proceed  in  his  career.  The  right  hon. 
Baronet,  in  the  present  case,  appeared 
however  to  have  taken  a  merciful  course. 
As  to  the  learned  J  udge,  he  was  misled  by 
statements  he  had  seen  ;  but  it  did  not 
appear,  though  Mr.  Baron  Gurney  might 
hare  used  some  intemperate  expression, 
that  any  more  serious  charge  could  be 
made  against  him.  He  himself,  and  many 
other  individuals,  in  1831  and  1832,  some 
of  whom  formed  part  of  the  late  Govern- 
meDl)  had  made  use  of  much  more  violent 
laognage  than  had  lately  been  so  severely 
punished— and  he  was  sorry  to  say  that 
the  Whigs,  who  had  been  the  5rst  to  use 
rach  language,  were  the  first  to  punish  it 
■o  severely.  He  could  not  refrain  from 
expressing  his  hope  that  this  eiireme  se- 
verity of  punishment  towards  political 
offenders  would  be  abandoned. 

Mr.  Servant  Mufpkt/  recommended 
bis  hon.  Friend  to  withdraw  his  motion  ; 
mod,  adverting  to  the  trials  at  Lancaster, 
•aid  he  wis  authorised  by  the  individuals 
whom  he  defended,  and  many  other  de- 
fendants, to  express  the  highest  admiration 
Knd  gratiltide  for  the  manner  in  which  the 
law  had  been  administered,  bosh  by  the 
Attorney.general  and  by  the  learned  Judge 
who  presided  on  the  occasion.  The  charge 
against  Mr.  Baron  Gurney,  in  tbe  present 
instance,  seemed  to  be  of  a  very  flimsy 
character. 

Mr.  Hanet  also  thought  that  the  charge 
■gainst  Mr,  Baron  Gurney  was  not  sub- 
■tantiated.    He  bad  learned  from  three 


hnrrislcrs  who  vere  present  at  the  trial, 
thai  i!:e  priioner  thanked  the  judge, .  The 
ca^e  had  not  been  made  out,  and  he 
ihoiighl  hi?  hon,  Friend  would  act  most 
prudently  by  withdrawing  the  motion. 

The  .'Iffomey-Ocnera^  spoke  from  the 
j:cneral  assurance  of  more  than  one  of  the 
counsel  w)io  were  present  at  the  trial,  that 
the  learned  Judge  received  the  prisoner's 
thanks  for  the  mode  in  which  he  presided 
nver  the  proceedings.  As  the  motion, 
however,  wus  not  likely  to  be  persevered 
It),  he  would  only  lake  the  liberty  of  lead- 
ing some  remarks  on  the  case  published  in 
EL  lucal  paper,  which,  on  account  of  its 
political  tendency,  was  more  likely  to  sym- 
pathize with  the  prisoner  than  the  judge. 
lie  had  come  down  fully  prepared  to  go 
into  the  question;  and  he  held  in  his 
hand  a  newspaper,  the  Leicester  Chronicle, 
which  was  published  in  the  town  of  Leices- 
ter, advocating  politics  corresponding  with 
those  of  the  Chartists,  and  which  dls^ 
tinclly  staled, — 

"  It  was  ivilh  considerable  surprise  that  we 
peruaeil  the  reports  of  this  trial  which  ap- 
pt-iired  111  the  Jlmet  and  Moraing  Clronide  aS 
lAlond.-)^  se'iinight,  and  which  were  exceed- 
ingW  unfair  towards  the  venenble  judge  be- 
(orc!  ivhuin  the  prisoner  was  tried. 

"  Tlie  prisoner,  both  Id  his  cross-examina- 
Linii  or  Ihc  two  witnesses  Marsball  and  Agar 
and  in  his  defence,  introduced  a  very  great 
(leal  af  mutter  wholly  irrelevant  to  the  charge 
lirourHt  ii;^ainst  him  ;  and  Daron  Gurney, 
llierefurF'.  1i»d  to  reihinil  him,  as  he  would 
have  leiiiiiided  any  other  prisoner,  that  such  a 
cour^ic  coubl  not  be  allowed.  This  was  done 
decidpcUy,  but  not  harshly,  as  the  reports  in 
Ihe  Tvofs  iinil  Otromrle  would  make  it  appear; 
fur  he  IS  [here  said  now  to  have  spoken 
'  sharply,'  and  then  with  '  vehemence.'  When 
the  p[i;antr  said  he  had  ol^en  denounced  the 
governrnerit  as  tyrannical,  &c..  Baron  Gurney 
^sicl,"  Thrn  you  have  done  very  wrong ;  you 
hud  no  right  to  do  so,'  &c.;   hut  that  he  said 


He 


:o  have  summed  up  unequivocally  against  the 
pnsimei,  Sic.  :  hul  not  one  word  of  his  sum- 
ming lip  is  given,  whereby  the  pnblic  is  en- 
iibled  10  judge  whether  this  is  tbe  case  or  not. 
Now,  seeing  that  a  great  deal  of  room  could 
be  found  to  give  all  the  best  parts  of  the  pri-- 
sniieiV  ijlotjuent  but  unconnected  defence,  we 
vvcrt  certainly  in  expectation  of  meeting  with 
an  outline,  at  least,  of  the  judge's  summing 
up;  and  i,ve  can  only  account  fur  such  not 
being  the  case  on  the  supposition,  that  it  was 
not  the  intention  of  some  of  the  'briefless' 
who  supply  the  London  papers  with  assize  in- 
iulljG!»nee— iind  who  supplied  the  reports  in 
(juesiion — to  place  Baron  Gurney's  conduct , 
before  the  jiublic  in  the  most  unfavoarable 
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Itgtit  pOMible ;  and  io  thii  suppoiilion  we  are . 
strengthened  by  the  following  circumstance; —  I 
During  the  trial  some  persons  outside  the  court  j 
were  working  a  common  house-pump,  and  the  j 
noise  thereby  made,  prevented  his  lordship  i 
from  hearing ;  he,  therefore,  made  some  obser- 
vation to  the  effect,  that  the  noise  should  be 
put  a  stop  to.    This  simple  remark  has  been 
tortured  into  his  having  threatened  to  send 
away  '  those  persons  pumping  there ' — mean-  ! 
ing,  it  is  said,  the  prisoner's  Chartist  friends,  { 
Bairdstow  and  Markham !  j 

'*  f  t  is  well  known  that  at  the  time  of  Jones*s 
apprehension  and  committal  we  called  in  ques- 
tion tiie  (to  say  the  least)  expediency  of  such 
a  procedure,  and  that  because  we  thought  too 
much  importance  was  thus  attached  to  the 
somewhat  extravagant  harangues  of  an  itiner- 
ant lecturer ;  we  did  this,  too,  because  we  are 
as  jealous  as  any  person  can  be  of  the  slightest 
inva-iion  of  the  right  of  the  subject  to  speak 
hi»  mind  openly  and  honestly  on  matters  con- 
cerning the  common  weal ;  but,  thinking  thus, 
and  even  though  we  may  also  differ  with  the 
Ie4rnt'd  judge  as  to  tlie  right  of  a  person  to 
denounce  the  Government  as  tyrannical,  ur  as 
to  the  poor  man*s  labour  being  equally  pro- 
tected by  the  law  with  the  rich  man*s  property, 
we  fed  bound  to  declare  that  we  think  tlie 
prisoner  was  fairly  dealt  with  by  the  judge  as 
a  judge;  wherever  he  was  checked,  or  not 
allowed  to  proceed,  it  was  in  accordance  with 
law  ;  and  the  only  point  where  we  could  have 
wiitlicil  his  lordsltip  to  have  acted  otiierwise 
tliHU  he  did,  was  his  not  allowing  Joucs  to 
challenge  one  or  some  of  the  jury — Jones 
alleging  he  had  l)ccn  informed  that  one  or 
more  jurymen  were  prc-dctermined  to  find 
him  guilty  \  but  for  this  he  gave  a  legal  reason. 
However  unfavourable  the  summing-up  may 
have  been  to  the  prisoner,  he  himself  was  the 
cau^e  of  it ;  whatever  evidence  was  wanting 
as  In  the  tendency  and  intention  of  his  ]an« 
guage  at  the  meeting  in  question,  his  cross- 
examination  and  defence  supplied :  and,  de- 
spite the  ability  he  displayed  as  an  orator,  he 
added  another  to  the  many  recent  proofs  that, 
'he  who  is  his  own  counsel,  lias  often  a  very 
foolish  client.'" 

And  in  the  following  week  the  same 
pa|)cr  said : — 

'*  'Hie  report  of  this  trial,  as  published  io 
the  I^ndon  newspapers,  continues  to  excite 
com  men  ts,  more  or  less  unfair,  u|x>n  the  con- 
duct of  the  judge :  we  ihercfdre  again  take  the 
opportunity  to  ats'.*rt  tlut  the  defendant  was 
fairly  tried  and  iiidul^entJy  treated. 

*'  Kvery  person  who  has  witnessed  the  direct 
and  straiglit-to^he-poiiit  manner  of  Mr.  Banm 
<Hiniey— his  dislike  to  the  introduction  of 
irrelevant  m-itters,  and  the  impartial  constancy 
of  hi«  rebukes  lo  counsel  with  reference  to 
their  inegularitiiift — must  admit  il>at  his  pa- 
tience and  endurance  in  Jones's  caie  were 
eitraordiiiary.    Ilis  iiitcrruptiODS  have  bccnj 


misreported  and  misuiiderstood.  A  great  deal 
of  cant  has  been  written  as  to  the  propriety  oC 
judges  allowing  all  sorts  of  indulgences  to 
defendants  who  plead  their  own  canse,  as  i( 
forsooth,  rules  which  are  the  result  of  great 
experience,  (iramed  for  ecoooauiDg  the  paMic 
time,  and  for  reducing  inqoiries  to  dose  aad 
definite  issoes,  are  to  give  way  whenever  aay 
defendant  is  vain  enough  and  foolish  enough 
to  be  his  own  counsel.  Some  judges  tbero 
are  so  much  afraid  of  observation  and  remark^ 
that  they  have  been  led  into  the  weakest  and 
silliest  condescensions  to  persons  charged  with 
seditious  offences ;  assuredly  Mr.  Baroo  Gur* 
ney's  conduct  was  not  of  thu  character.  At 
tlic  same  time  we  feel  certain  that  more  exten- 
sive indulgence  was  shown  to  Jones  than 
would  have  been  the  most  able  counsel  on  the 
circuit. 

**  Having  made  these  observations  as  to  the 
impartiality  of  the  judge,  we  may  be  allowed 
to  say,  that  in  our  opinion  he  was  somewhat 
in  error  in  point  of  law  when  he  refused  lo 
allow  tlie  defendant  to  quote  to  the  jury  froni 
speeches  made  at  public  meetings  fa^  peiaons 
of  authority  and  station.  In  all  the  defences 
with  which  we  are  acquainted,  in  cases  of  se- 
ditious libels  or  seditious  words,  it  has  been 
usual  to  allow  sueh  quotations  lo  be  made, 
and  we  are  sore  that  numerous  instaooes  are 
to  be  found  in  the  published  speeches  of  the 
most  eminent  of  our  advocates.  It  is  trae 
tliai  they  may  not  be  evidence  in  a  technical 
sense,  but  surely  the  published  records  of 
speeches  are  sometimes  pertinent  by  way  of 
comparison,  when  the  quality  and  tendency  of 
particular  expressions  form  the  tendency. 

**'  It  was,  however,  well  for  defendant  that 
the  quotations  were  disallowed,  because,  on 
carefully  looking  at  the  speeches  referred  lo, 
we  can  imagine  nothing  more  certain  to  have 
procured  his  conviction  than  the  contrut  of 
his  speeches  with  those.  They  were  the 
s|)ceches  of  townsmen  at  town  meetings,  as- 
sembled for  the  purpose  of  discussing  spedal 
or  general  grievances,  or  of  celebrating  the 
triumph  of  freedom  over  despotism  iu  a  neigh- 
bouring nation.  We  defy  the  most  perverted 
ingenuity  to  point  out  the  most  remote  ana- 
logy in  the  language  of  the  speakers,  or  in  the 
circumstances  of  the  meetings  at  which  these 
speeches  were  delivered.  The  learned  counsel 
in  particular,  whose  speech  was  alluded  to, 
was  really  the  person  most  entitled  to  complain 
of  their  exclusion ;  for,  on  reference  to  hit 
address,  no  single  expression  can  be  found  of 
which  the  most  fastidious  stickler  for  propriety 
need  he  ashameJ. 

**  There  is  one  other  point  upon  which  Mr« 
Baron  Gumey  has  been,  as  we  believe,  nisnn- 
derstood.  We  by  no  means  allow  it  to  be  a 
great  crime,  in  discussions  or  arguments  nt 
public  meetings,  lo  speak  of  particular  ads  of 
the  Government  as  *  tyrannical  ;*  and  we  do 
not  think  the  judge  intended  to  convey  that 
impression  ;  we  believe  he  inten<led  merely  to 
assert  it  to  be  an  offence  lo  incite  the  paopli 
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ai;«iQ$t  th^  GoverDmeut  and  iostitutioas  gepe* 
rally  as  tyrannical. 

''  With  reference  to  the  defendant's  chal- 
lenges of  the  jvry ,  the  judge  had  no  (^ower,  as 
we  are  informedi  to  allow  tbeoi^  without  cause 
being  shown,  there  being  a  difference  between 
felonies  and  misdemeanoars  in  this  respect.*' 


Thus  it  appeared,  that  those  who  might 
be  looked  on  as  not  indisposed  to  nnd 
fault  with  the  judge  bore  testimooy  to  the 
fair  and  indulgent  treatment  of  the  pri- 
soner. The  motion  divided  itself  to  two 
poiots^ — first,  as  to  the  conduct  of  Baron 
Gurney;  and,  secondly,  the  conduct  of 
the  ejcecutive.  Now,  without  referring  to 
the  prisoner's  thanks  to  the  judge,  it  seemed 
generally  admitted  that  the  conduct  of 
the  latter  was  altogether  free  from  blame, 
and  with  respect  to  the  executive,  the 
application  made  to  Government  has  been 
met  by  a  relaxation  of  punishment,  which 
the  hon.  Member  for  Montrose  had  ad- 
mitted to  be  commensurate  with  the  cir- 
cumstances of  the  case.  He  need  not  go 
into  further  details,  as  he  hoped  that  the 
bon.  Member  for  Finsbury,  with  that 
discretion  which  did  not  often  desert  him, 
would  withdraw  the  motion. 

Mr.  T,  Duncombe  said,  that  Jones  de- 
nied that  be  bad  ever  thanked  the  judge. 
It  was  to  the  jury  he  returned  his  thanks, 
and  this  was  conGrmed  by  his  friends. 
The  right  hon.  Baronet  referred  to  a  me- 
morial which  he  (Mr.  Duncombe)  had 
sent  in  on  the  part  of  Jones.  That  me- 
morial referred  to  the  treatment  of  the 
Erisoneri  and  till  that  moment  he  (Mr. 
buncombe)  had  never  known  the  result 
of  bis  application.  He  had  acted  in  this 
case  upon  the  principle  by  which  he  was 
generally  guided.  When  a  grievance  was 
placed  in  his  band,  if  he  believed  that  the 
grievance  could  be  proved,  he  held  it  to 
be  his  duty  to  bring  it  before  the  House  to 
the  best  of  his  ability,  nor  would  he  allow 
himself  to  be  deterred  by  any  Secretary 
of  State  from  doing  what  he  thought 
hinuelf  bound  to  do,  though  he  would  be 
very  glad  if   people  would   place  their 

frievances  in  any  hands  rather  than  bis. 
le  bad  so  much  respect  for  the  legal 
abilities  of  the  learned  sergeant,  that  he 
should  at  once  accede  to  his  sugges- 
tion, and  withdraw  the  motion.  But  as 
to  the  learned  judge's  friends  complain- 
ing of  what  he  (Mr.  Duncombe)  had 
donCy  he  really  could  not  see  upon  what 
ground  they  could  rest  their  complaints. 
Qa  the  contraryi  the  learned  judge  and 
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his  friends  ought  to  be  very  much  obliged 
to  him  (Mr.  Duncombe)  for  bringing  this 
case  forward,  and  thereby  affording  them 
an  opportunity  of  correcting  any  misaf^ 
prehensions  that  might  have  gone  abroad. 

Motion  withdrawn. 


Abolition  of  the  Corn-Laws — Ad- 
journed Debate.]  The  Order  of  the 
Day  for  the  resumption  of  the  adjourned 
debate,  on  the  Abolition  of  the  Corn-laws 
was  read, 

Mr.  Borthwick  expressed  extreme  sur- 
prise at  the  very  thin  attendance  of  Mem- 
bers on  an  occasion  of  so  much  import- 
ance* The  present  motion  had  been 
ushered  in  by  an  agitation  unconstitu* 
tional  in  its  nature  and  dangerous  in  its 
consequences.  He  protested  against  the 
transference  of  the  debates  of  that  House 
to  the  boards  of  Drury-lane  theatre.  He 
believed  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  were 
impressed  with  the  importance  of  this 
question;  but  they  would  better  testify 
their  sense  of  it  by  attending  to  their 
duties  in  the  House  than  by  taking  part 
in  an  agitation  which  engendered  a  spirit 
ot  discontent  and  disaffection  among  the 
inhabitants  of  the  towns,  and  also  arrayed 
the  tenantry  against  their  landlords.  The 
petitions  which  had  been  presented  for 
the  repeal  of  the  Corn-laws  could  not  be 
looked  upon  as  the  spontaneous  and 
heartfelt  expression  of  the  sentiments  of 
the  people,  but  as  the  products  of  an  agi- 
tation which  had  commenced  in  that 
House.  A  circular,  addressed  to  the  fears 
of  the  electors,  had  been  forwarded  to 
him  from  the  Anti«Corn-law  League  which 
he  could  not  too  much  condemn,  and 
which,  in  effect,  told  the  electors  that  if 
they  refused  to  take  a  side  on  this  party 
question,  they  could  not  be  included 
within  the  limits  of  possible  salvation.  In 
another  of  the  pamphlets  issued  by  the 
League,  which  enumerated  the  authorities 
who  were  favourable  to  an  alteration  of 
the  Corn-laws,  the  name  of  her  Majesty 
was  introduced,  on  the  ground  of  the 
speech  from  the  throne,  delivered  in  the 
autumn  of  1841.  He  said  that  the  Anti- 
Corn-law  League  were,  in  thus  deluding  the 
people,  practising  a  deceit  on  them  in  the 
name  of  religion,  and  in  the  name  of  their 
Queen,  for  the  sake  of  inducing  the  people 
to  side  with  them  in  a  party  and  political 
contest.  In  his  opinion,  this  question 
ought  not  to  be  argued  by  those  who  sal 
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on  hii  side  of  the  House  ms  an  ezclusi?ely 
■gricultural  question ;  nor  by  those  on  the 
other  side,  ezclusively  on  the  ground  of 
its  bearings  on  trade.  Neither  by  bis 
constituents  nor  himself  bad  be  any  con- 
nection, directly  or  indirectly,  with  either 
of  the  two  great  interests  of  commerce  on 
the  one  hand  and  agriculture  on  the  other ; 
and,  therefore,  if  be  was  presumptuous  in 
addressing  the  House  on  the  subject,  he 
was  at  least  entirely  disinterested.  It  had 
been  said  that  the  electors  who  returned  a 
majority  in  favour  of  protection  to  agncal- 
ture,  bad  been  deceived  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  who  was  now  prime  minister; 
but  at  all  events  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
bad  not  deceived  him  (Mr.  Borthwick)  nor 
his  constituents;  for,  from  the  speech  made 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  previous  to  his 
accession  to  office,  be  saw  that  one  of  the 
6rst  measures  proposed  would  be  an  al- 
teration of  the  corn-law,  and  he  warned 
his  constituents  to  be  prepared  for  such  a 
change.  But  there  could  be  no  doubt,  if 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  did  not  deceive 
the  country,  that  the  country  was  deceived. 
Gentlemen  told  their  constituents  that  they 
would  maintain  the  sliding-scale  as  it  then 
ezistcd;  and  farmers,  having  contracted 
grave  and  serious  obligations  on  that  un- 
derstanding, had  a  right  to  come  to  the 
House  and  say,  "  We  have  been  deceived, 
and  when  a  day  of  reckoning  comes,  we 
shall  next  time  take  the  question  into  our 
own  hands."  This  was  stated  clearly  by 
the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Wal- 
lingford  (Mr.  Blackstone),  and  nothing 
could  more  clearly  show  the  impropriety 
of  giving  pledges.  Hon.  Gentlemen  ought 
not  to  pledge  themselves  to  individual 
questions,  or  if  they  did,  they  ought  to 
abide  by  them ;  fiat  justitia,  mat  calum 
ought  to  be  the  motto  of  every  man  who 
gave  a  pledge  to  his  constituents.  He 
protested  against  judging  this  ({ucstion  in 
the  spirit  of  party,  or  dealing  with  it  in 
the  fashion  of  political  jockcyship,  which 
might  suit  those  whose  object  it  was  to 
obtain  the  gold  of  oflice.  Party  interests 
might  be  served  by  trickery,  but  the  in- 
terests of  nations  wcru  only  to  be  served 
and  promoted  by  truth,  lie  wished  hon. 
(tentltmcn  would  reflect  that  they  did  not 
bit  in  that  House  merely  as  Members  for 
Tamworth,  Yorkshire,  Loudon,  Stockport, 
Dublin,  or  Edinburgh,  but  as  Members 
for  the  whole  empire ;  and  considering  the 
immense  extent  of  the  empire,  it  might 
be  said  that  a  member  of  the  British  Far* 


liament  was  a  Member  for  the  world.  The 
question  ought  to  be  viewed  in  its  bemring 
on  the  destinies  of  the  empire,  and  through 
them  on  the  destinies  of  mankind  ;  aod 
not  as  it  was  viewed  by  those  GentlemeO| 

**  Who  rave,  recite,  and  madden  through  the 

land. 
Fire  in  each  eye,  and  papers  in  each  hand.** 

They  had  argued  this  question  with  gmt 
eloquence,  ingenuity,  and  also  sincerity, 
in  their  attempts  to  produce  convictioo  in 
the  public  mind ;  and  as  far  as  he  had 
observed,  they  had  succeeded  in  what  they 
attempted  to  prove,  but  they  had  argued 
the  question  as  a  narrow  and  not  of  world- 
wide importance.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Wolverhampton  in  his  speech  the  other 
evening,  had  laid  down  no  proposition 
which  he  had  not  succeeded  in  proving. 
The  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Sunder- 
land, who  spoke  with  great  experience, 
and  with  all  the  weight  of  his  high  chn- 
racter  on  the  question,  bad  said  nothing 
which  he  did  not  prove;  and,  as  far  as  he 
had  read  the  debates  of  the  House,  and 
the  arguments  of  the  respectable  portion 
of  the  press,  they  had  proved  all  the  doc- 
trines they  maintained.  They  had  proted 
that  the  doctrines  of  free-trade  were  thoae 
of  abstract  truth  and  justice;  they  hnd 
proved  that  we  ought  to  buy  in  the  cheap* 
est  market  and  sell  in  the  dearest;  thej 
had  proved  that  from  one  end  of  the  globe 
to  the  other  there  ought  to  be  no  impedi- 
ment to  the  mutual  exchange  between 
man  and  man;  that  the  inhabitant  of 
London  and  the  inhabitant  of  Timbuctoo 
had  a  full  abstract  right  to  the  free  ex- 
change of  each  other's  productions,  but 
thty  had  omitted  to  prove  the  connecting 
proposition  that  because  those  abstract 
truths  were  capable  of  proof,  ergo^  the 
Corn-law  ought  to  be  abolished.  He 
hoped  some  hon.  Gentleman  would  attempt 
to  prove  that  because  these  things  were 
trne,  therefore  protection  to  agriculture 
ought  to  be  abandoned.  His  opinion  was, 
that  to  give  up  protection  would  be  ruinoot 
to  agriculture  and  destructive  of  the  Tital 
interests  of  this  country.  Hon.  Gentle- 
men  opposite  leant  on  the  abstract  prin- 
ciples of  free-trade,  which  they  proclaimed 
as  novel  discoveries.  They  were  not  new 
— they  were  as  old  as  truth  itself — they 
were  the  doctrines  of  absolute  verity ;  and 
in  that  abstract  region  he  was  with  them 
the  asserter  of  the  doctrines  of  free-trade, 
Tpon  the  application  of  the  principles  of 
fine«uade  profesaed  by  hon*  GenUemii— 
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namely,  to  buy  id  the  cheapest  and  sell  in 
the  dearest  markets — he  contended  that 
the  ?ery  dearest  market  that  Englishmen 
conld  buy  in  was  the  continent  of  Europe, 
which  must  have  the  effect  of  displacing 
the  cultivation  of  the  soil.  The  founda- 
tion of  all  prosperity  was  the  riches  of  the 
soil,  and  it  was  absolutely  necessary  to 
give  to  the  cultivators  of  the  soil  the  ad- 
vantage of  that  protection  and  that  influ- 
ence which  the  Gentlemen  on  the  other 
side  seemed  to  question.  In  a  well  known 
work  upon  this  subject — he  knew  not 
whether  the  hon*  Member  for  Montrose 
bad  read  it — it  was  said,  that  England 
need  now  grow  a  peck  of  wheat  if  she 
were  the  workshop  of  the  world ;  but  he 
would  say  that  it  was  absolutely  necessary, 
if  they  meant  to  protect  all  the  interests 
of  the  country,  and  to  give  stability  to  its 
commerce  and  strength  to  its  prosperity, 
that  they  should  give  a  preponderating 
protection  to  that  agriculture  which  was 
the  foundation  of  our  greatness,  and  with- 
out which  commerce  must  su^er,  should 
this  motion  be  prematurely  and  unfairly 
carried. 

Mr.  Wrightson  said,  that  an  argument 
in  favour  of  the  Corn-law  had  been, 
that  this  country  from  time  immemorial 
had  been  accustomed  to  a  Corn-law,  and 
that  for  the  last  25  years  the  Government 
and  the  Ministers  had  been  on  the  look 
out  for  some  opportunity  of  relaxing  the 
stringency  of  our  commercial  code.  Though 
be  would  not  deny  that  for  a  long  time 
Corn-laws  had  existed,  yet  he  could  not 
see  on  what  ground  it  was  considered  that 
anything  like  an  improvement  in  their 
stringency  had  taken  place  during  the 
last  25  years.  The  Corn-law  of  1774  he 
considered  the  best  Corn-law  that  ever 
stood  upon  our  statute  book,  and  the  only 
one  that  worked  in  a  satisfactory  manner. 
All  interests  seemed  to  have  flourished 
under  it,  and  most  particularly  the  agri- 
cultural interest.  If  any  Gentleman  en- 
tertained a  doubt  upon  that  point,  it  was 
easily  removed  by  recalling  to  mind  what 
had  been  said  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Vice-president  of  the  Board  of  Trade, 
who  quoted  tables  showing  that  from  the 
year  1771  to  the  year  1791  the  agricul- 
turists enjoyed  a  higher  price  of  corn  than 
that  which  was  enjoyed  even  at  the  pre- 
sent moment.  Unfortunately,  in  1791 
there  was  a  body  of  gentlemen  who  com- 
posed a  third  party  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, to  whom  it  occurred  that  the  im« 


port  prices  were  not  high  enough,  and  who 
determined  to  raise  the  scale  of  prices  from 
44^.,  being  the  lowest  on  the  scale  by  the 
act  of  1774,  to  50s.,  and  the  highest  from 
48s.  to  54s.  There  was  at  that  time  a 
young  nobleman  who  took  an  active  part 
in  supporting  Mr.  Pitt,  and  who  had  since 
filled  many  of  the  highest  offices  of  the 
State,  and  who  was  still  livings — he  meant 
the  present  Lord  Harrowby.  That  noble- 
man at  that  day  told  them  that  the  object 
of  the  law  was  to  create  artificial  prices 
for  the  bene6t  of  the  landed  interest.  He 
wished  he  could  see  the  son  of  that  noble 
Lord  (the  Member  for  Liverpool,  Lord 
Sandon)  come  forward  now  and  advocate 
the  same  principles  as  those  which  hit 
excellent  father  advocated  nearly  half  a 
century  ago.  This  was  the  first  change 
made  in  the  law  of  1774.  In  1804  the 
price  had  risen  to  72s.  a  quarter ;  but  even 
with  that  price  the  Legislature  admitted 
corn  at  a  duty  of  8s.  6d.  when  the  price 
was  at  63s. ;  and  when  it  reached  66s.  a 
quarter,  it  was  admitted  without  any  duty 
at  all.  Would  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
give  the  country  such  a  Corn -law  now  ? 
No;  because  the  appetite  for  protection 
grew  with  what  it  fed  on.  The  next 
change  in  the  law  was  in  the  year  1815. 
The  question  was  then  attended  with 
greater  difficulties  than  had  exisfed  at  any 
other  time.  It  was  considered  that  corn 
could  not  be  grown  in  England  at  a  remu- 
nerating price  at  less  than  80s.  a  quarter  \ 
but  as  soon  as  the  price  reached  80s. 
freedom  of  trade  was  given.  The  real 
principle,  then,  upon  which  all  these  laws 
had  been  founded,  was  that  of  ascertaining 
the  price  at  which  corn  could  be  grown  in 
this  country,  and  having  secured  that, 
then  to  admit  foreign  corn  free  of  duty. 
If  that  was  the  true  principle,  then  be 
must  say  that  the  law  of  1815  was  the  last 
which  was  founded  on  that  principle. 
When  the  Act  of  1822  passed,  the  country 
possessed  every  advantage.  There  was 
profound  peace,  the  currency  (thanks  to 
the  Right  hon.  Baronet)  had  been  adjusted, 
and  there  was  also  the  advantage  of  the 
famous  petition  from  the  merchants  of  the 
city  of  London,  which  alone  formed  an  era 
in  the  history  of  this  question,  and  they 
had  also  the  wise  counsel  of  Mr.  Huskis- 
son,  which  was  embodied  in  the  well- 
known  report  of  1821.  But  all  these  ad- 
vantages were  thrown  away,  and  the  AA* 
ministration  proposed  a  Corn-law  which 
he  conceived  to  be  totalljr  novel  in  princi* 
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pie.  Wbat  was  the  law  tbea  (id  1 822) 
proposed?  h  was  thai  a  duty  of  12s. 
should  be  paid  upon  the  average  price  of  j 
70s.  a  quarter,  and,  not  cootent  with  that, 
they  charged  another  duty  of  5s.  for  the 
first  three  months  over  and  above  that. 
I'his  showed  the  animasof  the  Legislature 
and  of  the  Government  at  that  time.  That 
bill  was  repealed  in  1828.  In  1827  Mr. 
Canning  introduced  a  measure  to  fix  the 
duty  of  16s.  Sd,  when  corn  should  be  at 
658.  a  quarter.  Wouhi  not  any  human 
being  consider  that  to  be  high  enough  ? 
But  no;  the  Bill  was  rejected  in  the 
Lords,  and  in  1828  tlie  Duke  of  Welling- 
ton proposed  a  measure  asking  6s.  a  quar- 
ter more  duty ;  and  a  bill  wss  finally 
passed  at  a  dnty  of  22s.  8d,  when  corn 
should  be  at  65s.  a  qosrter.  Last  year 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  now  at  the  head  of 
her  Majesty's  Government  proposed  and 
carried  another  law,  altering  the  law  of 
1828.  The  average  price  of  corn  last  year 
was  56$,  a  quarter,  and  that  price  was  no 
doubt  a  fair  basis  for  the  act  of  last  year. 
The  right  hon.  Baronet,  indeed,  stated  on 
that  occasion,  that  he  wished  the  prices  to 
be  between  54s.  and  58s.,  which  in  other 
words  was  56s.  Fifty-six  shillings  was  the 
basis  of  the  tithe  composition,  therefore  if 
that  was  not  a  proper  price  the  Legislature 
had  done  great  injustice.  It  was  the 
price  upon  which  the  greatest  part  of  the 
rents  of  the  country  were  calculated.  Yet 
what  did  the  Government  of  last  year  do  ? 
They  put  a  duty  of  16s.  upon  corn  when 
at  dids.  a  quarter.  Had  not  the  people  a 
right  to  say  that  this  was  a  most  severe 
and  unwarrantable  law  ?  Considering  this 
to  be  a  law  intended  for  the  first  commer- 
cial country  in  the  world,  he  was  autho- 
rised in  saying  that  it  was  based  upon  an 
entirely  auti-commcrcial  principle.  No- 
thing could  exceed  the  cruelty  of  such  a 
law,  except  it  was  the  blindness  of  those 
who  supported  it.  It  was  difficult  to  un- 
derstand how  such  a  law  could  get  upon 
our  statute  book  under  a  representative 
Government.  He  believed  the  truth  to  be 
this  (and  why  should  he  not  state  it.^)  that 
there  had  been  for  years  and  years  a  con- 
stant struggle  kept  up  between  those  su- 
perior minds  that  roic  to  the  management 
of  the  public  aflairs  of  this  country,  and 
the  lesi  able  in  intellect  and  ability  but 
still  superior  classes  with  respect  to  the 
greatness  of  wcalih  and  properiv,  and  who 
always  must  by  the  strength  of  that  pro- 
perty and  thejrcfpecUbilit}  of  their  cba« 


racter,  possess  great  influence  in  society. 
This  struggle  generally  ended  in  the  deCeat 
of  the  former,  and  the  triumph  of  the 
latter.  He  did  not  ascribe  any  bad  legis- 
lation to  the  individual  will  of  a  Minister. 
He  did  not  believe  there  was  any  MiniiF- 
ter,  let  him  be  taken  from  either  side  of 
the  House,  who  woald  not  do  justice  to 
the  public  upon  this  sabject,  if  those 
Gentlemen  who  constituted  that  dominaoc 
property  party  would  only  take  off  the 
pressure,  and  allow  that  Minister  to  fol- 
low the  bent  of  his  own  counsels,  and 
of  his  own  impressions.  He  trusted  that 
no  such  state  of  feeling  would  again  exist 
in  this  country  as  was  once  described  to 
exist  when  Mr.  Canning  ruled  the  desti- 
nies of  this  empire.  In  the  Life  of  Mr. 
Canning  he  found  a  description  of  the 
feeling  prevailing  at  that  time  in  the  Le- 
gislature.   It  was  stated,— > 

^  That  the  great  landowners  would  all  woHl 
together  ;  they  were  all  determined  to  adlieie 
to  prohibition ;  oo  comproniae  would  please 
them ;  the  Lords  were  more  violent  than  tlM 
Commons,  and  they  were  all  pledged  to  each 
other," 

He  believed,  that  if  the  landowners 
would  not  make  a  march  in  advance,  their 
own  tenants  would  very  soon  be  before 
them.  Would  they  take  a  lesson  in  time, 
or  would  they  follow  the  example  of  the 
privileged  orders  in  France,  and  refuse  t 
compliance  till  they  were  compelled  ?  He 
hoped  for  better  things:  there  was  no 
reason  why  those  excellent  and  influential 
Gentlemen  who  supported  the  Government 
or  why  the  Members  of  the  Govemmeat 
themselves,  should  be  deprived  and  shut 
out  from  the  benefit  of  experience ;  and 
having  placed  at  the  head  of  their  great 
party  a  Gentleman  who  had  given  most 
unequivocal  proofs  that  be  would  not  be 
bound  by  any  pre-conceived  opinions 
when  the  real  interests  of  the  country 
might  rer|uire  a  contrary  line  of  condocti 
he  certainly  looked  forward  to  the  tine 
when,  this  being  a  country  in  which  States* 
men  did  not  confine  themselves  to  any 
particular  dogmas,  but  were  always  opeo 
to  the  effect  of  reasoning— he  and  those 
who  agreed  with  him  might  hope  that,  aa 
Lord  Grenville  had  disavowed  a  delu« 
sion  under  which  he  had  laboured  for  forty 
years  upon  the  subject  of  the  sinking  fund 
—so  the  right  hon.  Baronet  would  speedily 
avow  with  equal  candour,  that  he  had  been 
mistaken  and  misled  bv  the  delusive  prin- 
ciple of  the  alidiog-ecale. 
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Mr.  R.  Palmer — No  one  could  for  a 
moment  suppose  that  the  hon.  Gentle* 
man  who  haa  just  sat  down  intended  to 
attribute  to  those  who  differed  from  him 
improper  motives  as  to  the  course  which 
they  might  think  proper  lo  adopt  on  this 
occasion.  He  could  assure  him  that, 
though  he  differed  from  the  hoo.  Gentle- 
man as  to  the  conclusions  to  which  he 
had  come,  he  would  not  support  protec- 
tion to  the  agriculturists,  if  he  did  not 
think  that  protection  to  that  interest  was 
essential  to  the  welfare  of  the  country. 
The  hon.  Gentleman's  speech  referred 
chiefly  to  the  different  Corn-laws  whieh 
had  been  passed  by  the  Legislature,  and 
th^  question  was,  not  as  to  the  degree  of 
protection  to  be  given  to  agriculture,  but 
whether,  upon  the  motion  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Wolverhampton,  any  protec- 
tion at  all  was  to  be  given.  He  therefore 
thought  that  the  question  at  issue  came 
within  small  compass,  without  the  ueces* 
sity  of  entering  into  the  merits  or  demerits 
of  the  Corn-law.  Whatever  might  be  the 
opinion  of  Mr*  Pitt,  it  was  certain  that  all 
eminent  statesmen  since  the  year  1815 
had  adopted  as  a  principle  that  protection 
to  the  agriculturists  was  their  right  and 
was  necessary.  But  ii  lion.  G«ntie«ien 
opposite  quoted  Mr.  Pitt's  authority  be 
would  quote  that  of  the  late  Mr.  Huskts- 
son  in  the  year  1814,  which  said, 

**  Let  the  bread  which  is  eaten  be  the  pro- 
duce of  oar  home  growth.  I  care  not  now 
cheap  it  is— the  cheaper  it  is  the  better — it  is 
cheap  now.  I  r^oice  at  it,  because  theie  is  a 
aofiici^acy  of  our  own  eom ;  but  to  eosure  the 
oootiouaoce  of  that  sufficiency  you  must  en- 
sure to  the  home-giower  a  protection  from  the 
produce  of  the  foreign  grower." 

Had  not  Mr.  Huskisson  admitted  the 
opinion  hef«  expressed  ?  He  was  certain 
ifaat  Mr.  Caaning  admitted  that  protec- 
tion lo  the  English  agriculturist  was  ne- 
cessary ;  and  he  was  the  more  certain  of 
this  &ct,  because  he  recollected  the 
speech  of  Lord  Glenelg  in  the  year  1 828 
in  reference  to  this  point  It  was  then 
admitted  on  all  hands  that  a  protection  to 
the  home-grower  was  necessary,  and  it 
was  then  merely  a  question  of  degree. 
He  had  Moted  these  opinions  because 
protection  was  the  principle  on  which 
these  stateanen  acted — and  a  very  good 
rule  too.  At  present  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  London  matntained  the  pro- 
pnety  of  alfewtog  the  introduction  of  fo- 
vsign  cam  jnto  oir  posts  al  a  aaoderaK 


duty.  That  noble  Lord,  in  alluding  to 
the  agricultural  report  of  1 822,  and  to  the 
recommendation  therein  contained  for  an 
alteration  of  the  Corn-law  of  1815,  de^ 
dared  that  he  was  inclined  to  believe  the 
framer  of  that  report  intended  to  subvert 
the  principle  of  the  law  of  1815,  and  had 
determined  on  introducing  foreign  corn 
into  the  market  at  all  times.  And  again, 
the  noble  Lord  said,  that  the  prindpis  of 
admitting  foreign  corn  when  prices  were 
low  would  be  extremely  difficult  to  main- 
tain so  as  to  counterbalance  the  taxes 
paid  by  the  farmers ;  that  a  duty  of  40s 
or  50s.  a  quarter  could  hardly  be  enacted, 
and  if  it  were  enacted  it  could  not  be 
maintained  ;  and  the  noble  Lord  added, 

^  If  foreign  corn  were  admitted^  and  the 
fanner  was  even  subject  to  scarcely  any  taxa^ 
tion,  he  would  not  be  able,  having  to  live  in  a 
certain  state  of  respectability,  to  compete  with 
the  lords  of  Poland  and  Russia,  whose  vassals 
and  ser£i  are  unacquainted  with  die  wants  of 
civilised  life." 

Now  he  found  no  fault  with  the  noble 
Lord,  or  with  any  hon.  Gentleman,  who 
after  due  consideration,  if  they  thought 
their  former  opinions  were  erroneous, 
should  openly  avow  that  fact.  It  had 
been  contended  over  and  over  again  that 
those  who  represented  agriculture,  and 
were  interested  in  the  land,  had  no  right 
to  protection.  Now  the  agriculturists  had 
asserted  that  they  felt  they  had  a  right  to 
protection.  They  certainly  thought  that 
there  were  heavy  burthens  which  pressed 
ttjMMi  the  land — not  absolutely  or  exclu- 
sivdy,  but  in  a  greater  degree  upon  the 
land  than  upon  the  manufacturing  inter- 
ests ;  and  this  position  was  established  by 
figures  and  correct  data.  It  had  oflen 
been  stated  that  the  land  had  to  bear  the 
burthen  of  poor  rates,  highway  rates, 
county  rates,  and  church  rates;  and  this 
assertion  was  taken  up  as  if  the  landed  in- 
terest complained  that  they  bore  more  than 
their  share  of  those  burthens.  It  was  not 
so ;  bat  he  repeated  he  thought  the  land 
bore  a  much  larger  portion  of  these  taxes 
than  the  other  interests.  This  fact  was 
proved  by  returns  made  in  the  years  1826 
and  1827,  which  showed  the  amount  to  be 
much  the  same  as  now  under  these  heads 
(lor  he  had  not  looked  to  more  modem 
returns).  The  amount  paid  under  these 
three  heads  in  the  two  years  was 
18,954,000/.;  and  what  portion  of  this 
was  paid  by  the  land?  Why  mills  and 
laotocies  out  of  Om  sun  irf  18,964,000/. 
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mtd  259^5/.  Another  argumcDt  whkh 
bad  been  oied  for  the  abolition  of  the 
CorD-law  bj  bon.  Geutlemeo  who  were 
eooDec-ed  with  the  maoafactorio^  diitncti 
«a%,  that  they  had  created  that  diitren 
which  he^  in  commoo  with  other  hon. 
Mei&bers,  aiDcerel  j  deplored ;  for  fo- 
rcf^Den»  it  vat  said,  wool  1  not  take  oar 
Ban ofac tared  goods  because  we  did  not 
lake  their  com.  Bat  the  relnms  made  to 
the  House  of  the  qnantity  of  eiported 
goods  and  imports  of  foreign  com  disprov- 
ed this  argument.  In  18.29,  the  number 
of  qoarters  of  wheat  imported  i  ito  this 
coootry  was  1,340/XjO  quaners;  the  va- 
loe  of  the  manufactures  exported  from  this 
ctMiotry  was  about  20,(y00,000/.  In  1S33, 
the  imports  of  wheat  amounted  to  only 
82//K)  quarters*  bat  the  export  of  maou- 
factores  had  increased  to  27,000,000/.: 
and  in  183*0,  when  there  was  a  still  greater 
decrease  in  the  importation  of  wheat  to 
2%,'XK)  quarters,  the  decrease  in  the  export 
of  manufactures  was  only  to  26,897,000/. 
It  therefore,  did  not  follow,  because  we 
did  not  take  their  com,  that  they  would 
not  take  our  goods.  No  one  could  fail  to 
•yropathize  with  the  distresses  described 
l^  the  hon.  Member  for  Sheffield ;  but 
when  that  hon.  Member  referred  to  the 
flourishing  state  of  our  manufactures  six 
years  ago,  he  begged  to  remind  him  that 
the  old  Com-law  was  in  force  at  that  pe- 
riod. It  was  not,  therefore,  reasonable  to 
attribute  manufacturing  distress  to  the 
operation  of  the  Corn-laws.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Nottingham  talked  last  night 
of  the  great  want  of  improvement  in  agri- 
culture.  From  his  knowledge  of  that  hon. 
Member  he  was  fully  convinced  of  his 
ability  to  master  any  subject  to  which  he 
might  think  proper  to  devote  his  attention ; 
but  without  pretending  to  oppose  his  au- 
thority as  a  practical  man  to  that  of  the 
hon.  Member,  he  would  venture  to  assert, 
from  his  own  knowledge  and  observation, 
in  passing  through  the  country,  that  a 
material  improvement  had  taken  place  in 
the  mode  of  cultivating  land ;  an  improve- 
ment which  he  thought  likely  to  continue 
if  thff  fieople  could  only  be  induced  to  lay 
out  their  capital,  which  they  would  only 
do  on  condition  of  receiving  sufficient 
protection  from  Parliament  to  enable  them 
to  embark  their  properly  with  safety  in  the 
eipcriment.  But  said  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man, the  Corn- laws  are  doomed.  Without 
pretending  to  the  gift  of  prophecy,  he 
ventured  to  dispute  that  predictioop  be- 


I  cause  he  would  never  believe  that  the 
I  Government  of  this  country  would  ever 
•  forget  that  the  support  of  Bntish  agricul* 
j  tare  was  one  of  its  first  duties.  The 
j  effects  of  such  a  course  had  been  too 
often  pointed  out  to  require  any  repetition 
I  from  him  on  the  present  occasion.  One 
of  its  first  effects  would  be  to  diminish 
the  value  of  land,  and  if  land  could  not 
be  cultivated  with  any  dezree  of  profit,  it 
most  be  evident  that  labour  would  be 
thrown  out  of  employment.  The  evil 
most  ultimately  fail  on  labour,  which  al- 
ready ft  It  the  effects  of  depression ;  for 
he  believed  that  more  persons  were  oat  of 
employment  now  than  at  this  time  twelve- 
month and  the  workhouses  were  fuller. 
The  reason  was,  a  man  preferred  reducing 
his  expenditure,  by  diminishing  the  num- 
ber of  bis  labourers,  rather  than  by 
lowering  their  wages,  already  at  the  lowest 
point.  The  hon.  Member  for  Nottinghana 
said  he  had  heard  nothing  this  Session 
about  independence  of  foreign  supply. 
But  he  apprehended,  that  although  the 
danger  might  be  distant,  still  the  time 
might  come  when  the  disadvantages  of 
such  a  stale  of  thiags  might  be  severely 
felt.  In  support  of  this  opinion  he  begged 
to  refer  to  a  high  authority,  which  was  do 
other  than  that  of  the  late  President  of 
the  Uuited  States,  Mr.  Van  Boren,  who 
had  pronounced  an  opinion  that  nothing 
could  compensate  a  people  for  a  depend- 
ence on  their  own  resources,  and  that 
abundance  on  which  their  happiness  so 
much  depended,  and  which  was  to  be 
looked  for  nowhere  so  much  as  from  the 
industry  of  her  agriculturists  and  the 
bounty  of  the  earth.  He  was  unwilling 
to  detain  the  House,  but  he  might  be 
allowed  to  say  a  few  words  as  to  the 
course  which  had  been  adopted  by  her 
Majesty's  Government,  and  by  those  who 
supported  them,  during  the  last  Session, 
as  to  any  alteration  in  the  Com- laws.  In 
the  course  of  the  debate  several  allusions 
had  been  made  to  this  subject;  and  hon. 
Gentlemen  on  that  (the  Ministerial)  side 
of  the  House,  connected  with  agricultural 
districts,  had  been  taunted  with  having 
abandoned  the  interests  of  their  constitu- 
ents by  supporting  the  Corn^law  of  last 
year.  One  hon.  Gentleman  had  said  that 
the  farmers  had  been  deceived  by  those 
in  whom  they  had  placed  the  utmost  con* 
fidence.  With  regard  to  himself — and  he 
believed  he  might  answer  for  his  hon. 
CoUcagne  also-^he  begged  to  say,  thai 
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this  charge  was  totally  unfounded.  So 
far  from  pledging  himself  to  his  constitu- 
ents to  support  the  former  Corn-law,  he 
had  always  told  them  that  they  might  rest 
satisfied  that  some  alteration  in  the 
scale  of  duties  would  be  proposed,  and 
that  at  no  distant  period.  He  contended 
that  the  only  course  a  person  of  common 
prudence  could  take,  in  order  to  promote 
the  interests  of  his  constituents,  was  to 
support  such  a  measure  as  that  introduced 
on  the  subject  of  the  Corn -laws  by  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  at  the  head  of  the 
Government.  That  measure  was  opposed 
by  one  section  of  the  House,  because  they 
did  not  approve  the  principle  of  a  sliding- 
scale ;  and  by  another  party  because  they 
wished  for  the  entire  abolition  of  the  duty. 
Therefore,  although  he  thought  the  right 
hon.  Getleman  had  carried  his  reduction 
of  duty  further  than  was  advisable,  he 
believed,  that  the  only  chance  they  had  of 
maintaining  such  protection,  was  by  ac- 
cepting, or  he  would  rather  say,  reluct- 
antly acquiescing  in  the  measure  adopted 
last  year.  He  must  be  allowed  to  refer 
for  a  few  moments  to  a  speech  delivered 
last  evening  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Watlingford  (Mr.  Blackstone).  He  re- 
gretted that  thehoD.  Member  was  notnowip 
his  place ;  but  as  the  hon.  Gentleman  had 
spoken  on  this  subject  with  some  degree 
of  warmth,  he  might  not,  perhaps,  deem  it 
necessary  to  be  present  at  the  division. 
He  had  for  a  long  period  had  the  pleasure 
of  knowing  that  hon.  Gentleman,  and 
entertained  for  him  the  greatest  respect ; 
but  he  regretted  that  the  hon.  Gentleman 
had  indulged  in  observations  which  had 
been  described  in  an  organ  supposed  to 
represent  the  views  of  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite,  as  exhibiting  **  the  recklessness 
of  the  Miltonic  Satan."  The  hon.  Member 
for  Wallingford  had  said,  that  he  agreed 
with  the  noble  Member  far  Sunderland 
(Lord  Howick)  that  the  farmers  were 
beginning  to  advocate  the  system  of  free- 
trade  in  corn, — not  that  they  approved  of 
free- trade,  but  they  were  so  reckless  of  all 
consequences,  so  utterly  in  despair  as  to 
their  future  prospects,  that  they  were 
willing  to  join  in  the  cry  for  total  repeal, 
and  for  free-trade  in  corn.  Now,  he 
must  say,  that  he  thought  this  was^  libel 
upon  the  common  sense  of  the  farmers  of 
England.  But  the  hon.  Member  for  Wal- 
lin^ord  also  said,  that  the  farmers  felt 
'*  that  they  had  been  deserted  by  those  to 
whom  tbey  had  naturally  been  accustomed 


to  look  up  whenever  any  measure  was  in 
progress  that  was  calculated  to  injure  their 
interests — namely,  the  resident  nobility 
and  gentry  of  the  conntry,  from  whom 
they  now  met,  in  their  hour  of  destitution 
not  only  with  no  support,  but  with  every 
kind  of  hostility.*'  He  considered  that 
this  assertion  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Wallingford  was  a  libel  upon  tae  nobility 
and  gentry  of  the  country.  He  would 
like  to  be  informed  in  what  this  hostility 
consisted,  and  how  it  had  been  exhibited. 
The  hon.  Member  had  stated,  that  he  had 
presented  a  requisition  to  the  high  sheriff 
of  Berkshire,  requesting  that  a  public 
meeting  might  be  convened  to  promote 
the  object  of  protection  to  agriculture, 
and  that  to  that  petition  the  signatures  of 
only  three  magistrates  were  attached.  He 
thought  that  instead  of  this  fact  showing 
any  hostility  to  the  interests  of  the  farmers, 
it  only  proved  that- the  magistrates  placed 
very  little  confidence  in  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man. The  hon.  Member  could  not  expect 
that  such  observations  as  those  to  which 
he  had  referred,  would  be  allowed  to  pass 
unnoticed.  They  were  such  observation! 
as  he  (Mr.  Palmer)  might  not  have  been 
surprised  to  hear  from  a  political  opponent, 
but  he  could  not  have  anticipated  that 
such  remarks  would  have  been  made  by  a 
political  Friend.  In  conclusion,  he  would 
again  express  his  belief  that  if  the  Corn- 
laws  were  repealed,  those  evils  to  which 
lie  had  alluded  would  follow  ;  but  if  that 
law  were  doomed — if  the  boo.  Member 
for  Nottingham  were  a  true  prophet — it 
might  be  his  fate  to  share  in  the  conse- 
quences of  that  calamity,  but  it  should 
never  be  said  that  he  had  added  to  that 
misfortune  the  disgrace  of  contributing  to 
the  result. 

Mr,  H.  Marsland  said,  he  thought  those 
who  were  favourable  to  the  repeal  of  the 
Corn-laws  had  no  reason  for  despondency. 
The  mist  of  ignorance  which  for  a  long 
period  had  overspread  the  minds  of  those 
who  were  previously  favourable  to  mono- 
poly had  been  dispelled  by  the  vast  extent 
of  information  on  this  subject  which  had 
been  disseminated  throughout  the  country, 
and  the  principles  of  free-trade  had  been 
recognised  by  her  Majesty's  Government, 
by  whom  they  were  formerly  repudiated. 
Every  succeeding  Session  they  went  still 
further  in  their  abandonment  of  their  anti- 
free-trade  principles,  and  that  which  was 
formerly  a  question  of  principle  had  now 
become  merely  a  question  of  time.    He 
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thooght  the  anertioo  that  the  landed  in- 
terest bore  a  larger  proportion  of  the  pub- 
lic burthens  than  was  imposed  upon  other 
property,  had  been  refuted  by  the  rejection 
of  the  motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Sheffield  (Mr.  Ward).  The  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  had  held  out  hopes  to  the 
House  and  to  the  country  that  trade  was 
reviving  ;  but  he  feared  that  this  was  not 
the  case^  and  that  these  representations 
were  only  intended  to  lull  the  House  into 
a  fatal  security.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, the  Vice-president  of  the  Board  of 
Trade,  had  deplored  with  great  feeling  the 
extensive  distress  which  existed  in  the 
country ;  but  he  found  consolation  in  the 
consideration,  that  though  the  people  were 
not  so  happy  as  they  might  be,  they  were 
not  so  wretched  as  they  were  a  century 
ago.  They  had  been  told  that  the  con* 
sumption  of  animal  food  and  of  other 
necessaries  of  life  was  greater  in  this 
country  than  in  any  other  country  of  Eu- 
rope ;  but  while  many  of  the  people  were  en- 
joying all  the  luxuries  of  life  numbers  were 
literally  famishing.  Was  the  country  to 
be  satisfied  with  an  assurance  that  the 
number  of  deaths  were  less  this  year  than 
in  former  years?  It  was  true  that  numbers 
who  could  not  find  employment  at  home 
were  leaving  our  shores  for  better  climes; 
but  it  was  no  less  true  that  numbers  had 
fallen  from  want  of  that  food  which  wicked 
legislation  forbade  them  to  procure  in  re- 
turn for  their  labour.  Whatever  might  be 
said  by  Gentlemen  opposite,  he  imagined 
that  few  of  the  manufacturing  classes 
would  not  be  better  off  from  cheapening 
their  food,  and  he  was  convinced  that  if 
Providence  had  not  been  beneficent  as 
regarded  the  seasons,  the  misery  of  the 
manufacturing  operatives  would  have  been 
most  appalling.  If  hon.  Gentlemen  were 
not  able  to  look  beyond  the  present  scene, 
and  anticipate  what  was  likely  to  happen, 
yet  they  might  draw  inferences  from  the 
past,  and  they  would  find  tliat  the  agricul- 
•  tural  labourer  had  always  been  most  pros- 
perous when  food  was  most  abundant.  It 
was  said  that  all  change  was  bad  and 
ought  to  be  deprecated  ;  but  the  agricul- 
tura!  labourer  was  surely  not  so  satisfied 
with  his  present  state  as  that  he  should 
dread  any  change,  however  sudden  it 
might  be.  Another  class  fur  whom  the 
Corn -laws  were  said  to  be  maintained 
were  the  farmers'  class;  but  certainlyif 
there  were  any  class  which  derived  no  ad- 
vantage from  tlie  Corn-laws  it  was  that ; 


for  they  took  their  land  at  a  fixed  pries 
when  the  price  of  everything  else  was 
unfixed  and  fluctuating,  not  from  ths 
nature  of  the  case,  bat  in  conseqnence  of 
unsound  legislation.  That  which  tht 
farmer  really  wanted  was  to  know  oa 
what  he  had  to  depend  ;  if  he  were  once 
assured  of  that  he  would  then  bestir  him- 
self, and  apply  the  improvements  of 
science  to  agricultural  processes.  Their 
rents  were  overwhelmingly  too  high ;  and 
that  they  were  so,  appeared  from  the  de- 
ductions which  were  continually  made  at 
the  rent-day  with  so  much  applause.  This 
power  of  exacting  high  rents  arose  oat  of 
the  Corn-laws,  and  of  this  truth  the 
farmers,  who  were  slow  to  learn,  and  only 
to  be  taught  by  sad  experience,  were 
beginning  to  be  aware.  But,  sappoain^ 
the  Corn-laws  were  repealed,  the  landlords 
would  not  be  so  much  aflfeeted  as  they 
would  be  by  the  destruction  of  manufac- 
tures, which,  however,  could  be  no  longer 
carried  on  to  their  former  extent  under  the 
existing  system  of  restriction,  for,  though 
it  had  been  said  that  manufactures  had 
flourished  under  Corn- laws,  it  was  certain 
that  they  would  do  so  no  longer.  Now, 
if  repeal  of  the  Corn-laws  was  essential  to 
the  welfare  of  all  classes,  immediate  repeal 
was  no  leu  desirable.  In  the  present  atala 
of  uncertainty  all  business  was  suspended ; 
no  leases  were  entered  into,  the  agricnU 
tural  labourer  was  thrown  out  of  employ- 
ment, and  the  whole  nation  was  aafierio; 
injury,  without  any  correspondent  advan- 
tage. But,  he  believed  that,  in  fact,  the 
authors  of  the  present  law  were  already 
numbering  its  days;  but  what  the  House 
might  be  disposed  to  do  with  it  was  a 
different  thing,  for  he  believed  that  no 
feelings  of  humanity,  no  sense  of  justice, 
would  compel  them  to  do  justice  to  those 
who  had  so  long  suffered  wrong  at  their 
hands,  and  that  nothing  but  a  necessity 
arising  from  the  distress  of  the  agricultural 
districts  or  the  falling-off  of  the  revenae 
would  prevail  with  the  House  to  change 
its  system.  In  former  times  they  had 
heard  much  of  the  necessity  of  having  an 
united  Cabinet.  How  much  more  necessary 
was  it  that  there  should  be  unity  and  con« 
sistency  in  the  individual  Members  of  the 
Cabinet,  and  that  they  should  not  dread 
the  idol  that  they  had  made,  as  the  pre- 
sent Cabinet  seemed  to  do  ;  for  (heir  acts 
were  in  opposition  to  the  principles  which 
they  so  elocjuently  announced,  an  instance 
of  which  was  given  the  othes  night  by  the 
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right  bon.  Baronet  (Sir  J.  Graham,  who, 
while  holding  out  as  he  said  the  olive 
branch,  and  breathing  peace  to  all  man- 
kind, produced  a  measure  which,  although 
ushered  in  by  all  these  honeyed  words, 
was  unequivocally  calculated  for  nothing 
but  to  let  forth  the  waters  of  strife. 

Sir  Edward  Knatchbull  said,  that  the 
best  claim  he  could  prefer  for  the  indul- 
gence of  the  House,  was  to  assure  them 
his  words  should  be  but  few ;  he  rose  only 
to  declare  his  intention  to  vote  in  direct 
opposition  to  the  motion  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Wolverhampton,  and  to  give  his 
unqualified  support  to  the  law  as  it  now 
aiood.  But,  before  he  addressed  himself 
to  the  subject  of  debate,  he  might  be 
allowed,  indeed  it  would  probably  be  ex- 
pected of  him,  to  offer  an  observation  on 
what  had  fallen  from  the  hou.  Member  for 
Wallingford  last  night  respecting  himself. 
Having  been  so  pointedly  referred  to  by 
the  hon.  Member,  he  should  not  be  acting 
respectfully  to  the  hon.  Member  if  he 
neglected  to  reply  to  him ;  and  the  hon. 
Member  must  allow  him  (Sir  B.  Knatch- 
bull) to  express  his  unfeigned  regret,  that 
the  hon.  Blember  did  not  hear  the  able 
reply  which  had  been  made  to  him  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Berkshire  (Mr.  R. 
Palmer).  The  hon.  Member  for  Wallingford 
bad  certainly  used  such  terms  with  refer- 
ence to  the  hon.  Member  for  Berkshire, 
as  he  had  hardly  ever  heard  used  in  that 
House  by  one  Member  to  another,  whom 
he  professed  to  call  his  friend ;  but  all 
that  had  been  so  fully  answered  by  tbe 
hon.  Member  for  Berkshire,  that  any  re- 
marks of  his  (Sir  E.  Knatchbull's)  would 
be  uncalled  for.  With  respect  to  himself 
(Sir  Edward  Knatchbull)  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber accused  him  of  having  deserted  the 
cause  he  had  heretofore  supported,  and 
added,  that  formerly  he  would  not  have 
taken  that  course.  It  was  a  matter  of 
regret  to  him  that  the  hon.  Member  had 
made  that  observation ;  he  did  not  deny 
the  hon.  Member's  influence  in  that  part 
of  the  county  with  which  he  was  con. 
nected,  and  where  he  took  a  decided  lead ; 
but  he  hoped  that  the  hon.  Member  would 
not  mislead  those  with  whom  he  was  now 
acting.  He  hoped  that  they  would  not 
be  misled,  for  he  appeared  to  be  a  convert 
to  principles  which  he  had  hitherto  op- 
posed. [Mt.Blackstone:  "No."]  What 
the  hon.  Member  hsd  done  had  tended 
most  to  further  the  views  of  those  to  whom 
the  hoo.  Member  had  been  opposed.  The 


hon.  Member  now  said,  that  he  had  not 
changed,  and  he  rejoiced  to  hear  it,  though 
what  the  hon.  Member  had  said,  had  given 
much  pleasure  to  those  to  whom  he  bad 
been  hitherto  opposed.  The  hon.  Member, 
however,  had  stated  most  erroneously, 
and  without  any  ground  or  foundation, 
that  he  had  deserted  the  cause  he  had 
hitherto  supported.  He  was  not  aware  of 
any  great  difference,  or  of  any  difference 
at  all,  between  the  hon.  Member  and  him- 
self. On  the  question  of  principle,  he 
took  it,  they  were  altogether  agreed.  He 
(Sir  E.  Knatchbull)  was  decidedly  in  fa- 
vour of  protection  to  the  agricultural  in- 
terest as  a  general  rule,  but  if  the  hon. 
Gentleman  thought  that,  because  in  a 
measure  to  be  submitted  to  Parliament 
they  happened  to  diffier,  he  (Sir  E. 
Knatchbull)  had  deserted  the  cause  he 
had  always  supported,  the  hon.  Member 
was  wholly  mistaken,  and  he  could  not 
but  hope  that  the  hon.  Member  would 
take  no  course  which  would  lead  to  the 
serious  injury  of  the  cause  they  both 
wished  to  support.  The  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  Sunderland  (Viscount 
Howick)  told  the  House  that,  though  be 
was  an  advocate  for  a  low  fixed  duty,  he 
would  vote  for  the  present  motion  ;  but  he 
did  not  suppose  that  the  hon.  Member 
for  Wallingford  would  pursue  the  same 
course,  for  the  purpose  of  uniting  with  a 
body  to  which  he  and  the  hon.  Member 
were  alike  opposed.  Apologising  for  thus 
referring  to  the  matter  personal  to  him- 
self, he  would  address  his  observations  to 
the  question  directly  before  them.  He 
had  already  intimated  that  he  approved 
of  the  present  law,  and  that  he  intended 
to  give  it  his  support.  It  had  been  said, 
that  this  law  had  been  proposed  pre-* 
paratory  to  the  entire  abolition  of  the 
Corn-laws.  He  apprehended  that  this 
was  not  the  case.  When  that  bill  was 
proposed  the  Ministers  took  all  the  great 
mterests  of  the  country  into  their  consi<» 
deration,  and  they  submitted  to  Parlia- 
ment a  measure  which  they  believed 
would  be  beneficial  to  the  interests  of  the 
whole  community.  It  was  not  intended 
as  preparatory  to  a  repeal  of  the  Corn- 
laws,  but  to  place  on  the  surest  foundation 
a  law  which  he  believed  to  be  indispensably 
necessary,  not  only  for  the  agricultural, 
but  for  all  the  interests  of  the  community. 
He  was  told,  that  in  passing  it,  they  were 
acting  from  first  to  last  on  the  principles 
of  free-trade — that  he   denied.     It   waa 
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isid.   that  the   InnUcd    inlereit   were   all 
powcrrul  in  ibnt  Ilouir,  iitd  that  his  right 
hou.  I-'riond  (Sir  R.  Peel)  vns  the  advo- 
cate of  the  piincipleH  of  free-trade,  and 
would  carry  ihem  oul  if  he  were  not  can- 
trailed  by  the  uKriculturnl  interest;  ifthis 
were  no,  huvr   wus  it  tiiat  there  was  sto 
much  diMatitfactioti  ihrongWit  lhrc3iiti- 
(ry  as   had   been   described   by  llic  hon. 
Member  for  Wnllingfonn  ll  this  wi<>c  »u. 
how  <rai  ii  ihat  his  right  hon.  Fiiend  <liil 
not  use  the  power  be  po»>essed,  and  anil 
himself   of    this    control    to   MttiiTy    il  ■■ 
agricuHuriiU  ?  It  nras  a»eried  afam  m   I 
again,  lhat  ihii  wa*  a  landlord's  iuccImf 
and    ihii   propusilion   alio   bo   d>.'cuj-.i,l 
denied.     It  was   for  the   iuleieit  o<   <l.'. 
landlords,  of  the  Icnnnta.  and  of  ih.-  ..i- 
boureis,  lhat   ihis    prolectioii   iho'il'.l    i 
privtiii  toacriculiure:  it  traafor  thi.' mi.  :     . 
of  the  tenant!.     Let  liim  tale  ui  »i.  <  < 
slsncc  ibe  case  of  the  occupii-r  tii'  i  <  .r.  . 
al   a  rent  of  lOD/.   a  year,  and   ir'      i 
aisuine  lhat  ibis  farm  returned  ni<     . 
It  was  laid,  lhat  the  object  ii(  ii<> 
laws  was  10  keep  up  price*,  ain:  '  < 
object  of  ihe  abolition  was  lu  red^L .  . 
Now  In  the  case  he  bad  put,  if  )>!j< 
reduced  50  per  cent.,  the  inleKti 
taodlord  would  be  reduced  fn'oi  1 
&0L:  but  how  would  aland  tite  o-    ' 
lenaat  ?  lie  had  10  nake  foui  rvni* 
landlonl'a  oat,  and  ai  iIm  ubi*  < 
loaa  per  canL  ibt  ttnani's  bi<  " 
300/.  nuiof  tUo400i.     If    :  . 
what  would   be  (be  aii'^  ' 
bonrera  t  When   iba  ie:i '  1 
per  cent.,  il  would  be  mi 

E>wer  to  ffivs  msch  e«i[^ 
boann,  and  to  pUce  tl . 
of  comfain  and  aai*  a>  i 
(leam).    TIm  ban,  and  :. 
for  Haih  had  iialed   ll>.v.   . 
refaaed   all   inquiry,  tlitt 
lhat  the  pn)\A»  wtn  m  1 
eomtlUon,  and  yet  ihsi  1' 
■II  rttliaf.     tl«  waa  n  ■ 
iMmcd  Hvnabar  wouhl 
not  a  fair  way  of  b>*< 
Lm  him  aii  xl'^ii    " 
dunav  the  lui  ii 
inln  tna  ncrcMi't    . 
Ihrr   It   ro4ild   I 
diffnenc*  h*t»' 
nated  by  tin' 
lianpton  •••< 
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petd  of  those  taxes,  but.  to  long  u.they 
continued,  it  would  be  impotsible  to  place 
tbii  country  under  a  system  of  free  trade. 
Suppose,  bowever,  they  succeeded  in  re- 
pealing the  Corn-laws,  he  wan  led  to  know 
what  the  consequences  would  be.  He  re- 
membered having  s  conversation  two  years 
ago  with  a  gentleman,  who  told  him,  "  If 
you  do  not  repeal  the  Corn-laws  you  can- 
not carry  on  the  Government  for  two 
years."  He  asked,  if  they  repealed  the 
Corn-laws  what  would  be  their  stale  at 
the  end  of  thoie  two  years  >  His  Trientl 
replied,  "God  only  knows;  things  will 
then  be  so  bad  that  I  cannot  anticipate 
auy  remedy."  There  were  other  liabilicies 
to  which  the  land  was  now  subject — lia- 
bilities incurred  since  the  law  had  been 
passed.  There  were  pecuniary  liabilities, 
charges  created  by  family  settlements- 
liabilities  created  under  a  system  of  pro- 
lection,  and  which  could  not  be  met, 
irihal  protection  was  removed.  {Oppo- 
iition  cheers.]  Did  hon.  Gentlemen 
nean  to  say  that  a  sweeping  measure  of 
the  Corn-laws  whs  to  make  no  provision 
for  those  liabilities  ?  Even  those  who  EUp- 
ported  a  change  did  not  object  to  a  duty 
on  corn.  Lord  Filzwilliam  had  been  often 
quoted  as  an  advocate  for  a  repeal  of  ihe 
Corn-laws;  but  in  writing  to  ihe  chairman 
of  a  lueeling  held  some  lime  since  at  Bir- 
ningham,  he  said,  "You  are  probably 
aware  that  I  consider  corn  as  Gt  a  com. 
modity  as  any  other  to  contribute  to  the 
national  revenue,  and  this  it  consistent 
with  perfect  free  trade."  A  duty  on  corn, 
therefore,  was  considered  by  that  noble 
Lord  as  consistent  with  free  trade,  and  yet 
if  any  one  person  supported  a  change 
more  ardently  than  another  it  was  Lord 
Filzwilliam.  They  had  been  told  by  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Bath  that 
the  best  course  to  be  pursued  was  to 
apeak  the  truth  in  language  which  was 
courteous  but  not  o0ensive.  This  was 
good  advice,  hut  it  was  not  that  on  which 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  nnd  others 
acted.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
said  that  the  repeal  was  advocated  with  a 
view  to  give  relief  to  those  who  were  suf- 
fering, and  by  that  statement  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  obtained  a  more 
ready  ear  than  if  ihey  had  told  the  whole 
of  their  reasons.  It  was  his  opinion  that 
the  operations  of  the  Anti-Corn-taw 
League  were  inconsistent  as  well  as  ad- 
verse to  the  principles  of  the  Constttulion, 
ind  he  hoped  that  the  good  sense  of  the 
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people  would  not  be  led  away  by  thei^ 
proceedings.  He  must  say,  that  he 
thought  it  would  have  been  well  if  they 
had  applied  their  large  funds  to  relieve 
some  of  the  distress  that  existed  in  the 
country. 

Lord  John  Russell  observed,  that  he  had 
upon  many  former  occasions  expressed  his 
opinion  that  a  duty  ought  to  be  imposed 
upon  the  importation  of  foreign  corn,  and 
yet,  fae  must  confess,  entertaioiog  that 
opinion,  that  he  looked  with  coasiderable 
alarm  upon  the  course  that  was  taken  in 
this  debate,  because  he  found  that  those 
who  had.  upon  a  former  occasion,  nfost 
stronfrly  defended  the  Corn-law,  had  aban- 
doned their  former  arguments,  and  had 
taken  up  a  new  and  an  unsafe  position. 
He  found,  that  Members  who  defended  Ihe 
imposition  of  a  duty  on  foreign  corn,  and 
especially  those  Members  who  were  the 
Ministers  of  the  Crown,  placed  their  de* 
fence  upon  grounds  that  were  utterly  un- 
tenable. The  right  boo.  Gentleman  who 
began  this  discussion  on  the  part  of  the 
Government  had  described  the  landowners 
of  this  country,  who  hitherto  had  repre- 
sented themselves,  and  were  considered  by 
many  writers  and  speakers  on  this  subject, 
as  the  great  and  central  body  upon  whom 
mainly  all  other  classes  depended,  and  by 
whom,  in  a  great  degree,  the  welftre  of 
the  country  was  sustained,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  described  them  as  mere 
sinecurists,  to  whom  a  short  time  to  turn 
themselves  should  be  allowed,  and  to  whom 
some  compensation  should  be  made  when 
the  advantages  they  possessed  by  law  were 
done  away  with.  And  now,  another  Mem- 
Iwr  pf  the  Cabinet,  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
the  Paymaster  of  the  Forces,  came  forward 
and  told  them  that  one  of  the  reasons  for 
keeping  up  this  law  was  to  keen  up  prices 
in  order  to  enable  the  landed  gentry  to 
provide  for  the  obligations  which  they  had 
entered  into  by  their  marriage  settlements 
and  by  their  settlements  on  the  younger 
branches  of  their  families.  He  certainly 
thought  that  there  were  different  grounds 
for  believing  that  a  duty  might  be  imposed 
upon  corn,  as  upon  other  articles  of  raw 
produce,  or  manuhcture,  introduced  into 
this  country;  that  a  fixed  duty  of  a  mode- 
rate amount  might  be  imposed  upon  it,  as 
upon  other  merchandise,  that  the  importer 
might  know  what  he  had  to  pay,  and  that 
the  trade  in  this  article  might  nnt  be  nn- 
duly  embarrassed  by  the  imposition.  He 
considered,  that  when  they  had  made  an 
amended  tariff,  imposing  light  duties  on 
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Tarioua  artides  of  produce  and  manufac- 
tures, that  no  difference  should  be  made 
between  foreign  corn^  and  other  foreign 

Sroduoe.  On  that  ground,  he  thought  a 
uty  on  com  defensible ;  but  if  this  were 
to  be  the  manner  in  which  such  duties 
were  to  be  defended-^if,  on  the  one  hand, 
all  the  landed  gentlemen  of  this  country 
were  to  be  represented  as  no  better  than 
sinecurists,  and  if,  on  the  other,  ii  were 
said  to  be  the  duty  of  Parliament  to  pro- 
Tide  for  the  obligations  entered  into  by  the 
marriage  settlements  of  the  gentry,  then 
he  must  say,  that  really  he  diould  be  un« 
able- 
Sir  £.  KnaickbuU  rose,  in  explanation, 
and  begged  to  suy  that  all  he  had  intended 
to  afiirm  was  this,  that  obligations  were 
entered  into  under  the  existing  law>  that 
these  obligations  were  sometimes  in  the 
form  of  marriage  settlements,  and  that, 
undoubtedly,  if  they  were  now  about  to 
deprire  those  who  bad  entered  into  such 
obligations  of  the  means  of  fulfilling  them, 
then  they  would  do  a  great  injustice,  un- 
less they  accompanied  the  act  of  abolition, 
with  some  other  measures. 

Ijord  John  Rnssdl  continued  to  think, 
lifter  the  explanation  of  the  right  hon. 
(icntleman,  that  what  he  had  already 
stated  fully  agreed  with  that  explanation. 
It  was  the  opinion  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman that  after  marriage  settlements  had 
lieen  made  by  landowners*  an  iniustioe 
would  be  done  to  them,  unless  Parliament 
prorided  by  its  measures  the  means  of  ful- 
lilling  their  obligations.  He  thought  that 
what  was  meant  by  this  was,  not  that  the 
Corn-law  ought  to  remain,  but  that  if  it 
were  remored,  then  it  would  be  the  duty 
of  Parliament  to  consider  what  was  the 
amount  of  compensation  to  be  gi^en  to  the 
noblemen  and  gentlemen  who  were  inter- 
eiited  in  maintaining  the  Corn-law.  If  the 
hon.  Member  for  Wolverhampton  should 
carry  his  motion,  he  supposed  they  would 
hear  a  similar  proposition  to  that  made  in 
the  great  case  of  compensation  to  slave- 
holders* on  the  passing  of  the  Slave  Kiiian- 
ripatiott  Bill,  and  that  the  right  him. 
Member  would  then  state  the  amount  at 
which  he  rated  the  comiiensation  to  be 
given  tn  the  landhcJders.  'llierc  was. 
however,  another  question  upon  which  the 
right  hon.  (ientlcman  had  stated  his  opin- 
ion, and  that  wan  up(»n  the  i«|ieech  of  the 
lion.  Member  forWalliiigfonl.  Never  had  he 
heani  advice  given  in  a  inorf  iinpn'mive 
manner  than  by  the  right  hon.  rientleinan  to 
thehoQ.  Merooer  fur  Wallingfonl.     Ni»ver 


had  he  heard  anything  more  impreasif« 
except  upon  one  occasion.  It  was  this : 
A  gentleman,  who  bad  unfortunately  loit 
a  great  deal  of  money  at  the  gaming-tabhi, 
addressed  a  young  man,  who  showed  a 
propensity  to  the  passion  for  play;  he 
assured  the  young  man»  that  it  was  a  vice 
in  which  he  could  not  indulge  with  im- 
punity, that  it  disquieted  the  mind,  that 
it  caused  a  total  loss  of  power,  that  to 
abandon  oneself  to  it,  was  for  ever  to  oive 
up  all  hopes  of  repose,  and  in  short  deli- 
vered a  sermon,  whicli  was  for  more  iro. 
nreasivo,  coming  from  such  a  man,  than  if 
It  had  come  from  the  most  virtuous  of 
mankind  ;  and  so  it  was^  when  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  advised  the  hon.  Member 
for  Wallingford  "  not  to  mislead  tboaa 
with  whom  he  was  acting/  Now,  such 
advice,  coming  from  him,  could  not  but 
prove  more  impressive  than  coming  from 
any  other  hon.  Member  of  this  Houae. 
"The  hon.  Member  for  Berkshire  aaya 
(continued  the  noble  Lord)  whatever  may 
be  the  course  he  pursues,  there  must  M 
some  change  in  the  Corn-laws ;  and  he 
told  his  constituents,  that  he  would  not 
oppose  a  reasonable  modification  of  those 
laws.  1  have  no  doubt,  that  when  he 
states  this  he  states  his  own  individual 
caaie ;  but  with  respect  to  the  Members  of 
the  landed  interest  in  this  House,  they 
are  generally  opposed  to  the  propontioQ 
of  a  fixed  duty  of  8s.  which  was  made 
in  1841 ;  and  I  shouM  say  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  the  Member  for  K«its 
as  much  so  as  any  other  hoo.  Mem- 
ber. The  notion  he  inculcated  wa%  that 
a  change  in  the  Corn -laws,  and  eape- 
cially  one  which  would  reduce  the  priee  ef 
provisions,  would  be  a  moat  calamitoin 
pniceeding.  I  have  lately  refreshed  my 
memory  by  looking  into  the  speech  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  ;  but  I  will  net, 
upon  this  occasion,  trouble  the  House  with 
the  various  calculations  into  whidi  he 
went ;  but  upon  the  question  of  the  sugar 
duties,  and  upon  some  other  occaaioos^  he 
p(»inted  out  the  mischief  that  would  Ksult 
to  tlie  labfNjrers  if  the  price  of  corn  weM 
retluocd,  and  stated  that  where  they  gel 
wages  of  6s.  a- week,  they  would  get  only 
4s.,  and,  therefore,  it  was  most  desirahle 
to  o2»|NH.tf  any  change  in  the  C'orn*Uwa  by 
which  foreign  corn  would  be  introduced 
in  large  quantities,  and  the  price  of  oora 
and  liread  be  ther«4)y  considerably  !•• 
duccd  ;  hut  what  in  hiK|iiisitioii  at  present? 
lie  iK  a  Nup|M»rt<«r  auil  a  colleague  of  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasuiy,  who  told  the 
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HoQfle  repeatedly  in  the  shape  of  a  prodio 
tioD,  and  this  y«ar  spoke  in  confidenoe  and 
triumph  of  that  prediction  having  been 
aeconpltshed^  that  his  object  was  to  re* 
dure  the  cost  of  livinff,  and  to  lower  the 
price  of  proFisioDS^  and  he  rejoiced  in  that 
▼ery  coatequeooe  which  the  Paymaster  of 
the  Forces  warned  the  House  against, 
and  on  account  of  which  he  called  upon  the 
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opinion,  however,  is  that  a  moderate  fixed 
duty  should  be  imposed.  I  expect  that 
would  answer  two  objects,  which  it  appears 
to  me  are  perfectly  consistent  with  the 
general  doctrine  of  freedom  of  trade. 
Those  who  hold  the  doctrine  of  flreedom  of 
trade,  whether  as  writers  and  philosophers, 
or  as  statesmen  and  politicians,  have  aU 
ways  said  this : — In  the  first  place,  that  if 


country  to  oppose  the  late  Ministers  be*  I  you  were  to  make  a  change  with  regard  to 


cause 


he  considered  it  a  great  calamity. 
With  regard  to  a  warning  against  mislead- 
ing the  country,  I  do  not  know  that  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  the  Member 
for  Walliogford,  has  done  anything  to  need 
•ach  warning ;  but  I  am  sure  he  will  be 
impreased  with  the  example  as  well  as  the 
wcmls  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.     The 
hon.  Gentleman,  the  Member  for  Walliog- 
ford, has  brought  testimony  to  what  he 
states  to  be  a  fact,  and  which,  from  the 
▼arioos  instances  I  have  heard,  seems  to 
me  to  be  not  peculiar  to  that  part  of  the 
country  with  which  he  is  conversant—- 
namely,  that  a  great  many  tenant  farmers 
of  this  country  do  now,  as  they  did  with 
r^rd  to  the  tariff,  desire  not  to  be  kept 
in  a  state  of  continual  uncertainty  ;  for  if 
they  are  not  to  have  any  assurance  that 
this  law  is  not  to  be  swept  away,  it  is  a 
question  with  them  whether  they  can  oon« 
tiane  in   their  farms  with  any  hope  of 
profit.  That  is  a  very  natural  consequence 
of  the  eourae  which  haa  been  pnrsaed  by 
lh»  prasent  Government,  of  expectations 
Md  out  to  the  former  that  protection 
would  be  continued  in  its  then  state,  of 
tiie  complete  disappointment  of  those  ex- 
pectations by  the  adoption  of  a  contrary 
theory,  of  the  uncertainty  which  still  pre- 
vails with  respect  to  the  present  Corn-law. 
and  of  the  anonymous  publication  said  to 
be  written  by  a  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Gladstone),  who  tells  the  world,  that  the 
present  law  is  to  be  mutable,  according  to 
tisMS  and  circumstances.     I  think  that 
with  all  these  things  going  on,  it  is  not 
wonderful  that  there  should  lie  an  inclina- 
tion on  the  part  of  many  of  the  farmers  of 
this  country,  to  give  up  that  protection 
altogether.      Now,  with   respect   to  the 
question  itself,  which  my  hon.  Friend,  the 
Member  for  Wolverhampton,  has  proposed, 
I  must,  as  I  have  said,  maintain  the  doc- 
trine 1  have  hitherto  held  upon  this  sub- 
ject.    In  stating  now   my  opposition  to 
that  motion,  there  is  no  necessity  for  me 
to  declare  the  eitact  amount  of  duty  which 
would  be  a  foir  compromise  between  the 


interests  that  had  been  long  established, 
you  should  not  rush  from  one  extreme  to 
another  i  but  that  you  ought  to  make 
that  change  a  gradual  change.  Such  was 
the  doctrine  held  by  Mr.  Ricardo,  a  great 
tlieoretical  philosopher.  Such  was  the 
doctrine  stated  in  few  words  by  Lord 
Grenville.  a  great  practical  statesman, 
who  said :— * 

''  If  the  measures  that  had  formerly  been 
adopted  for  the  protection  of  trade  and  manu- 
factures were  right,  let  them  be  continued  ; 
if  wrong,  let  them  be  abrogated  ;  not  suddenly, 
but  with'  that  caution  with  which  all  practiceS| 
however  erroneous,  engrafted  into  our  usages 
by  time,  should  be  changed.'' 

.  He  then  goes  on  to  state  that  he  is 
against  protection  as  a  general  principle. 
There  are  other  grounds  upon  which  Mr. 
Ricardo  rested  a  defence  of  some  duties. 
It  is  the  fashion  now  to  say  that  there  are 
Qo  peculiar  burthens  upon  the  land ;  Mr, 
Bii»rdo  maintained  the  opposite  opinion. 
He  said  he  would  not  advise,  in  the  case 
of  agricultural  protection,  an  immediate 
abolition  of  the  duty,  and  he  thought  tliere 
f»as  a  case  for  some  duties,  b^use  he 
considered  there  were  burthens  which 
pressed  exclusively  upon  the  land,  and  he 
went  on  to  state  those  burthens.  Now, 
Mr.  Ricardo  may  have  l)een  entirely  inis- 
^en  in  that  opinion,  but  he  has  been 
followed  by  Mr.  M'Culloch,  another  au-i 
thority  on  this  subject ;  and  I  do  not 
think  we  ought,  without  the  fullest  in- 
quiry, to  condemn  the  opinions  of  men  of 
their  eminence.  For  my  parti  I  concur  in 
those  opinions.  I  think  I  should  have 
been  able  to  maintain  them  if  the  committee 
which  was  moved  for  this  year  to  inquire 
into  those  burdens  had  been  granted.  I 
think  that  inquiry  would  have  made  out 
that  case.  But  had  it  made  out  the  re- 
verse, at  all  events  the  truth  would  have 
been  known,  and  the  facts  would  have 
been  before  the  country  ;  and  I  must  say, 
that  I  think  it  is  a  great  disadvantage  to 
maintain  the  statements  of  Mr.  Ricardo 
rariooa  intareats   of' the  country.      My    and  Mr.  M'Cullocb,  when  the  House  re- 
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fuses  any  inquiry  to  show  what  those  bur- 
thens on  the  land  are.  It  shows  an 
apparent  weakness  ou  the  part  of  those 
who  maintain  the  doctrine  that  there  are 
any  burthens  on  land.  But  when  my  hon. 
Friend,  the  Memlicr  for  Wol?erhampton, 
asks  roc  to  agree  to  go  into  a  committee, 
with  a  view  to  the  immc<liate  abolition  of 
tlie  Customs'  duties  upon  corn,  I  reply, 
that  those  words  appear  to  me  to  l)e  totally 
unnecessary.  My  hon.  Friend  has  on 
former  occiisions  proposed  to  go  into  com- 
mittee of  the  whole  House  on  the  Corn- 
lairs,  and  I  have  sup|)orted  him.  In  1839 
and  1840,  I  voted  with  him  ui)on  that 
resolution.  Now,  when  a  Minister  pro- 
poses any  change  of  the  Corn-laws,  he 
proposes  simply  that  the  House  resolve 
Itself  into  a  committee  on  th(»sc  duties. 
That  is  the  Parliamentary  m<Hle  of  pro- 
cec<ling.  What  has  induced  my  hon. 
Friend  to  vary  from  that  usual  form  of  the 
House,  I  imagine,  is  a  desire  to  elicit  fmm 
the  House  an  opinion  whether  or  no  it  is 
in  favour  of  a  total  and  imme<liatc  abolition 
of  those  duties.  Taking  the  motion  in 
that  view,  therefore,  I  should  not  think  it 
a  wise  course  to  give  a  vote  in  support  of 
that  motion.  My  noble  Friend,  the  Member 
for  Sunderland  says  what  is  |)erfectly  true 
in  Parliamentary  proceedings — that  he  will 
go  into  that  (!ommittee,  and  that  the  reso- 
lution which  he  might  support  might  be  a 
resolution  for  a  moderate  fixed  duty.  It  is 
perfectly  tnie  that  he  has  the  power  of 
doing  so.  But  when  the  motion  is  so 
fnime<1,  without  any  necessity,  and  put  in 
this  form,  I  should  expect,  if  I  gave  my 
vote  i'l  its  favour,  to  Hnd  the  next  day  that 
it  was  generally  undorsto(Ml  I  vote4l  for  the 
alxilition  of  the  (-orn-laws.  Though  I 
certuiMly  could  act  in  the  same  way  as  my 
n<»blf  Friend,  technically  considered,!  think 
it  is  far  more  intelligible  to  give  my  net^a- 
tive  to  the  pro|N»Mifion  of  my  hon.  Friend. 
If  anylNKly  should  hereafter  move  a  ri>S4»lu- 
tion  in  the  usual  form,  to  go  into  committee 
t»f  the  whi»lc  House.  ["  3/orr,  wwir."] 
\V«>1I,  1  hhould  have  no  objtrtion  to  make 
such  a  motion  myself,  if  I  saw  that  any 
puMir  ^«NNi  wero  likely  to  arise  Ironi  it. 
I  certainly  fed  that  tlieraM*of  thesliding- 
scale  of  duties  is  more  inilefensihle  than 
e«er  it  was  iM'fure — wi  indi»fensihli»  that  it 
seems  an  unnef*es!biry  taking  up  the  time 
of  the  House  to  siiy  anything  further  to 
eX|M>se  its  def«M'ts.  I  (*oni*ider,  if  nothing 
t'lM*  nhowptl  that  the  N|HHch  puhli!4h«Hl  as 
an  argument  ii|H)n  the  subject,  made  in  the 
House  of  LonU  by  Lord  Mouteagle,  is  un- 


answerable, and  until  something  like  aq 
answer  is  given  to  it,  I  hold  it  unneoet* 
sary  to  go  into  any  further  argument  upon 
the  subject.  The  general  objection  to  th« 
sliding-scale  is  this,  that  it  keeps  oat 
corn  during  the  time  it  might  be  usefully 
brought  into  this  country;  and,  oo  a 
sudden,  brings  in  corn  in  a  flood  wheo 
the  consumer  has  less  need  of  it,  and  tb« 
farmer  is  sure  to  suffer  in  oonsequeooe*" 
17ie  experience  of  last  year,  the  noUe 
Lord  continued,  had  still  more  cooiiniied 
this  view  of  the  subject.  It  was  not  a 
new  subject,  as  the  right  hoo.  tho  Pre. 
bident  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  had  endea- 
voured to  argue.  But,  in  fsuit,  the  evils  of 
the  present  law  during  the  past  year  had 
been  exactly  of  the  \'ery  same  kind  as  those 
of  former  years  under  the  former  law,  and 
were  referable  to  the  principle  of  the  slid- 
ing-scale. The  evils  might  have  been  mi- 
tigated, but  still  thev  were  of  exactly  the 
same  description,  amf  would  always  remaia 
so  while  the  sliding-scale  remained  in  force. 
One  objection  to  a  fixed  duty  on  com  had 
been  answered  the  other  night  by  the  Viee- 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade.  It  had 
been  said,  that  a  fixed  duty  must  either  be 
maintained  in  a  time  of  scarcity,  or,  if  the 
duty  was  allowed  to  fall  to  a  nominal  duty 
at  very  high  prices,  then  the  effect  would 
be  the  same  as  under  the  sliding-scale^and 
scarcely  any  corn  would  be  admitted.  But 
the  Government  having  made  a  small  a|N 
proach  to  a  fixetl  duty,  the  Vice-Presideat 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  made  a  statemeot 
which  went  to  show  that  the  importer  of 
corn  did  not  wait  until  corn  reached  as 
extravagant  price.  If  this  was  the  case 
when  a  small  change  approaching  to  a 
fixe<l  duty  was  introducefi,  it  was  quite 
clear  that  under  a  moderate  fixed  duty 
corn  would  be  regularly  ailroitted  as  it 
was  requiretl,  and  dealers  in  it  would  ooo* 
duct  their  O|)erations,  not  in  the  spirit  of 
gambling,  but  would  treat  it  as  any  other 
article  of  regular  merchandise.  These  wcie 
his  views  with  res|iect  to  the  present  state 
4)f  the  corn  question.     He  certainly  ex* 

{lected,  that  before  long  the  present  Com- 
aw  would  tie  altereil ;  but  he  should  hope 
that  it  uoidd  be  idtereil  in  Mich  time,  and 
with  such  conditions  as  would  enable  tbeai 
to  assimilate  it  toother  articles  the  produes 
of  manufartun*s,  and  that  such  amuige* 
ments  might  lie  made  an  would  not  spitad 
alarm  and  fianic  among  the  great  body  of 
lh«*  farmers  of  thin  country.  He  trustcd« 
that  they  would  arrange  the  question  iu 
tuch  a  manner  as  that  the  arraD^ 
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might  not  appear  a  mere  yielding  to  fear, 
but  a  vise  settlement,  founded  on  the 
principles  of  political  economy,  and  a  just 
regard  to  the  welfare  of  all  classes.  But  if 
they  went  on  from  year  to  year,  and  from 
debate  to  debate,  allowing  all  the  argu- 
ment to  preponderate  on  one  side,  and  not 
attempting,  in  defence  of  the  law,  to  rest 
it  on  any  principle  on  which  it  was  for- 
merly defended,  but  supporting  it  merely 
with  the  air  of  apologizing  for  its  continu- 
ance for  two  or  three  years  longer — if  this 
were  the  tone  adopted,  he  was  afraid  that 
they  would  very  soon  have  to  make  the 
settlement  of  this  question  in  anger,  in. 
stead  of  calmness  and  wisdom.  Wishing 
to  deprecate  such  a  conclusion,  he  should 
be  ready  either  to  support  or  to  make  a 
motion  for  reconsidering  the  question  of 
the  Corn«]aw.  He  could  not,  however, 
vote  for  the  proposition  before  the  House, 
for  he  did  not  think  his  concurrence  in 
such  a  motion  would  be  an  intelligible 
course,  or  consistent  with  the  views  he 
held. 

■ 

Mr.  Darby  observed,  that  the  speeches 
of  the  two  noble  Lords,  the  Members  for 
London  and  Sunderland,  were  full  of  in- 
consistencies and  misrepresentations,  and, 
at  an   example  of  this,  the  former  had 
first   proposed  an  8s.  duty,  then  an  85. 
duty  with  the  power  to  issue  an  Order  in 
Ck>uncil  affecting  its  operation,  and  then 
he  gave  up  the  Order  in  Council.     The 
noble  Lord,  the  Member  for  Sunderland, 
now  said  he  would  vote  for  this  motion, 
whilst   the   noble   Lord   the  Member  for 
London  said  he  would   not ;  but  did  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Sunderland 
wish  that  in  so  voting  he  should  be  con- 
sidered as  desirous  to  vote  for  the  repeal 
of   the    Corn-laws—a   thing  which   the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  London  ex- 
pressed a  fear  he  would  have  been  sus- 
pected of  had  he  voted  for  this  motion  ? 
The  advocates  of  repeal  had  never  yet 
been  able,  and  they  never  would,  to  an- 
swer this  case,  that  if  we  had  a  6xed  duty 
we  should   be  admitting  corn  at  a  time 
when  we  could  supply  it  ourselves,  and 
that,  having  it,  it  could  not  be  maintained 
at  a  period  of  high  prices.     The  incon- 
sistencies he  had  heard  on  the  opposite 
tide  were   most  extraordinary.     One  hon. 
Member  said   **  Give   us  cheap  bread," 
and  another  "  It  will  make  very  little  dif- 
ference OD  that  score  ;*'  one  said  it  was  a 
landlord's  question,  and  another  that  it 
was  a  manofactuier's  question.    With  re- 
ference to  wbAi  the  hon.  Member  for 


Wallingford  (Mr.  Blackstone)  had  said 
about  900  signatures  to  a  requisition  con- 
taining the  name  of  scarcely  a  single  ma- 
gistrate, and  as  to  the  desertion  of  the 
farmers  by   the  landlords,   he  was  asto- 
nished to  hear  this,  having  always  heard 
the  landlords  accused  by  the  opponents 
of  the  Corn-laws  as  advocates  for  protec- 
tion of  every  kind,  and  as  backing  and 
supporting  their  tenantry.     He  contended 
tliat  the  agriculturists  had  done  right  in 
concurring  in   the  Corn  Bill  of  the  Go- 
vernment, when  he  reflected  on  what  was 
the  state  of  the  country  at  the  time — the 
state  to  which  the  late  Government  had 
reduced  it.     The  hon.  Member  for  Wal- 
lingford  could  not  have  formed  a  Govern- 
ment at  that  time.    But  the  past  year  was 
not   a  year  from   which  to  judge  of  the 
present  law.  They  could  not  satisfactorily 
judge  of  the  Corn-law  at  this  time.     He 
did  not  himself  believe  that  the  present 
depression    in    which   the   manufacturing 
interest  found  itself  would  be  permanent. 
It  was  very  well  to  talk  of  importing  corn, 
so  long  as  they  could  import  it  beneBcially 
for  the  people ;  but  if  it  was  to  be  im- 
ported   to  an  unnecessary  extent,  which, 
would,  no  doubt,  frequently  be  the  case, 
they  would  thus  be  displacing  a  great  por- 
tion of  the   home   agricultural    produce, 
and,   consequently,   a  great  part  of  the 
labour  of  the  country.     If  they  were  to 
agree  to  this  motion,  he  was  satisBed  it 
would   so  disarrange  labour  and  capital, 
and  all  commercial  and  agricultural  busi. 
ness,   that  .every   man   who  voted  for  it 
would  have  cause  to  regret  the  vote  he 
had  given   in  favour  of  it.     A  fixed  duty 
could  not  be  maintained,  in  his  opinion, 
in  case  of  a  defective  harvest ;  and  con. 
sidering  this  to  be  a  true  principle,  and 
reflecting  on  the  many  other  arguments 
that  appeared  to  him  convincing  against 
this  motion,  he  could  not  give  his  assent 
to  it.     He  had  never  heard  any  such  as- 
sertion on  the  part  of  any  Member  of  the 
Government,  that  this  law  was  only  to  be 
maintained  for  a  short  time;  all  that  he 
had  heard  was,  that  the  right  hon.  Baro- 
net would  not  pledge  himself  to  maintain 
this  or  any  other  law  of  a  mere  commer- 
cial character  at  all  times  and  under  all 
circumstances — and,    certainly,    this    he 
would  say,  that  if  the  Government,  when 
they   passed  the  present  Corn- law,  con- 
templated at  the   time   they   brought   it 
forward  as,   professedly,  the  best  which 
in  their  judgment  they  could  introduce, 
any  further  change,  they  were  guilty  of 
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a  great  breach  of  faith,  arid  he,  for  *  scaeBiiaiis  ODnrictMo,  tbaft  tbe  ■»■  m 
one,  would  never  give  hii  Mifiport  t«.  ,  oot  likely  spiritual  I  j  to  cdifjr  then.  He 
such  a  Goveniment  for  another  mo-  J  alio  uodenuvd  that  the  Coicruaicat  was 
ineoL  pre|iami  to  gire  the  prcsbjterr  the  pnwcr 

Debate  adjourned.  j  cif  deciding  uo  the  rejectioo  by  the  parak- 

Tlie  House  'adjouraed  at  ten  miuutei  !  ioners  and  judge  of  that  without  bew|C 
after  twelve.  I  Mhject   to  any  interfereooe  by  the  dwil 

oourtd,  and  sub|ect  oolj  to  the  approval  of 


HOUSE   OF    LORDS, 
Friday,  May  12,  1843. 


Asaenbly  jtt  a  court  vi  appeal. 


!the 

The  power  was  U>  be  given  to  the  pveshf- 
tery,  to  judge  and  dedde  without  stating 
their  reaaoDSk  and  to  judge  not  ooly  of  the 
Mf^cTB^j    Nstr  MuBBR  svour.-The  Earl  of  c«k^  \  geocral  litiieas  of  the  pieeeoteey  but  of  all 
'^'^'  the  drcunutaoces  regaxding  the  eiecfiuu. 

BriLs.    PhUjc— Ai^ptpr/ML^TcHimaDy  is   the  C^aDia; 
Rcfittratioa  at  Voccn. 

Prrnale^^T    St.  Jnna**  -WntmiiHttr)  Imivm-aDcoL 
lOptirted. — Binini  Diaiiugr. 

o'     and   fWMcri  :--Nrvpcrt  (Munmoolh)  G«  ;  N'orbad 
Kttate  ImprotemuiL 


If  he  were  oorrrct  io  the  uadentaodiog  of 
the  statemeut  of  his  noble  Frieod,  it  would 
not  only  establish  the  just  rights,  but 
<;raot  to  the  Church  what  ought  to  satisfr 
I  the  Church  and  the  people  of  Sa'tlaao. 
I'KTiTioiffs  pRKHBiTTBD.   Bv  tfw  Elvi  f4  DwidL«i.  from  ■  Aonther  |Kiint  «as  the  qnotid  sacra  Minia» 

Mvrral  p1an»,  for  Lnamneini;  Uie  Nc4kii4»  in  cuo-  \  tCFS,  regarding  whoOH  hlS  Ooble  Fricud 
iMmiiin  with  the  <  hurrti  fMucadon  *»naH>  in  Irelsnd.  ;  i.^j  „^,  ^*  ...Jl  l  :^  _:  „-  ^^A  tU.«  ^—  «. 
-By  the  M»,u<»  «f  Bn.d.ll»e.  f  Jl  B«r.  »d  '»**  T  *^*'^  *"*  J'^'V'  ™  *****  '^■»  * 
Kiliiiamuck,   fur  M.-tUin(;  the   Scuich  (  hunh  Vuotitn.  J  inc«t  important  SUl^CCt  10  the  pTOBeDt  Stall 

ami  arainrt  the  LMT  rvKiMiBK  Pklmf>JKr.-By  Fori  rits.  {  of    the   ChuTch   of   Soutlaod.       He    hoDid. 

William,  frnm  a  nainbn- of  |>tacvf,  fiir  the  Total  and  Im-     *i    *  i  •  ui     f  •       i        J  *i-     /^   -_ 1 

m,ditie  Rcp<^  «f  the  0«..U«,._Fni«  Baote.  a^^nu     ^''a*  '"*  "^^^  J^™"**  ?"«*  ^^«  GoTernMBUt 

tie  Merikai  tiiarities  (iniaadi  Bill.— Frum  oirk,  for  wcre  prepared  tu  iegi>ljte  for  the  qmood 
furihjT  cwporair  Minn  in  irtiad^Fnan  rfecworth,    f:acm    Ministers,  SO  SIS  to  rffe  them  a 

'^^"^  ■^**"  status  in  the  Church,  on  the  Presbyterian 

prindpic,  that  no  Minister  of  that  Church 
should  be  ^reatt-r  than  another,  and  that  all 
bhmild  be  on  a  fmiting  of  |ierfect  equality. 
The  Earl  of  Aberdetn  said,  that  his 
noble  Friend  had  rather  close! j  and  re- 
peatedly (|ucstioncd  him  on  this  sobject. 
lie  desirc<l  to  give  his  noble  Friend 


SfllBrilY  DlSFRANCIIISKXIENT.J    The 

Peers  were  employed  through  a  ^reat  part 
of  tbe  day  io  hearing  evidence  on  the  Sud- 
bury Disfranchisement  hill ;  tiiu  proceed- 
ings were  adjourned  till  Thursday. 


("iM'Hrii  OF  SijoTLAMi."!  Tlie  Marquess  li     j  e     .•/>.•        ■_      i.- 

of  lircfaM/MiHc  having  pr4ntt^  two  leti-    '^^^^^^^^  ,^«,g^ec  of  satisfaction    but  ha 
tious  .-omplaining  of  the   interpretition  j  f??*^  "?'  I»elp_ suspecting  that  ihu  repe- 


put  on  tl.e  laws  as  they  concerned  ^"^'^"  ^^  queslionmg  did  not  depend  ao 
tl.t.  .V-otch  Church,  said,  that  «hat  had  l^?"^*'  "F^"  ^^^  f*"^  «^  explicilness  ou 
iK^n  lately  stated  by  his  noble  Friend  '  ^'^  ^T"  P«'^^' ^' ^*'^"'^""*  ?^  ^™P^- 
(the  Karlof  Aberdeen),  as  to  the  intentions  *^^"*'^"  ^V  ^"'^  P^'^  °^  hu  noble  F.iend, 
of  the  Government,  in  re*iHfct  to  Icgis-  "  "l^»  **^c  ^"'"^  entertained  by  some 
lating  for  the  (  huich  of  Scotland-was  t»f  1*"*^"*  *®  «**°"  ^^°™  *^"  Majesty  s  G<k 
Miih  great  imfiorlance  to  the  iieople  of ! '^*^™'"^"*  *'  the  last  moment  some  decla- 
Sollaml,  and  it  whs  r«)  desirabU',  that  the  '  '^^^"^"  beyond  that  which  in  iheir  dehber- 
priiiriplcHon  which  the  (Jovcrnmont  meant '  **«  judgment  they  had  approved  of.  He 
to  h';rislaie,  bhoiild  Im  tt»rrectly  known,  \  ^»«^»  however,  no  objection  to  repeat  Iha 
that  he  wiMied  to  state  whot  was  his  un-  principles  of  the  measure  which  her  Ma- 
•lir^tandiii;;  of  the  Ministers*  plan,  as  jcsty's  Government  was  prepared  at  a  fit^ 
statid  hy  his  noMr  Friend.  Win  umler- ■ '»"&  *»"»c  to  bnng  forward.  It  was.  ua- 
standiii;!',  then,  of  what  Ministers  meant  doubtediv,  intended  to  give  to  the  congrc* 
to  do  was  this  :  that  the  Goveniment  was  !  ^ration  the  unlimited  power  of  objectmg  to 
uilliii;:.  and  intended  tf»  liring  in  a  bill,  the  presentee,  and  the  presbytery  were  Io 
fiiiiiidecl  on  the  principle  of  giving  to  the  h^^c  the  power  of  deciding  and  jodgiiw 
con;;n*gation  of  every  parisli  full  power  to  of  the  whole  case,  without  the  control  of 
(flijpct  to  any  presentee,  and  refuse  an  im.  the  civil  courts.  The  reasons,  however, 
iiie«li:ite  rail  for  any  n^ason  whato'er;  must  be  stated,  and  in  all  eases  the  gronod 
and.  as  he  c<»inpn'henflefl  it,  they  were  not  of  the  judgment  must  be  recorded.  Ht 
ti>  lie  callefl  fm  to  assign  any  reitsitns  for  abstained  entirely  from  stating  the  modi^ 
rejecting  a  |ire8cntoe,  other  thiio  their  con*  ficatkmi  with  which  thoie  principlca  wooU 
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be  accompanied,  becaoie  be  perceived 
how  liable  those  modifications  would  be 
to  give  rise  to  cavil  and  misrepresenta- 
tion elsewhere.  It  was  the  determinaiion 
of  ihe  Government  to  support  such  mea- 
sures as  would  give  satisfaction  to  every 
reasonable  person.  His  noble  Friend 
professed  himself  satisfied,  and  he  enti- 
cipated  the  best  ejects  from  the  resolu- 
tion of  the  Government.  He  knew  how 
hopeless  it  was  to  expect  to  satisfy  certain 
persons,  whom  experience  had  taught  htm 
could  even  pervert  the  provisions  of  a  bill 
into  a  meaning  opposite  to  that  they  were 
intended  to  convey.  He  would  do  no 
more  than  state  the  general  principles,  in 
conformity  to  the  declaration  often  made 
by  the  Government,  and  on  which  they 
meant  to  found  a  legislative  measure. 
He  had  never  before  seen  an  occasion 
when  it  was  thought  necessary,  after 
declaration  had  been  made,  to  inquire 
into  the  details  of  a  measure.  The  gene- 
ral assembly  was  to  meet  next  wees  and 
then  it  would  be  seen  whether  those  who 
proposed  to  secede  from  the  Church, 
would  wait  to  see  what  were  the  legislative 
measures  proposed,  and  ascertain  if  they 
met  the  merits  of  the  question.  If,  they 
should  secede  at  once,  or  if,  after  that 
measure  were  brought  forward,  they  should 
think  it  necessury  to  secede,  he  could 
scarcely  think  that  they  would  be  able  to 
appeal  to  the  God  of  truth,  or  answer  at 
the  last  day  for  their  declaratiou,  should 
they  persist  in  asserting  that  the  persecu. 
tion  of  the  legislature  had  driven  them 
from  the  Church.  With  respect  to  the 
quoad  sacra  ministers,  he  had  only  to 
repeat  what  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  the  Home  Department 
bad  stated,  that  the  Government  would 
take  the  subject  into  its  consideration, 
with  a  view  to  propose  what  would  be 
Hioat  beoeficiah 

Lord  Brougham  said,  that  if  his  noble 
Friend's  announcement  were  understood 
ia  one  sense,  it  would  be  an  utter,  a  total 
abandonment  of  the  claims  of  the  civil 
courts ;  and  would  be  calculated  to  excite 
much  alarm.  Taken  in  another  view,  it 
was  quite  consistent  with  sound  doctrine 
civil  rights,  and  did  not  touch  patronage* 
He  belied  the  former  was  not  the  true 
sense,  as  it  would  give  the  Church  an  ab- 
solute triamph,  and  the  right  of  patronage 
won  Id  be  destroyed.  It  would  not  be 
transferred,  as  by  the  Veto  Act,  to  the 
coogrefadon^  hrt  far  wone,  it  woald  be 


placed  entirely  in  the  hands  of  the  eccle« 
siastical  authorities  of  Scotland.  He  ob- 
jected to  the  plan  of  asking  questions  of 
the  Government  as  to  what  it  meant  to  do 
as  to  legislation.  It  was  not,  in  fact,  the 
Government  which  legislated,  it  was  the 
Houses  of  Parliament ;  and  to  ask  what 
the  Government  meant  to  do  as  to  making 
laws,  was  to  make  the  Legislature  a  sine* 
cure. 

Lord  Campbell  thought,  the  presentees 
might  be  objected  to  on  account  of  being 
unfit  persons,  but  If  they  were  objected  to 
on  account  of  some  civil  reasons,  such  as 
not  contributing  to  a  non.intruston  fond, 
it  would  establish  a  most  certain  and 
odious  tyranny.  As  to  the  quoad  sacra 
ministers,  he  did  not  object  to  the  Church 
providing  for  the  wants  of  the  people,  but 
be  protested  against  it  havine  the  power 
of  increasing  the  number  of  ministers 
without  limitation,  and  to  increasing  the 
number  of  members  of  the  presbyteries  of 
the  General  Assembly.  The  power  to 
divide  the  parish  into  two  should  be  re« 
served  for  the  supreme  court. 

The  Marquess  of  Breadalbane  said,  if 
their  Lordships  were  aware  of  the  great 
importance  of  the  subject  to  the  people  of 
Scotland,  they  would  only  think  he  was 
doing  his  duty  by  bringing  forward  the 
question.  He  thought  it  was  quite  con- 
sistent with  the  usages  of  the  House  to 
ask  questions  of  Ministers,  and  he  was 
surprised  at  the  objection  of  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord,  who  had,  in  his  time, 
been  one  of  the  most  stringent  questioners 
of  the  day. 

Lord  Brougham  denied,  that  he  bad 
ever,  on  any  occasion,  put  a  question  to 
Ministers  as  to  the  details  of  any  legisla- 
tive measure.  He  had  asked  on  what 
day  a  certain  measure  would  be  brought 
forward,  but  be  had  not  asked  as  to  any 
details. 

Petition  laid  on  the  Table. 

Registration  of  Voters.]  The  re* 
port  of  the  amendments  to  the  Registra-^ 
tion  of  Voters  Bill  was  brought  up  and 
received, 

Lord  Campbell  moved  to  omit  the  71st 
and  72Bd  clauses,  which  refer  to  the  right 
of  voting  in  counties.  The  noble  Lord 
stated,  that  he  objected  to  annual  regis- 
tration, and  expreMcd  his  regret,  that  the 
bill  of  his  noble  Friend  (Lord  J.  Russell) 
had  not  been  sncoessfnl,  which  provided 
that  a  cooaty  voter,  when  once  he  wai 
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placed  OD  the  registry,  should  not  be  bub- 
jectcd  to  removal  as  long  &*i  his  qualifica- 
tiun  to  vtttc  ]asto<l.  TIic  two  clauses 
which  he  |)ro|>osed  to  omit  might  be  left 
outy  without  iujuriiig  the  fijnie  of  the 
bill.  They  referred  to  county  I'oters,  and 
inclutlcd  the  5U/.  tenants  at  will,  or  those 
who  were  enfranchised  by  what  are  called 
the  Chandos  clauses.  He  thought,  that 
thusc  who  had  a  |)crmaiient  interest  in  the 
soil  should  be  cntitletl  to  vote,  and  tliere- 
f«»re  he  had  been  pleased  that  copyholders 
received  votes  under  the  Keform  Act,  but 
he  thought  that  tenants  at  will  were  not 
independent,  and  therefore  he  had  op|iosed 
giving  them  votes.  At  the  same  time,  as 
they  had  been  enfranchised,  he  did   not 

{)ro|)ose  to  take  away  tlieir  franchise,  but 
10  objected  to  extending  it.  A  remark- 
able pr<»of  was  lately  aiibrded  of  the  de- 
pendence of  this  class  of  men.  At  the 
late  election  for  the  county  of  Suffolk  one 
of  the  candidates  had  declareil  from  the 
hustings,  that  he  had  not  canvassed  a 
hingle  tenant  voter  without  having  Hrst 
received  |)ennissiou  of  his  landlord.  Giving 
voles  to  tenants  at  will,  therefore,  was 
only  a  scheme  to  ensure  the  votes  in  |n)s- 
seshion  of  the  landed  interest.  It  would 
be  far  better,  in  his  opinion,  to  give  each 
lantllord  a  nnnibifr  of  votes,  in  proiN)rtion 
to  the  amount  of  his  rent,  tlian  give  the 
vote  to  the  tenant.  The  object  of  tlie 
71st  clause  was  to  regulate  the  rcgistni- 
tion,  and  had  nothing  to  do  M'ith  the 
franchise.  Uy  that  clause  50/.  tenants  at 
will  might  be  multiplied,  and  t4>  that  he 
objected.  At  present  a  tenant  |N)SM;ssing 
a  farm  of  the  value  of  50/.  or  upwanis, 
must  Im;  a  tuelveinonth  in  the  (K'cupation 
of  his  farm  lK;for4'  he  was  allowed  to  vote, 
lie  muld  not  lie  registirreil  till  he  had  been 
twelvemonths  in  |Mu>8ession.  By  this  clause 
that  restriction  was  wholly  d(me  away, 
and  ii  Wiib  likely,  he  thought,  to  add  very 
HI  mil  to  the  numlKT  of  such  voters. 
Another  part  (»f  the  ilausu  rcf«*rre<l  to 
joint  (»a*npierN  on  a  farm  of  .')(¥)/.,  which 
now  nnly  gave  one  vote,  but  might  under 
this  71st  cjiiiisc  lie  made  to  (pialify  ten 
viitL*si.  'i*o  that  he  was  opiiosed.  What 
\touhl  Im>  the  n»nM-«pien(V  f*  For  the  pur- 
|Hise  of  multi|>lving  votes,  esiNrially  in 
4oiinties  where  stnmi;  contests  were  usual, 
a  gieal  numlier  of  nominal  lessees  »ould  be 
intr«Nluce<l,  do  that  instcail  of  one  vnte  in 
nhfiect  of  a  particular  pn»perty,  there 
mi;{ht  lie  ten  or  tw«'nty,  or  more.  These 
WL*re   his  obj(*cti4»ns   t4)   the    /l^t   chiu^ic. 


stead  of  multiplying  votes,  would  sweep 
away  hundreds ;  and  there  was  this  other 
diOerence  to  be  noted,  that  whereas  the 
votes  multiplied  by  clause  71,  would  be, 
in  all  probability,  voters  in  favour  of  the 
noble  Lonl's  party,  the  votes  swept  away, 
judging  from  experience,  would  be  to  a 
great  extent  votes  in  favour  of  the  liberal 
side  of  politics.  He  did  not  remember, 
that  any  question  arising  out  of  the  right 
of  trustees  to  V4ite  had  come  before  his 
noble  and  learned  Friend  near  him  (Lord 
Denman) ;  but  he  had  it  in  his  power  ta 
state  Ui  their  binlbhips,  that  that  dis- 
tinguished legal  authority  had  stated,  that 
in  his  construction  of  the  Reform  Act, 
trustees  in  the  receipt  of  the  rents  and 
profits  of  an  estate,  though  they  had  not 
the  power  to  dispose  of  those  rents  and 
profits  to  their  own  use,  were  entitled  to 
vote  in  respect  of  such  property.  The 
decision  also  of  a  great  number  of  the  re- 
vising barristers  had  given  the  vote  to 
trustees  so  situated.  This  constnictioo  of 
the  act,  indeed,  was  so  generally  acted 
up<in,  that  if  the  right  to  vote  were  taken 
aivay  from  such  trut»tces,  it  would  create 
very  extensive  changes  in  the  franchise, 
and  in  the  reprcscnUition  of  a  great  many 
pliux*s.  it  was  <piito  clear,  that  all  pro- 
perty should  give  a  vote  to  some  person  or 
other,  and  if  the  persim  having  the  bene- 
ficial interest  was  legally  precluded  by  any 
circumstance  fr4>m  exercising  the  franchise, 
his  trustee  ought  to  exercise  it.  Never* 
thcless,  the  72nd  clause  of  the  present  bill 
deprivcnl  the  trustee  <»f  the  right  of  voting. 
If  the  Government  contended,  that  the 
trustees  had  no  right  to  vote  under  the 
Iteform  Act,  then  he  called  on  them  to 
strike  out  the  72nd  clause  of  the  bill ;  f49r 
there  was  the  less  reason  to  introduce  it, 
now  they  had  established  a  tribunal  of 
ap|H*al  in  the  judges  of  the  Court  of  the 
('«>mm4»n  Pleas,  to  decide  upon  all  cases  of 
doulit  arising  out  of  the  registration.  Let 
tht:  judge^  decide  whether  or  not  the  tnit- 
tirs  have  the  right ;  why  shoidd  their  Lord* 
ships  settle  this  nuestion  by  the  present 
bill,  and  thus  blentl  their  judicial  and  Icgis. 
lative  4*apaciti(*8  together?  Did  they  mean 
to  meddle  with  the  lleform  Act  or  uotP 
If  they  did  interfere  with  that  act,  they 
would  be  doing  what  the  present  Govern- 
ment  had  always  disclaimed  the  intentioa 
to  do.  Hi*  sli«iuld,  therefore,  more  that 
these  two  clauses  lie  4imitted.  He  did  not 
mean  t<i  insinuate  that  the  chiuses  bad 
licen  intniduced  with  any  insidious  ob« 
riie  72nd  clause,  on  the  other  baud,  iu- 1 jcct,  but  supposed  they  might  have  beea 
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ioserted  per  incurinm.  The  noble  Lord 
concluded  by  moving  tbe  omission  of  the 
71  si  and  72nd  clauses. 

The  Lord  Chancellor  said,  that  the  ob- 
ject of  these  clauses  was  not  to  alter  the 
Reform  Act^  her  Majesty's  Government 
never  had  any  such  intention.  That  was 
not  the  object  of  any  one  clause  of  the  bill. 
Its  object  was  to  settle  points  hitherto  in 
dispute  between  the  two  parties,  to  remove 
those  doubts  which  had  been  created  by 
the  decisions  of  the  revising  barristers, 
whether  on  one  side  or  the  other,  and  to 
establish  a  certainty  upon  those  questions 
as  far  as  legislation  could  in  a  subject  of 
the  kind.  With  regard  to  what  his  noble 
and  learned  Friend  called  the  Chandos 
clause*  the  law  enacted,  that  any  person 
who  was  a  leaseholder,  in  a  county,  and 
6011^  /ide  liable  to  a  rent  of  50/.  a-year 
should  be  entitled  to  vote  at  elections  for 
that  county.  It  was  the  bondjide  payment 
of  the  rent  which  gave  him  that  right,  and 
where  there  were  two  joint  tenants  each 
liable  to  a  bond  fide  rent  of  50/.,  it  had 
been  decided  by  the  great  majority  of  the 
revising  barristers  that  each  was  entitled 
to  vote — a  decision  which,  in  his  opinion, 
was  in  perfect  accordance  with  the  law, 
although  some  revising  barristers  had  de- 
cided that  only  one  could  vote.  They  were 
joint  tenants  to  the  extent  of  100/.,  and 
each  of  them  had  an  interest  to  that  ex- 
tent, as  each  was  liable  for  the  full  amount, 
although  he  might,  if  obliged  to  pay  it, 
recover  one-half  from  the  other  tenant, 
still  leaving  him  bond  fide  liable  to  the 
payment  of  50/.  So  it  was  in  the  case  of 
the  40j.  freeholders.  Two  joint  occupants 
of  an  estate  of  the  value  of  80^.  were  both 
enabled  to  vote  ;  and  what  difference  was 
there  in  point  of  principle  between  the  two 
eases?  Each  was  entitled,  because  each 
was  interested  to  the  full  extent  of  the 
property  required  to  confer  the  franchise. 
There  was  a  provision  in  the  Reform  Bill 
respecting  10/.  householders,  which  dis- 
tinctly conferred  the  right  of  voting  on 
two  joint  occupiers  with  an  interest  to 
the  extent  of  20/.  So  that  he  saw  no 
reason  why  the  law  in  the  case  of  50/. 
tenants  in  counties  should  not  be  made 
equally  as  distinct.  The  argument  of  his 
noble  and  learned  Friend  was,  that  the 
Legislature,  having  made  a  distinct  pro- 
vision in  the  one  case  and  not  in  the  otner, 
it  was  to  be  assumed  that  the  Legislature 
did  not  intend  to  confer  the  right  of  voting 
in  tbe  latter.  But,  in  the  one  case,  it  was 
necessary,  and  in  the  other  not,  and  for 


this  reason,  that  there  were  things  requi- 
site besides  right  of  property,  such  as  resi- 
dence, rating,  and  other  circumstanoeSy 
which  distinguished  the  right  of  voting  in 
towns  from  that  of  counties,  and  rendered 
a  distinct  provision  prudent  in  the  one 
case  where  it  was  not  necessary*  or,  at 
least,  not  considered  necessary,  in  the 
other.  His  noble  and  learned  Friend  asked 
why,  if  their  Lordships  were  satisfied,  that 
this  was  the  law,  insert  this  clause  to  ex- 
plain the  law,  or  why  not  leave  it  to  the 
new  tribunal  established  by  this  bill  ?  He 
was  surprised  to  hear  such  an  argument 
from  his  noble  and  learned  Friend.  He 
was  surprised  to  hear  him  argue  that  the 
Legislature  ought  not  to  make  a  law  to 
remove  doubts,  because  there  were  judges 
to  settle  those  doubts.  In  his  (the  Lord 
Chancellor's)  opinion,  that  was  one  of  the 
first  duties  of  the  Legislature.  To  the 
second  objection  of  his  noble  and  learned 
Friend  the  observation  also  applied,  that 
the  great  majority  of  the  revising  barris- 
ters had  decided  the  point— had  decided 
that  trustees,  who  had  no  beneficial  inte- 
rest, had  no  right  to  vote;  although  he 
was  ready  to  admit  that  some  of  the  re- 
vising barristers  had  decided  directly  the 
contrary;  and  it  was  for  the  purpose  of 
settling  this  very  important  point  as  well 
as  other  points,  that  the  present  bill  had 
been  introduced.  His  noble  and  learned 
Friend  said  that  they  were  taking  away 
by  this  bill  from  trustees  the  right  of 
voting.  If  so,  when  was  that  right  con- 
ferred ?  If  his  noble  and  learned  Friend 
said  it  was  conferred  by  the  Reform  Bill, 
he  would  point  to  the  declaration  of  Lord 
J.  Russell  and  Sir  W.  Home,  who  was 
Solicitor-general  when  the  Reform  Bill 
was  under  discussion,  that  thev  meant  to 
make  no  alteration  whatever  in  the  law 
as  related  to  trustees.  If,  on  the  other 
hand,  his  noble  and  learned  Friend  meant 
to  assert  that  trustees  had  a  bond  fide  right 
to  vote  before  the  Reform  Bill,  he  could 
quote  an  authority  against  him,  for  which 
he,  and  he  was  sure  his  noble  and  learned 
Friend  likewise,  entertained  a  great  re« 
spect — he  meant  the  authority  of  Sir  J. 
Campbell,  who  stated  in  the  House  of 
Commons,  that  the  better  opinion  of  the 
two  was,  that  trustees  could  not  vote,  al- 
though he  admitted  it  was  a  question  that 
had  been  for  some  time  disputed.  The 
appellate  tribunal  under  the  Irish  Reform 
Act,  consisting  of  the  judges  of  the  land, 
had  distinctly  decided  the  point — that 
decision  being  in  conformity  with  that  of 
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tbe  Majontf  >/  tkt  iLiiiiag  WnMcn  is 
ibn  «M«nr.  It  «m  ttw  datr  of  the 
lAfi«iaiaR  trj  ir.ake  ibe  !]■  b  prerite  and 
fin^  M  tfanr  pMiUj  cmU,  >wl  witk  tktf 
*a>v  kari  tliu  bill  becD  iitndtMxd. 

I»H  Zotwwn  tkooflit,  tbu  kii  Mble 
ui  ttmcd  1-rici.d  ri-ntd  CaMpbellj  kMl 
UM  ttro^  griMUMlA  far  not  BukiBg  the 
oNe  «r  tmtro  tlw  Mifaject  of  an  Kt  of 
I'lrrnewl  One  or  twi  </  tlw  rcriang 
lanruKn  bed  deddcd  diflemtlf  ftva  the 
wi'jritf ;  but  there  wh  ■•  doabl,  if  the 
lav  wen  aot  altered,  that  tbii  ((aeetioa 
vowJil  be  MM  <jf  the  firat  lefcrnd  to  the 
C'Mrt  of  CoBiMa  Pteu.  Iwleed,  he  tua- 
INCted  tiiat  that  court  wmild  b&n  voy 
litite  ^'mpkirmeDt  under  this  bill,  if  by 
thii  IcgiUatire  ioteriereocc  ther  were  to 
auUi'itaU:  tbe  deciftl'iiu  to  which  that  court 
would  »0e.  I  (e  did  not  thiak  the  doubts 
•if  a  particular  itvimag  laniater  formed  a 
••iHidetil  gmund  for  legiilatire  iDteifercDoc. 
Neitlier  did  lie  cooiader  it  judidous  to  in- 
•.liuk'llie  three  cksn  of  tiuateei  under 
thenoeeoKtment;  Keiug that  their  ri)cfata 
were  •/  a  aeparaU  kind,  be  ihmigiit  they 
•lugkt  to  undergo  a  nefKirate  oKMiaentioa. 
It  H-ai  a  Kriout  rjueMion  whether  tfaetnia* 
tee  ofa  DiiiHtr,  lor  initanoe,  who  «aa  rv- 
ashitiff  the  rentR,'  CDdtralling  the  <ibole 
|ini|iiTlv.  and  presiding  over  the  exjieniti- 
turc,  iitiijuld  not,  a«  the  reprewDtaiire  of 
ii  famiif,  be  alluired  to  vnte  at  an  election 
in  the  ciiunty  io  which  the  property  was 
Mtuatu.  lie  wu  decidedly  «f  n|iiiiiiMi  tliat 
llmr  ijucfltiuas  oU|;lit  to  be  sepantelj 
(xnsideral. 

Loid  ffAar7M;ii;fe  supported  the  clautee. 
The  noble  anil  learned  i4>rd,  the  Chief 
■luiiire  did  not  icem  to  feel  much  conli- 
denri-  in  hit  arcutnent,  which  wa*  to  the 
elfect  that  the  disputed  points  being  tery 
few,  it  «i>ul<)  be  u  well  to  Ihtc  some  of 
tliein  I*  bu  decided  by  ibe  Court  of  Com- 
mon ll'js,  (itherwise  that  court  would 
have  I  :t  lillle  to  do.  That,  he  conceirrd 
wuulil  1(C  a  very  bad  course  of  legislation 

On  the  question  being  nut,  it  was 
ilet-ideil  ilial  the  claosct  should  stand  part 
of  thi;  bill. 

Iluuse  adjourned. 

IIOUSK  UF  COM  UONS, 

Friday.  May  13,  1813. 


Coxx^-Caxada.]  Hr.  Gii£orae  heg- 
gt-d  to  asL  wbeiLer  iLe  royal  uscni  bad 
been  giren  to  the  bdl  pasMd  by  the  Ca- 
nadian legiaUtare,  and  reserved  by  Sir  C> 
Bagot  for  the  co«sideratM«  of  the  boan 
GoveroMeni  ? 

Sir  R.  Peel:  I  pfcume  that  the  boa. 
Member  alludes  to  the  bill  teapcctiag 
American  cam  ? 

Mr.  Gubonu :  Ves. 

Sir  A.  Peel .-  The  royal  auent  ha*  Ml 
been  given  to  thil  bill. 

MoKTE  Video  a!id  Bceikm  Atb».] 
Mr.  £wrl  was  understood  10  aik  whether 
onr  miniiiar  at  Buenos  Ayres  had  been 
instructed  to  use  hit  eseiiions  to  put  ui 
end  to  the  hostilities  now  being  carried 
on  betwecu  that  lUte  and  .Monte  Video  I 

Sir  R.  Peel  said  that  nothing  had  been 
more  unremitling  and  zealous  than  the 
exertions  of  the  British  mioister  to  pre* 
vent  what  he  must  call  the  insane  hos- 
tilities which  had  been  enteicd  upoo.  He 
could  auure  the  lion.  Member  that  oar 
minister  had  pushed  bis  ioLervenlioo  to 
the  utmost  limits  short  of  cooimiltiiig  the 
country  which  be  icpreiented  as  a  putj 
to  the  war.  In  all  ihiit  be  had  done  tfa* 
British  minister  had  acted  in  concert  with, 
and  received  the  cordial  co-operaLion  af, 
the  minister  of  France.  Before  the  boa- 
tile  advance  was  made,  the  ministers  flf 
the  two  countries  made  the  stroogait  ra* 
monstrances  to  ibe  Buenos  Ayies  govern 
ment  against  the  proceeding.  Un  lb* 
19th  of  Febrnary  a  party  of  marinaa, 
both  French  and  English,  were  landed 
from  vcsteU  in  the  river  Plate,  to  defend 
a  certain  building,  in  which  the  pinpasty 
of  the  French  and  English  merchants  waa 
placed.  At  present  there  were  five  ahipi 
in  the  river  Plate,  and  be  coald  assara  tha 
hon.  Member  our  minister  would  cai^ 
linne  his  eiertions  to  bring  about  a  cesw- 
tioo  of  hostilities. 
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The  ANTt-Ck>RN«LAW  Lbaovb.]  Mr. 
French:  I  beg  to  ask  ibe  right  hoc.  Ba- 
ronet, whether  the  Government  is  aware 
of  the  dangerous  excitement  which  now 
exists  in  various  parts  of  the  country  on 
the  subject  of  the  repeal  of  the  Corn* 
laws ;  of  the  large  assemblages  who  are 
collected  together  and  addressed  byjdema* 
gogues  in  dangerous  fiind  inflammatory 
language  on  that  subject  \  and  whether  it 
is  the  intention  of  Government  to  take 
atiy  measures  to  suppress  such  daiigerous 
meetings. 

Sir  R.  Peel  said  that  the  hon.  Member 
was  as  competent  to  form  an  opinion,  as 
to  the  extent  of  the  danger  and  excite- 
ment arising  from  the  cause  to  which  he 
had  referred,  as  he  was,  for  he  had  access 
to  the  same  channels  of  communication. 
With  respect  to  dangerous  associations 
which  were  likely  to  lead  to  an  interrup- 
tion of  the  public  peace,  the  course  taken 
by  his  right  hon.  Friend,  the  Secretary 
for  the  Home  Department,  last  autumn, 
a  course  marked  by  extreme  moderaiion, 
combined  with  great  vigour  and  firmness^ 
when  necessary,  is  a  proof  that  when  he 
believes  dangerous  associations  exist,  be 
will  not  hesitate  to  call  in  the  aid  of  the 
law  for  their  suppression.  Bven  when 
Government  was  certain  that  meetings 
were  illegal,  it  must  always  exercise  its 
discretion  as  to  the  propriety  of  interfering 
wilh  them.  He  should  be  sorry  to  under- 
take that  at  aU  times  the  extreme  power 
of  the  law,  as  respected  illegal  meetings^ 
should  be  carried  into  effect,  without  re- 
ference to  circumstances.  With  respect 
to  the  future  course  which  hon.  Gentle- 
men might  pursue,  to  which  the  hon. 
Member's  interrogatory  applied,  vntil  he 
knew  the  precise  character  of  those  meet- 
ings, the  circumstances  under  which  they 
took  place,  and  other  matters,  a  full 
knowledge  of  which  was  essential  to  the 
formation  of  a  sound  judgment  on  this 
point,  he  must  decline  giving  an  answer 
to  the  question. 

Explanation  —  Baron  Gurnet.] 
Sir  J.  Graham  begged  to  be  allowed  to 
address  a  few  words  to  the  House  upon 
a  matter  personal  to  himself.  It  was  most 
material  that  every  statement  made  by  a 
Member  in  that  House,  but  more  espe- 
cially by  a  Minister  of  the  Crown,  should 
be  strictly  ^accurate.  In  the  discussion 
which  took  place  last  night  on  the  case  of 
Jones,  who  was  tried  before  Baron  Ouroe j« 


at  Lekctter,  he  (Sir  J.  Graham)  stated 
positively  thai  the  learned  judge  had  not 
made  use  of  the  phrase  "  mad  dog,'' 
which  was  quoted  by  the  hon.  Membt^r  fot 
Finsbury^  In  this  assertion  be  found  he 
was  mistaken.  He  had  had  the  honour  of 
an  interview  with  Baron  Gurney  to  receive 
his  explanation  of  the  circumstances,  but 
that  was  before  any  public  allusioit.  was 
made  in  the  newspapers  to  the  particular 
phrase  quoted  by  the  hon^  Member  for 
Finsbury.  Since  that  time  he  had-  had 
no  communication  with  Baron  Gurneyy 
and  he  spoke  last  night  under  the  Impres- 
sion, which  turned  out  to  be  erroneous, 
that  the  learned  judge  had  disclaimed  the 
use  of  the  words*  This  morning  he  had 
received  a  letter  from  Baron  Guraey, 
pointing  out  the  error  into  which  he  (Sir 
James  Graham)  had  fallen,  and  admitting 
that  he  (Baron  Gurney)  had  made  use  of 
the  phrase.  The  circumstance  under 
which  the  phrase  was  used  was  this.  The 
prisoner  was  charged,  amongst  other 
things,  with  attempting  to  excite  popular 
ilUwtll  against  the  police  at  Leicester.  In 
his  defence,  he  urged  that  he  had  not, 
directly,  incited  the  populace  to  commit 
an  overt  act  of  violence  against  the  police, 
though  he  had  held  them  up  to  contempt 
in  general  terms.  .The  learned  judge  then 
used  the  phrase  in  question  as  a  familiar 
illustration,  to  show  to  Jones,  that  it  was 
not,  as  he  supposed,  necessary  that  an 
overt  act  of  violence  should  be  recom- 
mended, but  that  the  very  excitement  was 
dangerous  to  the  public  peaces  and, 
therefore,  in  contravention  of  the  law. 
There  was  no  doubt,  however,  about  the 
use  of  the  expression,  and  he  was  anxioes 
to  take  the  first  opportunity  of  giving  this 
explanation,  and  of  stating  that  hie 
denial  on  this  point  was  made  under  a 
misconception  o(  the  focts. 

Mr.  T.  Duncombe  said,  that  the  phrase 
was  used  by  the  judge,  when  the  prisoner 
was  cross-examining  the  witness.  The 
right  hon.  Baronet's  explanation  was  quite* 
satisfactory. 

Communication  with  Ireland.] 
Sir  H»  Barron  asked  whether  a  survey  had 
been  ordered  by  tbe  Government  respect- 
ing a  more  expeditious  mode  of  convey- 
ing the  maila  through  Wales  to  Ireland, 
and,  if  so,  when  it  would  be  completed  ; 
or  whether  the  Government  tbooght  that 
they  had  sufficient  evidence  akeady  before 
them  on  this  subject  ? 
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Sir  7Z.  Peel  ^atd,  the  Government  had 
not  ordered  any  survey.  The  evidence 
was  conclusive  in  favour  of  the  line  frotn 
Chester  by  Bangor  to  some  port.  Then 
the  question  arose  which  should  be  the 
port*  and  the  commissioners  decided  in 
favour  of  Holyhead  ;  and  he  thought  they 
decided  judiciously.  The  details  of  the 
arrangement  were  still  untler  considera- 
tion. 

SirH.  Barron:  The  right  hon.  Baronet 
had  not  stated  whether  he  considered  a 
survey  necessary. 

Sir  R.  Peel  said,  he  thought  it  was  not. 
The  only  survey  which  could  be  necessary 
was  a  naval  survey. 

Sir  //.  Barron  said,  that  was  what  he 
meant. 

Sir  R.  Peel  said,  Government  would 
tend  its  assistance  to  solve  any  doubts 
which  might  exist  as  to  the  port  to  be 
selected,  but  he  would  not  commit  him- 
self to  the  eipenditiue  of  any  of  the  public 
money. 
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Lord  Altiiorp — Repeal  of  the 
Union.I  Captain  Bemal  said,  he  took 
the  earliest  op|K)rtunity  to  set  himself  right 
with  respect  to  some  remarks  that  had 
fallen  from  him  a  few  evenings  ago.  It 
was  probably  in  the  recollection  of  the 
House  that  he  had  asked  the  right,  hon. 
Baronet  whether  he  were  prepared  to 
abide  by  the  declaration  of  Lord  Althorp, 
that  if  all  the  members  for  Ireland  were 
to  join  in  asking  for  repeal,  he  should  not 
be  prepared  to  resist  it.  A  contradiction 
to  this  statement  had  since  been  given  in 
another  place,  on  the  authority  of  the 
noble  liOrd  himself,  by  a  noble  individual 
distinguished  for  a  spirit  of  chivalry  that 
seemed  to  make  him  extremely  careful  of 
the  characters  of  others,  whatever  he  might 
be  of.  his  own.  When  a  Noble  individual 
like  Earl  Spencer  denied  the  statement 
imputed  to  him,  he  (Captain  Bemal)  at 
once  thought  it  his  duty  to  express  his 
earnest  regret  for  any  misrepresentation 
of  which  he  might  have  been  guilty.  At 
the  same  time  he  had  to  state  that  he 
made  his  statements  on  the  authority  of 
several  hon.  Members  present  at  the  de- 
bate, all  of  whom  laboured  under  the 
same  misapprehension. 

Meeting  ix  Berkshire.  Exflaka- 
TioN.]  On  the  order  of  the  day  being 
called  for  resuming  the  adjourned  debate 
on  the  GorD*lawt. 


Mr.  Blackstone  rose  for  the  purpose  of 
referring  to  a  statement  made  to  the  House 
last  evening  by  one  of  the  hon.  Members 
for  the  county  of  Berks.  That  hon.  Mem- 
ber, in  alluding  to  some  observations  which 
had  fallen  from  him,  had  said, 

"  Tlie  hoc.  Member  for  Waliingford  had 
said  that  the  farmers  felt  that  they  had  been 
deserted  by  tliose  to' whom  they  had  naturally 
been  accustomed  to  look  up  whenerer  any 
measure  was  in  progress  calculated  to  injure 
their  interests — namely,  the  resident  nobility 
and  gentry  of  the  country,  from  whom  ihey 
now  met,  m  their  hour  of  destitution,  not  only 
with  no  support,  but  with  every  kind  of  lios- 
tility.  He  considered  the  assertion  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Waliingford  was  a  libel  upon  the 
nobility  and  gentry  of  the  country." 

He  wished  to  take  the  earliest  opportu- 
nity of  stating  that  the  hon.  *M ember  must 
have  misunderstood  the    purport  of   hb 
observation.     He  certainly  had  made  use 
of  the  word  *'  hostility,"   but  not  in  the 
signification  attached  to  it   by  the  hoo. 
Member.     He  said  upon  that  occasion  that 
a  requisition  had  been  signed  by  900  of 
the  yeomanry  of  the  county  of  Berks,  and 
that  few,  if  any,  of  the  resident  gentry  of 
the  county  had  affixed  their  signatures  to 
that  requisition ;  and  that  they  had  not 
co-operated  with  the  requisition ists.     He 
had  not  said  that  all  the  resident  gentry 
had  exhibited  a  feeling  of  hostility  towards 
the  farmers.    The  indis|)Osition  manifested 
by  the  nobility  and  gentry  to  co-operate 
with  the  farmers  in    the  maintenance  of 
their  interests  had  induced  the  farmers  to 
think  that  they  had  been  deserted.     He 
(Mr.  Blackstone)  had  not  stated  that  as 
his  own  opinion,  but  as  the  opinion  of  the 
farmers  in  that  part  of  the  coootry.     He 
trusted  that  the  hon.  Member  would  attend 
the  county  meetings  which  were  shortly  to 
take  place.     Before  he  sat  down  he  would 
refer  to  an  observ:ition  which  bad  fallen 
last  evening  from  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
the  Paymaster  of  the  Forces.    The  right 
hon.  Baronet  had  charge<l  him  with  hav- 
ing changed  his  opinion  on  the  Corn-laws, 
He   most  emphatically  denied   that   his 
opinion  had  undergone  any  alteration.     It 
was  his  intention  to  vote  against  the  mo- 
tion of   the   hon.  Member    for  Wolver- 
hsmpton,  should  the  question  come  to  m 
division. 

Mr.  R,  Palmer  expressed  his  remt 
that  he  should  have  misunderstood  what 
had  fallen  from  the  hon.  Member  for  Wal- 

Ilingford.    He  was  glad  that  he  had  af« 
folded  the  hon.  Member  an  opportonitj 
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of  enteriog  into  an  explanation.  He  could 
assure  the  hon.  Member  that  his  observa- 
tions had  caused  great  pain  to  many  of 
his  own  friends  and  acquaintances. 

Abolition  of  the  Corn- Laws — Ad- 
journed Debate.]  Mr.  Brotheiion  in  re. 
suming  the  debate,  denied  that  he  had  ever 
expressed  an  opinion  that  a  fixed  duty  was 
preferable  to  a  total  repeal  uf  the  Corn-laws. 
Suppose  a  duty  of  Ss.  a  quarter  was  imposed 
on  com,  and  that  two  millions  of  quarters 
were  imported,  a  sura  of  800,000/.  only 
would  find  its  way  into  the  Exchequer  $ 
but  if  the  effect  of  this  tax  was  to  raise  the 
price  of  all  the  corn  in  the  country  by  8^. 
the  people  might  in  reality  be  taxed  to 
the  amount  of  twenty  millions,  though 
only  800,000/.  went  into  the  Exchequer. 
A  tax  of  twenty  millions  would  then  be 
^paid  by  the  community  for  the  benefit  of 
monopoly,  while  the  revenue  was  benefitted 
only  to  the  extent  of  800  000/.  But  the 
law  as  it  now  stood  was  evidently  worse 
than  a  tax  of  Ss.,  for  the  right  hon.  Baro- 
net had  resisted  the  fixed  duty  of  8^.  on 
the  ground  that  it  did  not  afford  sufficient 
protection  to  the  landed  interest.  The 
sliding-scale*  therefore,  which  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  so  warmly  defended,  must  be 
a  still  greater  protection  than  the  fixed 
duty  of  8^.,  and  consequently  a  heavier 
tax  upon  the  community.  In  the  course 
of  this  debate,  he  (Mr.  Brotherton),  had 
heard  some  extraordinary  reasons  put  for- 
ward in  support  of  this  law.  The  right 
hon.  the  Vice  President  of  the  Board  of 
Control,  had  argued  that  the  landed  in- 
terest had  a  vested  right  in  preventing  the 
importation  of  foreign  corn,  till  corn  in  this 
country  had  risen  to  a  famine  price.  That 
he  denied.  He  was  willing  to  admit  the 
rights  of  property^  but  the  rights  of  labour 
were  equally  sacred,  and  he  would  never 
admit  that  any  law  w|is  just,  or  ought  to 
remain  on  the  statute  book,  if  it  taxed  the 
poor  for  the  benefit  of  the  rich.  The  most 
tearful  pictures  had  been  presented  to  the 
House,  of  the  distress  to  which  the  people 
had  been  reduced,  and  the  existence  of 
that  distress  was  not  denied.  'I  his  distress 
had  not  been  brought  on  by  the  di»pensa- 
tions  of  Providence,  but  by  laws  which 
ought  never  to  have  been  enacted.  The 
distress  was  general.  It  prevailed  where 
there  was  machinery,  and  where  there  was 
nunc ;  were  there  were  joint  stock  banks, 
and  where  there  were  none ;  and  when  the 
distress  was  so  general,  it  followed  that 
there  must  be  some  general  cause  for  it. 


From  1836  to  1842,  there  was  a  reduction 
in  the  exports  of  five  millions,  and  thisre- 
duction  was  not  confined  to  the  cotton 
trade,  it  extended  to  woollens,  and  iron, 
while  the  shipping  and  other  branches  of 
our  national  industry  were  equally  a  prey 
to  distress..  This  loss  in  the  export  trade, 
however,  was  nothing  compared  to  the  loss 
of  the  home  trade,  and  it  behoved  the 
House  of  Commons  to  inquire  in  what  way 
such  lamentable  effects  had  been  produced. 
He  believed  they  had  been  produced  by  the 
increased  price  of  provisions,  and  that  in- 
creased price  had  been  caused  by  this 
wicked  law.  In  the  course  of  four  years 
the  people  had  paid  at  least  twenty  mil. 
lions  more  than  they  ought  to  have  paid 
for  their  food.  This  was  a  very  bad  way 
of  encouraging  agriculture.  A  much 
better  way  of  encouraging  it  would  be  to 
increase  the  number  of  good  customers  for 
the  fiirmers,  b^  extending  foreign  trade, 
and  thus  providing  employment  at  home 
for  those  who  were  now  suffering  under 
the  general  depression.  The  idea  that 
land  would  be  thrown  out  of  cultivation  if 
corn  were  to  fall  in  price  was  absurd. 
Corn  had  gone  down  from  80^.  to  46^.,  and 
yet  not  a  single  acre  had  been  thrown  out 
of  cultivation  ^  nor  did  he  believe^  if  the 
Corn -laws  were  repealed^  that  a  single 
acre  less  would  be  cultivated  than  now. 
This  was  a  question  of  rent,  and  rent  alone ; 
and  if  it  had  been  left  to  the  farmer  and 
the  labourer^  the  Corn-law  would  have  been 
repealed  long  ago.  It  was  said  that  the 
Corn-laws  ought  to  be  maintained,  in  order 
to  enable  the  landowners  to  pay  the  in- 
terest of  mortgages,  and  provide  for  family 
settlements,  but  a  man  had  no  right  to 
look  to  an  act  of  Parliament  for  the  pay- 
ment of  his  debts.  It  was  impossible  that 
trade  could  long  continue  to  bear  such 
burthens;  and  how  could  the  taxes  be  paid 
if  a  stop  were  put  to  manufacturing  in- 
dustry >  He  firmly  believed  that  the  re- 
peal of  the  Corn-laws  would  advance  the 
prosperity  of  the  agricultural  interest; 
that  would  ensure  regularity  and  steadi- 
ness of  price,  with  prosperity  to  the  fkrmer 
and  the  labourer,  the  manufacturer  and 
the  artisan.  He  should,  therefore,  give 
his  cordial  assent  and  support  to  the 
motion. 

Mr.  Hampden  said,  the  theories  pro- 
pounded by  the  Gentlemen  opposite  may  be 
very  plausible,  nevertheless  they  are  but 
theories,  and  considering  the  magnitude  and 
importance  of  the  interests  affected  by  this 
motion,  I  think  the  House  should  be  sbw 
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to  tnufc  to  ifiecuktions  unattested  br  eipe- 
ricnoe.  No  doubt  m  penon  alto^ber  i^ 
nonnt  of  tbe  bearhigi  of  tbii  question, 
who  bad  beard  onlj  tbe  bold  aiKuniptioof 
and,  1  admit,  also  tbe  plauftiUe  reaioningi, 
bj  which  Gentlemen  opposite  have  at- 
tempted to  show  that,  it  is  only  nccoMrv  to 
repeal  tbe  Corn-laws  in  order  to,  reinvigo- 
ratc  your  drooping  commerce  and  difiuw 
lifusperity  and  plenty  throughout  the  coun- 
try, would  indeed  be  astonished  at  the 
impenetrable  dullness  or  tbe  audat-ious 
selfishness  of  those  who  obstinately  with- 
hold such  a  boon  from  the  nation.  l*hese 
arguments,  however,  ingenious  and  clever 
as  tliey  may  be,  are  unsustainod  by  facts, 
or  ratlier,  I  should  say,  ve  irreconcileaUe 
witli  facts  derived  from  tbe  History  of  your 
commerce.  Indeed,  I  must  say  I  have 
seldom  wiuicoed  audi  a  licentious  indul- 
gence in  that  vicious  logic  which  infers 
votl  hue  er^o  propter  hue,  as  this  de- 
iMte  has  exhibited.  It  would  scorn  that 
every  unpropitious  event,  social  or  po- 
litical, moral,  ur  even  physical,  which 
hus  occurred  to  this  countrv  since  restric- 
tions  were  fi»t  put  upcm  the  trade  in  com. 
are  attributed  to  the  malign  influence  of 
the  Corn-laws,  and  some  (ieutleroen  seem 
to  have  the  same  blind  and  superstitious 
terror  of  (^m-laws  which  former  genera- 
tions entertained  respecting  tbe  influence 
of  comets.  We  are  told,  that  the  existing 
distress  arises  from  tbe  insufficient  demand 
fur  tlie  products  of  manufacturing  industry 
and  the  oonsccjuent  want  of  employment 
fur  labour.  I  fear  this  is  not  to  be  denied ; 
but  then  the  enemies  of  the  C'om-laws 
rather  illogically ,  os  it  seems  to  me«  at  once 
jump  to  the  conclusion,  that  by  freely  ad- 
mitting foreign  com  you  will  create  such  a 
demand  fur  uritish  goods  as  would  call  all 
the  industrial  powers  of  tho  country  into 
Hctive  operation.  And  when  we  ask  for 
some  evidence  of  the  soundness  of  this 
concJusioUj  some  facts  in  confirmation  of  it, 
we  are  again  answered  by  a  theory.  I  do 
not  fvnX  myself  now  called  upon  to  enter 
into  a  discussion  of  the  elementary  priiici- 
pics  of  free- trade.  Our  present  business  is 
to  enquire  into  the  expediency  of  applying 
these  principles  in  all  their  stiictness  to  the 
sulijfct  under  cunsidcration.  Free  trade 
nitiy  be  very  lie-autiful  in  theory,  the  ditli- 
culty,  however,  which  presentM  itself  to  my 
mind  in  its  application  is,  that  a  real  honti 
Jifle  frre-traile  is  hiinply  impracticable.  A 
htinii  Jiiit  free- trade  refpiires  the  concur- 
rence and  n>- operation  of  all  nations  with 
whom   yau   have  commercial  dealings — a 


contingency  that  is  bopelas  for  I  bold 
that  free-trade  without  reciprocity,  is  not 
only  a  solecism  in  language  but  a  auscbier- 
ous  delusion.  I  am  not  unmindful  of  the 
ingenious  arguments  by  which  the  hon. 
Member  for  Stoke  attempted  to  establish 
this  maxim,  that  "  if  vou  will  take  rare  of 
the  imports,  the  exports  will  take  care  of 
themselves  ;'*  but  with  due  respect  for  the 
ability  exhibited  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  in 
enforcing  his  argument,  1  must  say,  it  struck 
me  that  this  is  one  of  those  neat,  pithy 
phrases,  which,  on  account  of  its  tenenesa, 
passes  for  an  axiom  when  in  truth  it  serves 
but  to  disguise  a  fallacy.  I  am  aware 
that  in  admitting  that  the  principles  of 
free-trade  may  be  sound  in  the  abstract,  I 
shall  appear  to  some  Gentlemen  opposite  to 
have  conceded  every  thing.  I  onoe  beard  tbe 
hon.  Member  for  Stockport  exclaim,  "  Talk 
not  to  me  of  abstract  principle*— what  has 
this  House  to  do  with  abstractions?*'  By 
which  phrase  I  believe  he  meant  tn  convey 
tliat  a  principle  which  is  sound  in  the  ab- 
stract must  be  beneticial  in  its  application 
under  every  pissible  oombinaticm  of  cir- 
cumstances. Lyon  this  point  I  differ  alto- 
gether from  the  hon.  Gentleman.  On  the 
contrary,  I  maintain  that  there  is  not 
a  more  mischievous  error  in  legislation 
than  to  attempt  to  regulate  the  com- 
plex affairs  of  a  highly  artiflcial  state  of 
society  by  a  rigid  unbending  adherence  to 
elementary  principles— principles  which  are 
in  the  abstract  unimpognable,  may  produce 
the  utmost  confusion,  derangement,  and  in- 
justice, if  arbitrarily  enforced  under  cir« 
cumstanccs  to  which  they  are  not  adapted. 
\Vc  witness  this  incritnUe  conformity  to 
the  necessity  of  circumstances  in  the  ordi* 
nary  transactions  of  daily  life,  and  I  could 
almost  venture  to  say,  that  we  see  some 
indications  of  it  in  the  moral  government 
of  the  world.  Nevertheless,  whatever  may 
be  tbe  alstract  beauty  of  free-trade  doc- 
trines, I  have  a  Arm  conviction  that  they 
cannot  be  applied  to  the  trade  in  com 
without  seriously  endangering  the  most 
important  |)crmanent  interest  of  this  em* 
pire,  which  was  happily  charactcriacd  by 
the  right  hon.  the  Vice-president  of  the 
\UnLTi\  of  Trade  in  language  more  graceful 
than  I  can  command,  -m  the  solid  foundation 
of  the  social  edifice.  In  certain  manufac- 
tures, the  cotton  nianufiicturo  for  instance, 
the  cheajmess  and  ;ihundance  of  iron  and 
riKil,  the  iterfivtion  of  yimr  machinery, 
your  unlimited  command  of  capital,  your 
dexterity  in  manipulation,  give  you  such 
decided  advantages  as  may  enable  you  to 
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defy  eompetitkm  with  the  world.  But  in 
respect  ot  an  article  like  corn»  of  which 
erery  elemenl  of  the  cost  is  higher  here 
than  in  other  countries,  where  your  land  ii 
dearer>  your  wages  higher^  your  taxes 
heavier*  your  soil  and  climate  no  better, 
how  is  it  possible  that  you  should  be  able 
to  sell  at  the  same  price  and  find  a  remu. 
nerating  profit?  Before  you  start  in  the 
race  of  low  prices*  you  must  cast  aside  some 
of  your  weights,  if  you  wish  not  to  be  dls« 
tanced.  Your  burdens  are  too  heavy  for 
such  a  contest.  This  proposition  appears  to 
me  to  assume  the  character  of  a  truism* 
therefore  if  you  do  not  mean  to  destroy 
domestic  agriculture*  you  must  give  it  pro* 
tection.  What  amount  of  protection  may 
be  requisite  to  ensure  its  safety,  aye*  and 
its  prosperity  too— for  nothing  less  is  due 
to  this  great  interestr—I  am  not  competent 
to  determine.  Imperfects  however*  as  my 
knowledge  of  this  branch  of  the  subject  is, 
I  will  venture  to  express  a- confident  hope 
as  the  result  of  some  enquiry,  that  when 
the  disturbing  causes  which  must  at  first 
unavoidably  derange  the  operation  of  so 
great  a  measure*  shall  have  ceased  to  act,  it 
will  be  found  that  the  scale  of  duties  fixed  by 
the  late  law,  has  provided  an  eauitable 
adjustment  of  the  rival  claims  of  the  con« 
sumer  and  producer,  both  of  which  it  must 
not  be  forgotten  are  equally  entitled  to  the 
anxious  care  and  consideration  of  Parlia- 
ment, The  landlord  and  the  farmer  must 
be  prepared^  and  I  have  no  doubt  are  pre* 
parad  to  make  every  reasonable  oonoession 
10  the  eaugencies  of  the  times.  Let  them 
not  listen  to  the  unwholesome  counsel 
of  those  who  would  pwsuade  them  that 
they  have  been  deceived  and  betrayed.  It 
may  be  true,  and  I  believe  it  is  true*  that 
the  agricultural  body,  did  by  their  exer- 
tions at  the  last  election  contribute  largely 
to  the  displacement  of  the  Whigs  and  the 
elevation  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  to  the 
high  oifioe  which  he  so  e£Bciently  fills ;  but 
having  assisted  to  place  him  there*  they 
must  feel  and  acknowledge*  that  he  is  no 
longer  the  champion  of  a  party,  he  is  be- 
come the  steward  of  the  nation  and  those 
are  the  soundest  conservatives,  who  having 
hitherto  supported  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man from  their  confidence  in  bis  great 
ability,  industry,  and  integrity*  will  con* 
tinue  to  give  him  their  zealous  support* 
while  he  employs  these  high  qualities  in 
advancing  the  general  interests  of  the  na- 
tion regardless  of  all  party  considerations. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Stockport  told  us 
last  night*  and  the  assertion  has  been  as 


cmifidently  repeated  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  SaUbvd  who  has  just  spoken*  that  the 
Com«laws  are  absolutely  incompatible  with 
the  commercial  and  manufacturing  pros- 
perity of  this  country*  and  that  it  is  quite 
impossible  that  manufactures  should  thrive* 
while  the  restrictions  on  the  trade  in 
com  are  suffered  to  exist.  Now,  Sir,  I 
think  the  fallacy  of  this  opinion  may  be 
exposed  in  a  single  sentence-  I  need  only 
point  to  the  riches  of  the  district  with 
which  these  gentlemen  are  connected,  to 
the  rapid  accumulation  of  wealth  which 
has  taken  place  in  that  part  of  Lancashire 
during  the  last  twenty-five  years,  to  show 
how  utterly  unfounded  is  such  an  opinion. 
Nevertheless^  as  this  is  the  favourite  theme 
with  all  deolaimers  against  the  Corn-laws, 
who  delight  to  expatiate  upon  their  blight* 
ing  influence  on  commercial  and  manufao* 
turing  enterprise*  it  may  be  necessary  to 
go  a  little  deeper  into  this  part  of  the  ques* 
tion ;  and  in  doing  so,  I  am  aware  that  I 
shall  have  to  express  some  opinions  which 
do  not  quite  come  up  to  the  standard  of 
those  entertained  by  gentlemen,  for  whose 
judgement  in  these  matters,  I  feel  the  ut- 
most  respect  and  deference.  But,  although 
I  may  regard  my  own  opinion  under  such 
circumstances  with  diffidence  and  distrust* 
I  shall  not*  i  am  sure  be  expected  to  re- 
nounce the  conscientious  convictions  of  my 
own  judgment.  Gentlemen  who  attribute 
depression  of  trade  to  the  operation  of  the 
Corn-laws  assume  as  the  basis  of  theiy 
theoryt  that  commerce  is  a  simple  matter 
of  barter.  If  this  maxim  contemfdates 
money  as  a  commodity*  it  is  nothing  mora 
than  the  simple  enunciation  of  a  truism, 
that  the  party  from  whom  you  purchase, 
must  take  something  from  you  in  exchange, 
but  if  it  is  meant  to  imply  that  the  country 
from  which  you  purchase  com  or  any  othcor 
commodity  must  of  necessity  take  your 
goods*  or  any  thing  which  you  can  bcw^ 
spare  to  an  equivalent  amount  in  value 
then  I  question  the  proposition.  I  questioB 
it  not  only  as  irreconcilable  with  reason 
and  common  sense,  but  upon  the  authority 
of  facts.  Reason  and  common  sense*  sug- 
gest to  me  that  the  seller  will  require,  not* 
what  the  customer  can  best  spare*  or  is 
most  anxious  to  part  with ;  but  the  artide 
which  he  requiresi  be  it  money  or  any 
other  commodity.  This  view  of  the  matter 
is  alsoconfirmed  by  the  history  of  your  trade. 
It  appears  by  parliamentary  returns*  that 
in  ten  years  from  thirty-one  to  forty  in., 
elusive,  upwards  of  one-third  of  the  whole 
quantity  of  com  imported  into  England 
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froB  Pnnai,  sd  wbat  vm  tlie  ttite  i 
of  rcrjr  expnru  to  t^m?  eauxitrr  during  the 
wetub  ysTtaCr  The  Mkmt  rar^uzDHitirT 
retiin  diewt  iLm  Pz^hu  from  whidi  tou 
dnv  TQPur  ivgfst  ^'^V-T  ^  °°"^  ^  aboct 
tl^  wont  caiitMDer  tctj  L&re  in  Eampe. 
71^  re^KiQ  ii  fhmim-  ProKu  is  eameftlj 
Unit  ujrjQ  f'JtUfnztg  her  duoM-sdc  Ci&D'jfac- 
tvrt*,  «a-.  tLcr«f'.r»:.  frnf^n  jour  Rlrer 
Uid  ^jd  to  rour  gcicidft.  It  tnaj  lie  said. 
ti.*x  iB'jdt  c/  tLfc  dm  vlicb  i»  clipped 
fr^m  :]:«t  i0arjk  oi  Prusaa.  if  grown  in  the 
dML2o^i  of  H-i-4^  but  tli§  dot%  not  kDect 
ti«t  vg^jtbe^t,  b»amM:  we  find  that  the 
hnyjTA  frjfn  Husdk.  more  than  quadruple 
•fi  ThJ  *jt  the  amvjnt  of  our  export  trade  to 
thkt  crxjTitrr.  I  km  prepared  for  the  ex- 
IfjOiMXy/ii  hr  wlJch  it  will  he  atteispted  to 
Pfcw&'.ile  thete  facii  with  the  theof t.  We 
Khjui  ixf  douh;  he  told,  that  although  the 
diresct  xndt  maj  xKit  indicate  a  balance  uf 
ezfMrt«  fcgaimt  importi  with  regard  to  I 
eau.h  oouDtnr  re^xxtitelr;  nerenheless  I 
fpMdh  must  have  hten  lold  aomewhere  to 
pvr  for  the  c^m,  timber,  tallow,  &:c.  &c, 
wLich  we  purchaie  from  these  ooiintrie& 
S'«/w,  Sir,  it  strikes  me  that  there  is  a 
irreat  deal  of  wphistnr  in  this  argument. 
VVero  theie  gtiods  ioM  in  consequence  of 
your  dealingft  with  Russia  and  Prussia, 
and  vouid  thc-r  not  hare  been  sold  other- 
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crjrinection  between  thcae  transactions  or 
you  dij  nrX  prove  rour  theory .  The  two 
tnntatti'jns  may  be  concomitant,  but  totally 
indirpendcmt  of  each  other,  and  unless  you 
%\iew  that  ther  xtand  in  the  i elation  of 
catjv-  and  eflfoct  I  have  a  right  to  consi- 
der this  a  gratuitous  avumption  or  begging 
t  lj#r  q  ui^ion .  A  mxher  faTCKirite  argument 
aro'/ng  tlj«  enemies  of  the  Cnm-laws,  i&. 
that  unlew  y/u  purchase  from  foreigners  | 
wFat  th#7  lave  to  sell,  they  arc  not  able  to 
fb-aJ  with  you  for  your  manufacturt-s.  Tliis 
may  be  a  very  grjfjil  argument  where  there 
really  dor.-«  exist  a  ilesirc  to  procure  your 
gr^ids,  but  is  this  the  case  r  In  refcn-ncc 
Ut  rno«t  rfmtinfnital  natiuns,  it  is  now  wtll 
aMTfTtainfil  that  the  relurtancc  which  the\' 
f-xhibil  to  f-ziendirig  thfir  rommemal  deal- 
ings with  thi^  crmntry,  drx-s  not  uri«e  from 
their  inability  to  |iay  for  your  gooil.*,  but 
altngi.'ther  fmrn  a  vilicitudi*  on  their  part 
fiir  the  I'nnHirafTf'ment  and  dcvclcqmicnt  of 
their  riwn  manufaftiiring  induhtr)'.  They 
|ifiint  Ut  yotir  ex  ample  :iim1  tell  yiiu,  that  it 
was  under  a  pnitective  |MiIicy  yiiu  attaiiK'd 
In  your  ijnf|ucntioni'ii  Kupt.*nority  in  nia- 
uufariure^  arid  Imlr,  that  nTtain  |ieciili:ir 
advaotsfes  which  circumHtames  confer  upon 


Tox  in  the  rabott  ^■h'liiT  of  jour  diB 
may  enable  too  to  defr  waimrtiikm  m 
certain  bcmches  of  iiMnufarMne.  but  lint 
ihe  infact  state  a£  thesr  fTtyMif^*"******  n* 
qnires  mere  tender  nnxsng.  and  mcraoWy 
ther  tell  too.  that  ther  mold  xadier  tab 
council  frnn  the  example  of  tout  pnt  bb- 
tcfT  whLh  is  a  fact,  than  from  roar  piejiM 
adrire,  which  howerer  sincere  and  hoBcit 
is  but  a  theovT.  And  in  nliij;#iwii  ig 
tH»  pcIicT,  whether  lound  or  not,  noit 
CL-ntinental  nati£<ns  have  entrenched  tliev 
max^ets  behind  a  tariff  avowedlT  §at 
the  purpose  of  protecting  domeitac  ia. 
dusxrr.  It  is  these  tariffs  which  wiD 
prevent  tou  fran  foicing  ycur  goodf 
ecpecially  your  oottCQ  goods  into  thoK 
ooun tries,  whether  too  purchase  their  cecB 
or  not.  This  point  indeed  apemt  lo  be 
pretty  gmerally  conceded  on  the  other  side. 
It  is  generaUy  admitted  by  hon.  GcntkaeB 
that  ther  see  no  |H«pect  of  extending  the 
markets  on  the  continent  to  any  great  de- 
gree. But  then  they  tiiumphantly  turn  to 
America.  They  say  there  is  a  eountiy 
capable  of  supplying  all  your  wants,  and 
willing;  to  take  yinir  goods  in  exchange* 
This  L«  a  favorite  theme  with  the  whole 
party,  yet  strange  to  ay,  it  is  an  ■Tump- 
tion  in  the  teeth  of  incontrovertible  facl% 
as  I  will  presently  show.  In  the  aaeantkneb 
let  us  look  to  the  history  of  our  trade  with 
America  for  the  last  ten  ot  twrive  yeaiiL 
In  1S31  you  received  from  that  oountiy 
219,333,C281h9w  of  cotton  wool.  In  1840 
you  took  4$7.$56,r/>4lfas.  Wc  ahonU 
therefore  expect  to  find  that  during  that 
period,  there  had  been  something  like  a 
corresponding  increase  in  your  exportBi 
But  bow  stands  the  fact?  In  1831,  the 
value  of  Tour  exports  to  America  was 
9.0j:3,5>^3/.  In  1840  it  had  actually 
dwindled  to  5.*283,OJO/.,  ao  that  while 
your  import  of  the  single  article  of  cotton 
wool  had  siimcwhat  more  than  doubled  in 
ten  years,  her  purchast-s  from  you  have 
fallen  otT  nearly  tme-half  during  that  pe- 
riod. I  antiripte  the  answer  that  will  ba 
given  to  this  fact.  \Vc  shall  be  told  thai 
America  cunt rac ted  large  hion«  in  this 
country,  ami  that  riucli  of  her  exported  ooU 
ton  went  to  fulfil  her  money  engagements 
here,  but  the  House  will  at  once  perceive 
that  this  is  not  an  answer  to  the  argumenit 
but  only  a  fuller  statement  of  the  &ci» 
Amcriid  it  sivms  required  money  more 
than  an V  other  comintjditv  vou  could  send 
ht-r.  and  therefore  she  n  jectul  your  goods. 
The  tnith  i«,  even  thi&  young  nation  has 
an   ambition  to  become  a  manufacturing 
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country^  and  she  also  has  had  recourse  to 
the  nursing  agency  of  the  tariff*.  But^  say 
eentlemen  opposite^  these  tariffs  are  the 
miits  of  your  own  vicious  legislation.  They 
are  only  measures  of  retaliation  forced 
upon  foreigners  hy  your  restrictive  policy. 
Tliis  is  the  account  of  the  matter  which  is 
given  and  dwelt  upon  with  great  emphasis 
by  the  advocates  of  free-trade.  I  will  shew 
you,  however,  that  it  is  the  very  reverse  of 
the  truth.  I  will  offer  to  the  House  the 
history  of  this  American  tariff  from  the 
lips  of  the  statesman,  who  from  his  talents 
and  his  influence  in  the  American  cabinet 
mav  be  considered  as  the  author  of  it. 
These  are  the  words  of  Mr.  Webster, 

'^  Looking  as  we  all  do  to  our  industry  as 
the  means  of  livelihood  for  ourselves  and  our 
children,  can  we  consent  that  such  a  great  ob- 
ject as  the  protection  of  domestic  industry 
shall  be  identified  with  the  success  of  a  parti- 
cular party  rising  as  the  party  rises,  and  sink- 
ing to  the  grave  when  the  party  goes  down. 
It  is  a  public  national  question.  A  tarifif,  a 
sensible  and  moderate  tariff  should  be  in- 
wrought into  the  politics  of  all  parties,  because 
although  I  desire  the  success  of  the  Whig 
principles,  I  wish  to  take  a  bond  and  security 
for  the  protection  of  industry,  more  durable 
even  than  the  permanence  of  Whig  power. 
The  tariff  has  accomplished  much.  I  honor 
the  men  who  passed  it." 

I  trust  we  shall  hear  no  more  of  tariffs 
being  measures  of  retaliation.  I  think  I 
have  now  shown  that  the  history  of  your 
trade  does  not  prove  the  rule  contended 
for,  that  to  the  extent  you  buy  from  fo- 
T^gners  will  they  buy  from  you,  and 
moreover  that  the  special  circumstances  and 
policy  of  those  countries  from  which  you 
are  likely  to  draw  your  largest  supplies  of 
com,  render  it  almost  certain  that  they 
would  prefer  your  money  to  your  goods 
in  exchange,  and  that,  therefore,  the  aboli- 
tion of  the  corn-laws  would  not  give  that 
impulse  to  trade  which  has  been  predicted. 
I  should  be  most  happy  to  concur  in  any 
measure  of  Legislation  which  is  really 
calculated  to  revive  commerce;  but  I  do 
not  believe  that  the  present  depression  and 
the  consequent  distress  of  artizans  and  la- 
bourers is  the  effect  of  faulty  legislation, 
nor  have  1  heard  any  arguments  to  satisfy 
me  that  the  measures  proposed  are  adapted 
to  the  emergency.  It  has  been  stated  on 
high  authority  that  our  commercial  embar- 
rassments are  chiefly  ascribable  to  the  com- 
mercial and  fmancial  difliciilties  under 
which  America  has  been  for  some  time 
struggling,  and  it  cannot  be  doubted  that 
this  cause  has  had  considerable  influence 
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upon  our  trade ;  nevertheless,  it  is  my  firm 
conviction  that  the  present  painful  crisis  in 
manufacturing  prosperity  is  in  a  great  mea- 
sure to  be  attributed  to  the  indiscreet  exer- 
cise of  those  unlimited  powers  of  produc- 
tion with  which  our  elaborate  machinery 
furnishes  us.    This  opinion,  no  doubt,  will 
be  stigmatized  as  crude,  antiquated,   and 
unphilosophical.     Poor  philosophy  indeed 
has  much  to  answer  for.     Nevertheless,  I 
must  guard  myself  against  being  misunder- 
stood upon  the  point.     No  man  is  more 
deeply  impressed  with  a  due  sense  of  the 
immeasurable  benefits  which  this  country 
has  derived  from  the  mechanical  aids  of 
human  industry.     Machinery  I  believe  has 
contributed  essentially  to  make  us  the  great 
nation  we  now  are.     Looking  back  to  the 
tremendous  struggle  in    which    England 
was  engaged  towards  the  conclusion  of  the 
last,  and  the  beginning  of  the  present  cen- 
tury, and  the  almost  miraculous   success 
which  at  length  crowned  her  efforts,  it  does 
almost  seem  that  when  Providence  appointed 
this  country  to  the  high  mission  of  defending 
the  liberties  of  mankind  and  the  arts  of 
civilization  against  a  mighty  power  which 
then  threatened  to  sweep  them  all  from 
the  face  of  Europe,  she  at  the  same  time 
gave  her  machinery  and  steam-power  as  a 
means  of  magnifying  and  multiplying  the 
powers  of  the  few  millions  of  men  who  in- 
habited this  little  island,  to  render  them 
commensurate  to  the  task  allotted  to  them, 
and  to  enable  them  to  achieve  those  great 
triumphs  which  were  the  admiration  and 
the  astonishment  of  the  world,  and  by 
which  England  did  at  length  accomplish 
the  high  mission   to  which  she  had  been 
called.     But  let  us  not  deceive  ourselves. 
Does  it  follow  that  if  machinery  be  a  bless- 
ing, it  is  therefore  not  liable  to  abuse  }    Is 
there  a  blessing  upon  earth  which  may  not 
be  converted  into  a  curse  by  the  reckless 
cupidity  of  man  ?   The  elaborate  perfection 
of  our  machinery  has  entirely  changed  the 
principles  of  production,  so  that  manufac- 
tures have  become  more  the  product  of 
capital  than  of  human  labour,  and  being, 
therefore,  unrestrained  by  natural  checks, 
they  must  have  a  tendency  to  outrun  the  de- 
mand.    Machinery  must  for  a  time  give  a 
stimulus  to  employment,  but  the  day  will 
arrive  when,  by  the  facility  of  production 
which  it  affords,  it  will  have  overtaken  ^e 
wants  of  your  customers.     Then  comes  the 
pressure  on  the  labour  market,  and  the  dis- 
placement of  human  industry,  with  all  its 
frightful  consequences.     Have  we  not  been 
passing  through  one  of  these  crises?  Machi- 
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nery  and  its  incidents  I  feel.  Sir,  is  a  sub- 
ject too  large  for  the  grasp  of  my  mind. 
My  powers  enable  me  to  see  up  to  these 
difficulties,  but  not  through  them.  I  as- 
pire only  to  be  classed  amongst  those  who 

''  *  With  modest  doubt  assign  each  likely  cause, 
«  <  But  dare  to  dictate  no  decisive  laws/ 

The  influence  of  machinery,  and  the 
gigantic  establishments  which  it  leads 
to,  upon  society  and  upon  social  in- 
stitutions—  its  tendency  to  cause  the  nc 
cumulation  of  large  masses  of  men  en> 
tirely  dc|)cndcnt  upon  labour,  without 
carrying  along  with  it  a  guarantee  for 
their  future  employment — its  tendency  to 
substitute  infant  for  adult  labour,  thereby 
subverting  the  order  of  nature  and  sapping 
the  foundations  of  social  improvement — 
these  are  questions  to  task  the  highest  fa- 
culties of  the  master  mind  which  now  pre- 
sides over  the  destinies  of  this  nati(m,  and 
may  God  direct  his  efforts  to  deal  with  them 
succi^ssfully.  Another  question  not  imme- 
diately connected  with  the  subject  before 
the  House,  has  been  so  frequently  mixed 
up  with  debates  on  the  Corn-laws,  tliat  1 
shall  make  no  apology  for  slightly  glancing 
at  it.  Government  are  taunted  with  having 
excluded  the  article  of  sugar  from  the  re- 
ductions of  their  tariff,  and  arc  loudly 
called  upon  for  the  free  admission  of  foreign 
sugars.  Do  Cientlcmen  opposite  foreet  that 
the  sugar  of  Cuba  and  Brazils  which  they 
so  clamourously  plead  for,  are  the  produce 
of  slave  labour !  In  the  name  of  consistency 
what  has  become  of  those  high  principles 
which  forced  the  abolition  of  slavery  in  our 
own  colonics  but  a  few  years  ago?  It  is 
really  difficult  to  believe  that  this  proposi- 
tion for  the  encouragement  of  jilavery 
comes  from  the  same  party  who  were  so 
im|H)rtunatc  to  wiiic  away  the  stain  of 
slave  holding  coute  qui  coute.  What  has 
become  of  the  red-hot  zeal  which  then 
drove  on  the  emancipation  at  every  risk 
and  at  every  sacrifice  ?  It  was  only  by  an 
appeal  to  the  best  sympathies  of  our  nature 
that  the  nation  was  brought  to  acquiesce  in 
the  large  pecuniary  grant,  and  the  unpre- 
rediMitcd  invasi<m  ofthc  rights  of  private 
property  which  that  measure  involved.  It 
was  because  they  were  brought  to  (xinsider 
it  a  tribute  due  to  justice  and  humanity 
that  thry  sanctioned  it.  Are  these  moral 
obligutiims  less  strong  upcm  us  now? 
Where  is  the  moral  difference  between 
practising  crime  ourselveii,  if  it  lie  so,  and 
pnimtiting  and  enri»uniging  the  practice  of 
it  in  othfpi?  I  shull  not  at  this  time  oc- 
I  iipv  the  House  by  going  into  a  considera- 


tion of  the  diiistious  effects  of  this  mea- 
sure upon  the  property  which  is  affected  bj 
it.  I  cannot,  however,  help  calling  the 
attention  of  the  House  to  the  exeraplaiy 
patience  with  which  the  West  India  pro* 
prietors  have  borne  their  reverses,  I  be- 
lieve this  may  in  a  great  measure  be  attri- 
buted to  a  persuasion  on  their  part  that 
the  Legislature  were  actuated  by  high 
moral  principle  in  decreeing  the  emancipe* 
tion  of  the  slaves ;  but  how  must  that  body 
feel,  and  how  will  the  virtuous  part  of  thu 
nation  feel,  if  they  now  see  that  the  Le- 
gislature having  annihilated  one  half  of 
the  value  of  this  once  valuable  property  on 
the  plea  of  humanity,  turns  round  and 
annihilates  the  other  half  in  defiance  and 
despite  of  the  same  plea.  Is  not  this  gnm 
ii\justice  ?  Is  it  not  worse  ?  Is  it  not  a 
mockery  of  virtue  ?  It  was  gratifying  to 
mark  the  approbation  with  which  the  right 
hon.  Baronet's  manly  declaration  in  a  former 
debate  in  indication  of  consistency  and 
principle,  was  received  by  this  House  ;  and 
I  will  venture  to  say,  that  it  has  been 
warmly  responded  to  by  the  moral  feeting 
of  the  nation  at  large.  The  right  hon. 
Baronet  said,— - 

"  He  did  not  think  it  right  to  give  free  ad- 
mission to  foreign  sugar,  without  reference  to 
the  consideration  whether  or  not  it  was  the 
produce  of  slave  labour,  lie  stated  this 
opinion  in  opposition  ;  he  stated  it  last  year 
and  he  entertained  it  still.  We  ought  to  show 
to  the  world  that  we  will  not  relax,  for  any 
pecuniary  advantage  to  ourselves,  those  prin* 
ciples  which  we  have  hitherto  maiotained  with 
regard  to  slavery." 

The  right  hon.  Baronet  added — 

'*  I  think  it  would  abate  our  moral  inflnence 
if,  for  the  sake  of  a  free-trade  in  sugar,  we 
were  tightly  to  abandon  our  former  princi* 
pies." 

If  so  humble  an  individual  may  presume 
to  offer  a  word  of  encouragement  to  the 
First  Minister  of  this  nation,  I  would  ven- 
ture to  say  that  the  statesman  who  has  the 
courage  and  the  virtue  to  rise  above  mere 
financial  considerations  of  pounds,  shillinn^ 
and  pence,  to  vindicate  the  morality  of  hii 
measures,  may  not  cmly  confidently  reckon 
u|)(m  the  support  of  the  best  part  of  the 
nation,  but  he  may  humbly  hope  for  that 
blessing  without  which  the  cunning  of  man 
is  but  empty  vanity.  I  will  conclude  by 
rcwling,  as  a  warning  to  the  House,  a  fear 
remarks  of  the  great  a|Mistle  cif  free  trade— 
.A<tani  Smith.  S|ieuking  of  roromercial 
nuusurrs  (if  legislation,  recommended  by 
nia>ter   manufoi'turert  and  men*luinls«  he 
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tween  the  prosperity  of  trade  and  that  of 
agriculture.  The  hon.  Gentleman  who 
had  just  spoken  ought  in  consistency  to 
meet  the  motion  with  a  direct  negative, 
because  it  was  one  for  nothing  less  than 
total  repeal  of  the  Goro*laws,  He  ad- 
mitted that  the  Corn-law  raised  the  price 
of  food,  but  denied  that  it  had  caused, 
greater  fluctuations  than  in  other  countries. 
He  believed  if  the  Corn- laws  were  repealed 
tq-roorrow,  it  would  not  improve  our  com- 
mercial relations  with  the  United  States, 
France,  or  Prussia.  Those  countries  had 
an  increasing  population  to  provide  for. 
They  had  seen  this  country  flourish  under 
the  system  of  protection,  and  they  in- 
tended to  proceed  in  the  same  course. 
Our  tariffs  had  been  reduced  last  year, 
but  instead  of  meeting  with  a  correspond- 
ing reduction  from  foreigners,  the  con- 
trary had  occurred.  He  contended  that 
manufacturers  possessed  advantages  in 
their  coal,  iron,  and  capital  which  agricul- 
turists did  not,  and  he  asserted  that  the 
land  bore  heavier  burthens  than  manu- 
factures, and  paid  a  much  larger  propor- 
tion of  the  poor-rates,  and  highway-rales. 
For  this  allegation  he  had  the  authority 
of  the  last  edition  of  Adam  Smith  bv  Mr. 
M'Culloch.  He  must  express  his  as- 
tonishment at  the  manner  in  which  the 
members  of  the  Anti*Gorn*law  League 
had  proceeded  in  forvarding  their  views, 
and  as  this  motion  was  brought  forward 
in  concert  with  them,  he  should  give  it  a 
direct  negative. 

Mr,  Aldam  said,  much  had  been  heard 
during  the  course  of  the  debate  of  the 
distress  of  the  farmers,  and,  he  believed, 
without  exaggeration—but  this  very  dis- 
tress was  the  effect  of  the  Corn-laws, 
which,  by  maintaining  the  price  of  corn 
unnaturally  high,  had  caused  an  excessive 
production.  Under  this  prices  were  now 
depressed.  A  series  of  years  had  expired 
characterised  by  deficient  harvests,  high 
prices  and  commercial  disaster.  If  they 
could  judge  from  the  experience  of  the 
last  twenty  years,  they  might  now  expect 
soine  years  of  abundance  and  low  prices, 
in  whh^h  the  farmer  must  be  a  severe  suf- 
ferer ;  but  1tad  the  deficiency  of  past  years 
been  supplied  from  abroad,  prices  would 
have  beien  moderate;  the  farmer  would 
not  have  extended  his  growth,  and  when 
years  of  abundance  came,  he  would  have 
benefitted  by  them,  instead  of  feeling  them 
as  at  present,  a  misfortune.  Suppose  that 
lurers  Ihemadvea  of  the  connection  be- 1  th^y  should  have  the  same  recurrence  of 
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'*  The  proposal  of  any  new  law  or  regulation 
of  commerce  which  comes  from  this  order  ought 
always  to  be  listened  to  with  great  precaution 
and  ought  never  to  be  adopted  till  aner  having 
been  long  considered^  not  only  with  the  most 
scrupulous  but  with  the  most  suspicious  at- 
tention. It  comes  from  an  order  of  men  whose 
interest  is  never  exactly  the  same  with  that  of 
the  publio." 

The  concluding  remark  (Mr.  Hampden 
observed)  was  more  severe,  and  he  did  not 
adopt  it.  IJJries  of  "  Read  on,  read  on.""| 
If  the  House  wished  it  he  would  do  so. — 

''  It  comes  from  an  order  of  men  who  have 
generally  an  interest  to  deceive,  and  even  to 
oppress,  the  public,  and  who,  accordingly,  on 
many  occasions  have  both  deceived  and  op- 
pressed them. 

Mr.  James  did  not   approve    of  the 

E resent  sliding- scale,  the  evils  of  which 
ad  been  so  fully  demonstrated,  that  it 
was  unnecessary  for  him  to  detain  the 
House  by  discussing  it.  He  wished,  how- 
ever, to  mention  one  fact,  that  a  great 
part,  indeed  nearly  the  whole  of  his  agri- 
enltural  constituents,  had  repudiated  the 
system  of  the  sliding-scale,  and  were  pre- 
pared for  a  change,  finding  that  that  sys- 
tem bad  b^eo  of  no  value  to  them.  He 
coqld  not  vote  for  the  motion  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Wolverhampton,  because  it 
would  he  tantamount  to  a  total  and  im* 
mediate  repeal  of  the  Gorn«iaws,  to  which 
eitreo^ity  he  wa^  not  prepafed  to  go.  He 
was,  however,  prepared  to  vote  fpr  the 
proposition  made  by  the  noble  Lord,  for 
a  fixed  duty  of  ds.  or  As.  lie  would  be 
satisfied  with  that  as  a  good  compromise 
between  the  two  extreme  parties  upon 
ibis  subject.  Under  these  circumstances, 
it  appeared  to  him  that  he  had  no  alter- 
native, but  must  abstain  from  voting  alto- 
gether. He  could  not  go  along  with  the 
hon.  Member  for  Wolverhampton  for  total 
repeal,  nor  could  he  approve  of  the 
sliding-scale  of  the  Gaveinment« 

Captain  Gladstone  must  vote  against 
the  motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  WoU 
verhampton.  He  denied  that  the  landed 
gentry  were  so  imbued  with  prejudice 
and  ignorance  as  had  been  stated,  that 
arguments  had  no  effect  upon  them.  It 
had  been  alleged  against  them  also  that 
they  supported  the  Corn-laws  to  l^eep  up 
their  rents,  and  that  they  had  no  feeling 
of  sympathy  with  the  manufacturers^  but 
he  believed  that  the  landed  proprietors 
were  as  well  convinced  as  the  manufac- 
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seasons  as  before ;  that  they  were  now 
at  the  commencement  of  years  of  plen- 
tiful harvests,  as  in  1832;  and  (hat  after 
these  were  to  recur  such  a  series  of  vears 
of  scarcity  as  commenced  in  1838;  the 
same  fearful  distress  must  recur  from  the 
same  causes ;  attribute  what  they  would 
to  deranp^ement  of  currency,  or  over-pro- 
duction, he  believed  that  the  price  of  food, 
and  succession  of  harvests,  was  the  funda- 
mental circumstance  which  in  a  great 
measure,  determined  (he  prosperity  or  de- 
pression of  the  trade  of  this  country— if 
the  years  of  scarcity  recurred,  they  should 
have  the  same  commercial  disaster.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite  would  say  no,  the  Corn- 
law  had  been  changed,  prices  could  not 
rise  to  the  same  height  as  formerly ;  but 
he  believed  it  would  be  found  not  to  be 
so ;  that  prices  would  rise  as  high,  or 
nearly  so,  under  the  new,  as  under  the 
old  law;  for,  should  there  be  no  demand 
from  England  for  several  years  successively 
other  countries  would  cease  to  grow  for 
the  English  market,  and  when  com  was 
wanted  it  could  only  be  procurred  at  ex- 
cessive prices.  In  spite  of  the  amended 
law  he  believed  the  same  fearful  alterna- 
tions of  prosperous  and  adverse  circum- 
stances would  occur,  and  this  because  by 
refusing  to  give  the  foreign  farmer  a  fair 
chance  wi(h  his  English  competitor,  and 
by  excluding  him  frequently  altogether, 
he  could  not  calculate  upon  our  demand. 
It  was  this  that  caused  a  large  manufac- 
turing population  to  be  dangerous — that 
they  had  been  exposed  decennially,  for 
the  last  thirty  years,  to  four  or  five  years 
of  distress  and  starvation ;  but  were  the 
trade  in  corn  thrown  open,  had  the  foreinrn 
farmer  always  free  access  to  our  markets, 
they  would  never  lack  a  supply  of  gruin 
at  a  reasonable  price ;  and  these  violent 
fluctuations,  dangerous  to  the  peace  of  the 
country,  to  the  very  existence  of  society, 
would  be  heard  of  no  mure,  or  at  least  be 
much  mitigated  in  their  extent.  It  was 
very  unwise  to  leave  out  of  consideration 
the  interests  of  the  foreign  farmer.  Should 
he  be  excluded  for  the  next  four  or  five 
Y«'ais  from  the  Biilish  market,  he  would 
be  in  this  situation -that  having  grown 
conoid*  rahle  r|uantitirs  of  corn  for  our 
supply,  rncouragrd  by  the  rrgtdarity  of 
our  demand  for  (he  last  five  years,  he 
would  find  it  thrown  u|K)n  his  hands,  and 
prices  ruinously  depressed.  Finding  (he 
trade  wi(h  Kn^lund  at(enfled  with  such  se- 
rious inconvenienre,  he  would  become  an 


advocate  of  protection  to  home  induttr 
and  promote  domestic  manufactures  forth 
purpose  of  raising  up  a  market  on  which 
he  could  depend.  There,  was  a  case  of 
great  importance  at  the  present  moment^ 
to  which  these  considerations  ought  to  be 
applied.  The  case  of  the  states  of  North- 
crn  Germany  not  included  in  the  ZoHvereiD 
— of  Hanover,  Oldenburgh,  and  Magde- 
burgh.  The  tariff  of  these  states  wu 
much  more  favourable  than  was  that  of  the 
German  League,  which  was  of  importancet 
not  merely  from  the  magnitude  of  the 
market  they  afforded  for  English  goods, 
but  also  because,  from  the  extent  and 
nature  of  the  frontier  which  separated 
them  from  the  territories  of  the  league 
it  would  be  difficult  for  that  league  to 
establish  a  much  higher  scale  of  duties. 
But  these  northern  states  were  now  hesU 
tating  whether  to  join  the  league;  end 
should  they  be  excluded  from  England 
for  some  years  in  the  disposal  of  their 
grain,  they  would  join  the  League  in  order 
to  gain  an  advantageous  market  for  their 
produce  ;  but  were  England  to  trade  with 
them  on  fair  terms,  she  could  at  once 
take  their  grain,  and  furnish  them  with 
manufactures  more  to  their  advantage. 
He  believed  it  to  be  of  the  greatest  im- 
portance, under  the  present  circumstancei 
of  America,  to  afford  that  country  an  ad- 
vantageous market  for  her  grain.  Ht 
believed  that  great  country  to  be  now  in 
a  crisis  of  her  commercial  history,  and 
that  upon  the  course  she  adopted  at  pre- 
sent would  depend  whether  her  ports  re- 
mained open  to  the  commerce  of  the  world, 
or  following  the  example  of  France,  con- 
fined her  trade  mainly  to  the  intercourae 
of  her  provinces  with  each  other.  Frenct 
was  an  instance  of  a  country  which  having 
commenced  the  protective  system,  found 
it  necessary  to  act  more  and  more  com- 
pletely upon  its  principle,  until  at  laaC 
she  liecame  useless  to  the  commerce  of 
the  countries  which  surround  her.  Ame- 
rica had  the  means  of  acting  on  the  pro* 
tective  system  to  a  greater  extent,  and 
with  much  less  inconvenience  to  herself, 
thiin  France,  or  than  any  other  country  in 
the  world.  Hanging  from  the  colder  regions 
of  the  temperate  zone  to  (he  verge  of  the 
tropics,  she  had  every  desciiption  of  cli- 
mate ;  she  had  a  great  variety  of  soils  in 
her  vast  area,  and  unparalleled  means  of 
intercommunication  between  her  difTefent 
parts,  she  had  an  ample  store  of  minerals 
advantageously  situated ;  she  seemed  lo 
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possess  every  requisite  fora  manufQCturing 
as  well  asforan  agricultural  country.  There 
was  only  oue  means  of  averting  the  on- 
ward course  of  America  towards  protec- 
tion ;  and  that  was  by  taking  the  corn  of 
the  farmers  of  the  west ;  at  present  they 
were  favourable  to  protection.  They 
wished  to  raise  markets  for  the  disposal  of 
their  produce  by  encouraging  the  esta- 
blishment of  manufactures;  they  preferred 
dear  manufactures,  and  some  money  to 
purchase  with,  drawn  from  the  sale  of 
their  produce^  to  cheap  manufactures, 
without  the  means  of  buying  them ;  but 
those  farmers  of  the  west  ecu  id  turn  the 
scale.  Were  they  to  be  brought  over  to 
the  support  of  free-trade,  the  United 
States  would  cease  to  act  upon  her  present 
protective  system,  and  the  American  trade 
would  revive.  Let  England  persist  in  her 
present  course,  and  America  would  act 
progressively  more  and  more  upon  pro- 
tective principles,  until  the  period  would 
come,  in  a  very  few  years,  when  she  would 
be  of  little  more  use  than  any  of  those 
European  states  with  which  they  were 
now  carrying  on  a  languishing  and  uncer- 
tain intercourse.  Should  the  Government 
have  decided  upon  maintaining  the  Corn- 
laws  as  they  were,  in  the  face  of  the  great 
inconvenience  add  danger  of  such  a 
course,  she  has  yet  the  means  of  showing  a 
disposition  to  extend  the  trade  with  Ame- 
rica, without  aflfecting  the  corn-trade  in  Eu- 
rope. Of  the  several  descriptions  of  grain 
grown  in  America,  the  principal  in  quan- 
tity produced  was  Indian  corn  or  maize. 
It  appeared,  by  an  estimate  which  had 
been  laid  before  Congress,  that  the  total 
produce  of  maize  of  all  the  states  in  the 
year  1842,  was  442,000,000  bushels,  or 
about  55,000,000  quarters;  which  was 
more  than  all  the  grain  of  every  kind 
yearly  grown  in  this  country.  The  wheat 
grown  in  the  United  States  last  year 
amounted  to  12,800,000  quarters ;  and 
the  aggregate  of  all  grain,  exclusively  of 
Indian  corn,  was  about  36,000,000  quar- 
ters. This  showed  the  vast  importance  of 
maize  in  America.  In  Europe  it  was  of 
less  importance.  In  the  great  grain  grow- 
ing countries  from  which  England  was 
principally  supplied  with  wheat,  he  be- 
lieved little  or  none  was  produced ;  and 
in  the  Papal  states  it  appeared,  from  Mr. 
M'Cullocas  papers,  on  the  trade  of  Italy, 
lately  presented  to  the  House,  that  the 
quantity  of  maize  was  only  one-half  that 
of  wheat.    He  beliered  that  if  the  free 


importation  of  maize  were  permitted  none 
could  be  procured  except  from  America, 
and  that  a  trade  might  gradually  grow  up 
with  America  in  this  species  of  grain 
which  would  become  extensive  ;  and  that 
any  relaxation  would  be  important  at  this 
moment,  as  showing  a  disposition  to  favour 
the  trade  with  that  great  and  increasing 
country.  He  differed  in  some  respects 
from  the  views  of  political  economy  which 
had  been  expressed  by  hon.  Gentlemen 
on  that  side  of  the  House.  He  did  not 
think  the  maxim  in  all  cases  true  which 
had  been  put  forword — **  Take  care  of 
your  imports,  and  your  exports  will  take 
care  of  themselves."  He  thought  it  was 
possible  for  a  country  to  suffer  by  giving 
too  great  facilities  of  import,  when  her  pro- 
ducts were  excluded  from  other  markets. 
He  believed  that  commercial  treaties  might 
be  advantageons  if  it  were  possible  to  pro- 
cure them ;  but  he  did  not  believe  that  Eng- 
land would  be  in  any  danger  from  opening 
her  ports,  he  thought  it  probable  that  Russia 
might  send  her  corn  and  refuse  to  take 
British  manufactures;  but  he  thought 
there  would  be  no  difficulty  in  paying  her 
with  the  produce  of  Brazil  and  India;  he 
thought  the  corn  of  the  continent  would 
be  largely  paid  for  in  sugar ;  there  had 
been  an  over-production  of  that  most  va- 
luable article  of  commerce.  Cuba  and 
Brazil  were  suffering  under  unremunerat- 
ing  prices,  and  an  extension  of  the  con- 
sumption on  the  continent  would  enable 
them  to  take  more  of  our  manufactures. 
He  thought  English  trade  capable  of  great 
extension,  upon  the  basis  of  an  increased 
use  of  sugar ;  for,  were  the  consumption 
of  Russia  proportioned  to  that  of  England, 
she  would  import  sugar  to  the  value  of 
10,000,000/.,  at  the  present  value  of  Bra- 
zilian sugar,  which  was  more  than  two- 
thirds  of  her  present  total  imports;  but  to 
enable  her  to  make  this  increase,  she  must 
acquire  the  means  of  exporting  the  only 
description  of  article  she  was  able  to  ex- 
port^ agricultural  produce.  He  thought 
the  growth  of  the  use  of  sugar  on  the  con- 
tinent furnished  the  most  cheering  pros- 
pect of  the  increase  of  British  trade,  for 
sugar  must  be  supplied  by  countries,  in 
the  markets  of  which  England  can  com- 
pete successfully  with  the  world.  As  to 
commercial  treaties,  he  feared  experience 
was  much  against  their  utility ;  other 
countries  would  not  make  concessions 
without  knowing  the  extent  of  advantage 
to  be  gained.    He  thought  the  better  plan 
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was  to  make  ibe  reductions  contemplated 
at  once;  to  show  the  country  benefitting 
by  them  the  extent  of  her  gain ;  to  urge 
corresponding  advantages  for  this  country; 
and  then,  should  all  concession  be  refused, 
and  should  it  be  found  that  little  advan- 
tage accrued  to  England  by  the  augmented 
trade,  to  threaten  to  recall  the  reductions 
made ;  should  this  fail  to  extort  fair  terms, 
then  to  execute  the  threat.  He  thought 
that  this  course  might  be  pursued  in  the 
case  of  corn ;  let  the  countries  of  the 
world  experience  the  benefit  of  the  Eng- 
lish markets — let  them  propose,  after  a 
sufficient  interval,  corresponding  advan- 
tages to  English  trade :  should  these  be 
refused,  and  should  the  imports  of  com 
from  any  country  tend  to  derange  the 
currency,  by  a  great  and  varying  excess 
of  ex  ports  to  England  over  imports  from 
it,  then  let  such  restrictions  be  imposed  on 
the  trade  of  that  country  as  the  case  may 
require.  By  commercial  treaties,  he  feared, 
it  was  hopeless  to  effect  anything,  but  by 
a  proceeding  of  this  kind,  they  might  suc- 
ceed in  again  opening  the  markets  of  the 
world  to  British  manufactures.  There 
was  no  danger  to  the  currency.  The  ex- 
ports had  lately  exceeded  the  imports,  and 
a  vast  supply  of  gold  had  flowed  into  the 
country  and  was  lying  useless  in  the  coffers 
of  the  bank.  The  staple  trade  of  the 
bfirou^h  he  represented,  the  manufacture 
nf  woollens  was  suficring  a  progressive 
decrease,  the  import  of  sheep's  wool  in 
IH4I  had  been  5(),123,000lbs. ;  in  1842, 
it  had  fallen  to  45,83n,000lbs.,  the  quan- 
tity  taken  for  consumptiou  had  fallen  from 
.5:M 30,0001bs.  to  44,Gll,0001bs.,  which 
wnn  less  than  the  consumption  of  any  year 
since  1837,  while  by  a  table  which  had 
been  published  by  Mr.  Bischoff,  the  author 
of  an  able  treatise  on  the  woollen  trade,  it 
np{>eared  that  the  export  of  cloths  had 
fit  lien  progressively  from  392,854  pieces 
in  )H31),  a  year  of  small  export,  to 
l'n/)75  in  1 842.  In  coatings  the  decrease 
111!*  been  from  2/>,025  pieces  in  183*),  to 
8,  t:n  in  18  12,  while  in  four  other  items, 
a  largo  decrease  had  uNo  taken  place.  It 
WHS  to  \h2  feared  that  the  loss  uf  the  whole 
t'Nport  trade  in  woollen  cloths  could  hardly 
he  aver!e<J,  and  yet  Oovcrnnieiit  retained 
import  <luties  on  the  raw  material  of  the 
nnnufacture.  In  conclusion,  he  asserted 
that  the  Corn-l.iw  was  the  cause  of  great 
and  dangerouft  distrust  of  the  (lOTcrnment 
ill  the  manufacturing  districts ;  it  was 
viewed  ai  a  law  maintained  by  the  aristo- 


cracy for  their  own  printte  intereit,  thoMh 
opposed  to  the  public  gocMi ;  it  was  m 
cause  of  extreme  opinions ;  and  the  arg«« 
ment  most  successfully  used  by  the  advo- 
cates of  extensive  changes  in  the  ConatiCa- 
tion.  He  believed  that  the  stability  <tf 
society  would  be  endangered  by  pefsistiaf 
much  longer  in  maintaining  them. 

Mr.  Benett  considered  the  present  md^ 
tion  to  be  in  effect  a  motion  for  the  loial 
repeal  of  the  Corn-laws.  That  being  thfe 
proposition,  it  was  incumbent  on  those 
who  supported  it  to  show  that  the  people 
of  this  country  employed  in  agricaltani 
could  live  as  cheaply  as  persons  engaged 
in  the  same  pursuit  on  the  continent.  If 
this  could  not  te  shown,  then  free-trada 
in  corn  would  be  an  injustice  to  the  Eng- 
lish farmer.  The  people  of  this  ooantfj 
could  not  live  so  cheaply  as  in  other  coun- 
tries, because  the  taxes  were  heafier;  and 
the  taxes  were  heavier  because  the  people  af 
this  country  had  to  pay  a  great  amoontoa 
account  of  the  national  debt.  This  av3 
was  aggravated  by  the  change  in  the  sjatsM 
of  currency,  by  the  bill  of  1819,  and  iha 
country  was  now  suflfering  from  the  altars 
ation  which  that  measure  effected  in  oar 
monetary  system.  Before  the  conalry 
could  be  in  a  right  condition,  some  gieat 
measure  must  be  adopts.  If  they  waia 
not  disposed  to  attack  the  monetary  systesi 
which  they  had  so  unwisely  estaMishad, 
then  they  must  do  some  other  **  great 
thing"  before  they  could  have  free-trade. 
Were  they  unwilling  to  subscribe  their 
property  to  pay  off  the  national  deblf 
That  was  a  great  measure,  no  donbt.  Bat 
the  debt  was  a  mortgage,  which  they  vara 
bound  to  pay.  Had  they  courage  enough 
to  seize  upon  the  property  of  the  country, 
and  pay  off  that  debt?  He  knew  ih^ 
had  not.  Then  were  they  inclined  la 
abolish  all  other  taxes  and  adopt  a  pea- 
perty  and  income-tax  ?  Would  they  M- 
low  out  the  income-tax  which  the  riglii 
hon.  Baronet  had  introduced  ?  He  was 
ready  for  that,  and  he  thought  it  was  the 
only  honest  and  prudent  mode  of  raisiaga 
revenue  for  the  country.  Why  should 
the  right  hon.  Bsronet  continue  the 
perty-tax  which  he  had  established, 
which  he  (Mr.  Benett)  had  no  conceplioo 
would  ever  be  repealed.  Why  not  repeal 
the  malt -tax  and  substitute  a  piopcny- 
tax  ?  That  would  be  a  bold  measurs ; 
but  not  too  l>old  for  the  right  hon.  Baioasi, 
since  he  had  the  power  of  carryiag  JL 
Let  sach  measures  ha  adopted^  aod  ihei 
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thif  couDtry  would  be  put  on  an  equal 
footinfi;  with  other  countries  with  respect 
to  prices,  and  that  being  effected,  he,  for 
one,  should  not  object  to  free-trade.  But 
what  would  be  the  effect  of  an  immediate 
repeal  of  the  Corn-laws  ?  The  first  effect 
would  be  the  transfer  of  the  property  in 
land  from  Us  present  owners  into  the 
hands  of  their  money  creditors.  He  did 
not  speak  of  marriage  settlements,  which 
was  a  question  between  relatives— fathers, 
sons,  and  daughters— ^though  even  in  that 
respect,  great  changes  of  property  would 
be  effected,  and  property  would  be  trans- 
ferred from  one  branch  of  the  family  to 
another.  But  when  a  roan  mortgaged  his 
estate,  he  did  so  upon  the  faith  of  the  law 
as  it  stood,  and  upon  the  belief  that  the 
British  Legislature  would  never  do  any- 
thing that  was  unjust.  But  by  the  change 
of  the  law,  the  mortgager's  interest  would 
be  destroyed— the  interest  could  not  be 
realised,  the  mortgagee  would  foreclose, 
and  the  property  would  be  transferred  to 
other  hands.  Would  that  be  just  on  the 
part  of  the  British  Legislature?  Much 
had  been  said  with  respect  to  compensa- 
tion should  this  Corn-law  be  repealed. 
He  would  state  what  were  the  classes  to 
whom  that  compensation  would  be  due. 
First,  the  landlords — they  would  not  ob- 
tain their  rents.  Next,  the  farmers.  It 
was  true  great  pains  had  been  taken  by 
travelling  orators  to  deceive  the  farmers, 
and  to  persuade  them  that  their  landlords 
could  afford  them  relief  by  reducing  their 
rents.  But  before  any  such  relief  could 
be  obtained,  the  farmer  roust  sell  off  his 
stock,  and  reduce  himself  to  a  state  of 
destitution.  Upon  the  faith  of  Parliament, 
the  farmer  had  stocked  his  farm,  say  to 
the  value  of  7,000/.  Let  the  Corn- law  be 
repealed,  and  the  value  of  that  7,000/. 
stock  would  be  at  once  reduced  to  4,000/. 
But,  said  the  Anti-Corn-law  advocates, 
this  would  be  compensated  by  the  reduc- 
tion of  rent;  that  was  a  fallacy.  The 
landlords  would  not  reduce  their  rents 
until  they  were  driven  to  do  it  as  a  matter 
of  necessity.  There  was  another  injured 
class— the  labourers.  The  farmers  would 
always  act  upon  your  own  maxim—'*  buy 
in  the  cheapest,  and  sell  in  the  dearest 
market,'*  and  if  the  labourers  were  abun- 
dant, wages  must  be  low.  This  would  be 
the  effect  of  repealing  the  Corn-law.  But 
there  were  other  classes  that  would  be 
affected  by  this  change.  It  should  never 
be  fi^gottcn  that  the  national  debt  was 


chiefly  contracted  by  money  borrowed  in 
a  paper  currency.  But  by  a  sudden  repeal 
of  the  Corn-law  you  would  deprive  persons 
of  the  power  ro  pay  the  interest  of  the 
debt.  It  was  impossible  they  could  main-* 
tain  their  present  standard  of  value  if  they 
repealed  the  Corn-law  ;  and  unless  some 
other  great  act  were  done  by  the  Legisla- 
ture, the  fundholder  must  inevitably  lose 
his  interest.  He  was,  in  principle,  a  free 
trader ;  and  all  he  wished  was  to  see  this 
country  placed  upoti  such  a  fooling,  that 
the  manufacturers  and  merchants  of  this 
country  might  be  able  to  exchange  freely 
their  commodities  for  those  of  other  coun- 
tries. But  he  would  not  do  as  Gentlemen 
opposite  wished  to  do — put  the  cart  before 
the  horse.  Although  he  wished  to  see 
free- trade,  he  did  not  desire  to  have  one 
interest  sacrificed  for  the  sake  of  the  restt 
He  entreated  the  Government  to  take  up 
the  whole  question  in  a  manner  more 
worthy  of  the  dignity  of  this  great  country, 
and  more  consonant  to  that  justice  which 
was  due  to  the  greatest  interests  of  the 
State. 

Mr.  Hume  was  quite  satisfied  that  his 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Wilts  did  not 
mean  to  rob  one  party  for  the  sake  of 
enriching  another;  but  his  argument  in 
favour  of  upholding  the  Corn-law,  if  suc- 
cessful, would  inevitably  produce  that  re- 
sult. He  was  convinced  that  the  country 
was  hastening  fast  to  ruin,  unless  some 
steps  were  immediately  taken  to  stay  the 
downward  prc^gress.  It  was  the  duty  of 
the  Government  to  watch  over  the  various 
interests  of  the  State,  and  to  adopt  a  course 
calculated  to  avert  the  impending  evil. 
The  right  hon.  Baronet  began  a  new  course 
last  year ;  he  had  so  far  propounded  and 
acted  upon  sound  principles  ;  but  why 
were  not  those  sound  principles  to  be  car- 
ried further,  and  to  be  carried  out?  From 
month  to  month  distress  had  increased, 
and  difficulties  had  multiplied,  and  was  it 
fit  for  those  who  had  the  direction  of  af- 
fairs to  remain  quietly  at  their  posts,  to 
observe  the  progress  of  calamity,  and  to 
make  no  attempt  at  relief?  He  wished 
to  place  before  the  House  the  real  state  of 
the  country,  to  which  sufficient  regsrd  had 
not  been  yet  paid.  No  branch  of  trade 
was  conducted  so  ill  and  so  irregularly  as 
the  trade  in  corn.  By  a  paper  on  the 
Table  it  appeared,  that  there  were  no 
fewer  than  forty  acts  of  Parliament  to 
regulate  the  import,  and  thirty-four  acts 
to  regulate  the  export  of  grain.    All  these 
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were  varied  and  contradictory  in  their 
provisions,  as  might  well  be  expected  from 
the  fact,  that  they  were  based  upon  no 
established  or  intelligible  principle.  They 
had  been  passed  by  the  country  Gentle- 
men from  time  to  time  to  answer  temporary 
purposes,  and  he  appealed  to  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  whether  the  object  of  the 
landed  interest  throughout  had  not  been 
merely  to  protect  and  benefit  themselves  ? 
If  the  country  Gentlemen  thought  that 
they  could  continue  the  system  much 
longer,  they  would  find  that  they  were 
mistaken.  In  1828,  1829,  and  1834,  he 
had  urged  upon  the  Government  the  ne- 
cessity of  looking  into  the  state  of  the 
corn  trade  on  the  Continent.  He  had 
warned  the  House,  many  years  ago,  of 
the  formidable  rivals,  in  mauy  branches  of 
industry,  that  would  be  found  upon  the 
(continent,  when  war  was  at  an  end,  and 
time  had  been  allowed  for  the  cultivation 
of  the  arts  of  peace.  When  he  had  for- 
merly recommended  a  change,  his  object 
was  not  that  it  should  be  made  suddenly ; 
but  he  had  called  upon  the  House  to  fix 
a  duty  for  the  importation  of  grain,  and 
to  reduce  it  by  degrees  until  it  was  re- 
moved altogether.  The  effect  of  such  a 
course  would  have  been  to  have  placed 
Great  Britain  on  an  e(|ual  footing  with 
the  Continent ;  and  until  the  price  of  food 
ill  this  country  were  no  higher  (allowing 
for  the  difference  between  a  poor  and  a 
rich  country)  than  with  its  neighbours,  it 
would  be  impossible  for  it  to  maintain  a 
competition  with  the  growing  manufac- 
tures of  the  rest  of  the  world.  If  his 
advice  had  been  taken  even  in  1834,  the 
country  would  have  been  in  a  far  better 
situation  than  at  prei^ent.  There  was  still 
time  to  repent,  to  l)e  wise,  and  to  intro- 
duce a  remedy.  England  was  the  (greatest 
empire  of  the  globe,  and  England  ought 
to  be  the  cliea|>est  market  for  every  com- 
modity. Bud  lc;;islation  had  hitherto  kept 
her  in  an  artificial  state,  and  the  laws  re- 
sprcling  corn  had  been  the  main  source  of 
tho  evil.  The  right  hon.  Baronet  had 
acknowledged  that  it  was  im[>ossiblti  for 
Kn;;lund  to  maintain  the  great  monopolies 
which  bhc  had  enjoyed  during  the  war. 
Why,  I  hen  was  the  corn  monopoly  to  be 
pfi-scrved,  which  prevented  the  due  action 
of  the  ;;rrat  springs  of  industry  ?  Of  late 
years  Belgium  had  made  rapid  advances 
n|xjn  us  ;  (icmiany  was  alio  m  a  state  of 
progress,  and  America  also,  had  made 
coofidcrable  strides.     lie   was  peifecily 


confident,  that  in  the  end  our  capital 
must  triumph  if  our  affairs  were  broufhi 
back  to  a  sound  and  healthy  state,  and  if 
good  principles  were  not  only  established 
but  persevered  in.  The  present  state  of 
distress  was  produced  entirely  by  the 
Corn- laws.  The  change  of  system  com- 
menced last  year  had  produced  no  mate- 
rial improvement :  if  there  had  been  toy 
beneficial  change,  it  had  been  produced 
by  other  causes ;  and  by  maintaining  the 
Corn-laws,  we  had  shut  many  articles  of 
our  industry  out  of  the  continental  mark- 
ets. We  had  refused  to  take  in  exchange 
for  our  goods  the  commodities  which  other 
states  could  give  us,  and  we  had  thns 
destroyed  our  makets  and  impoverished 
our  own  people.  This  fact  was  so  appa- 
rent, that  after  the  Speech  from  the 
Throne,  stating  the  prevalence  of  distreu. 
and  that  it  had  caused  a  defalcation  in 
the  revenue,  that  it  was  astonishing  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  should  have  paused  in 
the  course  he  had  so  well  begun.  Dis. 
tress  was  undoubtedly  the  cause  of  the 
failure  of  the  revenue  ;  what  then  was  the 
cause  of  the  distress?  It  was  want  of 
employment,  not  among  agricttltural  la- 
bourers, but  among  the  manufacturing 
population.  A  fall  had,  therefore,  occur- 
red in  the  price  both  of  stock  and  of 
grain,  and  how  was  this  condition  of 
affairs  to  be  remedied  ?  He  was  one  who 
contended,  that  a  Minister  ought  to  pro- 
pose a  free-trade,  not  merely  in  corn,  but 
in  every  article  of  import  not  absolutely 
necessary  to  raise  the  revenue.  Who 
ought  to  make  that  change?  The  Go- 
vernment ;  and  he  looked  to  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  to  carry  out  his  own  avowed 
principles.  Protection  to  one  class  was 
robbery  of  the  rest ;  and  if  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  were  a  supporter  of  monopoly, 
he  was  an  encourager  of  robbery.  Last 
year  he  would  have  reduced  the  expendi- 
ture to  the  revenue,  but  the  right  hoo. 
Baronet  took  the  course  of  raising  the 
revenue  to  the  expenditure.  The  right 
hon.  Baronet  had  declared,  that  he  would 
obtain  a  surplus,  and  he  would  maintain 
public  credit  by  imposing  an  Income-tax. 
He  had  got  his  Income-tax,  but  had  he 
got  his  surplus  revenue !  Certainly  not— 
the  means  of  paying  taxes  were  diminished 
with  every  class.  The  power,  therefore, 
of  sustaining  the  weight  of  taxation  was 
lessened,  and  he  ventured  to  predict  that 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  would  not  be  able 
to  increase  his  revenue  unless  he  alteied 
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his  system.  At  this  moment  an  expendi- 
tare  of  52,000,000/.  was  a  heavier  weight 
than  an  expenditure  of  75,000,000/.  a  few 
years  ago.  He  had  ventured  to  state  this 
to  the  right  hon.  Baronet.  [Sir  E.  Peel : 
''  When  ?"]  When  the  question  was  before 
the  House  last  Session,  he  had  then  said, 
that  increase  of  taxation  would  not  be 
increase  of  revenue.  The  powers  of  the 
country  to  bear  taxation  were  limited,  as 
he  told  the  late  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, when  he  proposed  to  impose  an 
additional  5  per  cent,  upon  the  taxes,  and 
the  result  showed  that  he  was  correct,  for 
instead  of  raising  2,500,000/.,  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  got  only  217,000/.  What 
was  the  present  state  of  the  income  of  the 
country  ?  It  was  less  than  last  year. 
There  was  a  de6ciency  of  3,000,000/.; 
and  to  what  was  that  to  be  attributed? 
To  the  inability  of  all  classes,  but  princi- 
pally of  the  large  mass  of  artisans,  to  pay 
what  was  demanded  of  them,  or  to  buy 
articles  from  which  a  revenue  was  derived. 
A  total  change  of  system  was  the  only 
effectual  remedy.  Next  year  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  would  find,  that  his  Income- 
tax  produced  less  than  in  the  pesent 
year  :  he  would  find  a  decrease  not  only 
in  the  assessed  taxes,  but  in  the  Income- 
tax.  He  was  happy  to  observe  signs  of  a 
slight  improvement  in  some  branches  of 
trade,  but  in  general  he  had  heard  of  no 
amendment,  nor  of  any  prospect  of  amend- 
ment. What  then  was  to  be  done  ?  We 
bad  lost  the  opportunity  of  making  a  gra- 
dual change.  He  did  not  want  cheap 
bread :  he  wanted  high  wages  and  high 
prices  as  the  proofs  of  prosperity.  Mono- 
poly had  been  tried,  and  had  failed  ;  it 
now  only  remained  to  adopt  the  opposite 
course ;  it  was  better  to  make  the  change 
now,  than  to  wait  until  distress  had  been 
augmented.  He  agreed  with  the  right 
hon.  Home  Secretary,  when  he  said,  that 
be  had  great  doubt  whether  the  Corn- 
laws  had  been  of  any  benefit  to  the  landed 
interest.  The  prospect  of  the  country  was 
gloomy ;  rents  must  be  reduced,  and 
poor-rates  must  increase,  and  next  year 
the  only  resource  of  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet might  be  to  increase  his  Income-tax 
to  Is.  2d.  in  the  pound.  He  was  not  of 
opinion,  that  the  landed  interest  was  the 
basis  of  the  wealth  of  the  nation ;  it  was 
important  that  they  should  be  rich  ;  but 
they  were  to  be  enriched  by  the  flourish- 
ing state  of  the  trading  and  manufacturing 
interests*    Only  the  other  day  a  gentle* 


man  had  died,  of  whom  it  was  said  he 
was  worth  7,000,000/.  [An  Hon.  Mem- 
ber  said  2,000,000/.]  He  was  willing  to 
take  it  at  2,000,000/.,  but  the  wealth  had 
been  acquired  entirely  by  industry  and 
commerce.  When  that  splendid  fortune 
had  been  acquired  all  classes  were  suc- 
cessful and  prosperous;  but  those  who 
were  then  able  to  purchase  manufactures 
were  no  longer  able  to  do  so,  and  his 
conviction  was,  that  the  system  ought 
to  be  changed  as  soon  as  possible.  No 
time  could  well  be  more  favourable  than 
the  present ;  the  price  of  wheat  was 
at  something  like  40^.  or  43s.  per  quar- 
ter. It  was  about  the  same  on  the  con« 
tinent,  and  some  kinds  of  cattle  were 
as  cheap  in  this  kingdom  as  abroad  ; 
therefore  there  perhaps  never  was  a  time 
when  such  a  change  could  be  made  with 
so  little  risk;  a  slight  temporary  panic 
might  be  felt,  as  indeed  it  had  been  felt 
last  year,  but  it  would  soon  disappear,  and 
the  repeal  of  the  Corn-laws  was  the  only 
mode  which  would  enable  the  country  to 
sustain  its  burthens.  Looking  at  the  ex- 
isting depression — at  the  increasing  pau- 
perism— at  the  22  or  23  millions  of  unem- 
ployed capital  in  the  Bank  of  England, 
everything  seemed  to  require  the  imme- 
diate abrogation  of  the  Corn-laws.  The 
Corn-laws  were  the  source  of  all  the  pre- 
sent sufferings.  He  should  be  glad  to  be 
informed  what  other  cause  could  be  as- 
signed. As  the  debate  was  to  be  finished 
to-night,  he  hoped  to  hear  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  attempt  to  answer  this  question. 
He  (Mr.  Hume)  had  given  his  reasons  for 
thinking  that  the  refual  of  the  Legislature 
to  permit  a  fair  exchange  of  commodities 
had  thrown  hands  out  of  employment,  at^d 
this  was  a  point  for  the  landed  gentry  to 
consider  and  decide ;  they  of  all  men  would 
be  most  benefited  by  an  abandonment  of 
the  old  vicious  system,  and  he  entreated 
them  to  reflect  upon  the  consequences  of 
proceeding  in  the  ancient  course.  The 
budget  this  year  had  been  a  failure  in  all 
the  leading  articles,  and  what  could  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  expect  for  the  next 
year  ?  With  regard  to  the  claims  of  the 
public  creditor,  the  hon.  Member  for  Wilts 
had  said  that  the  land  was,  in  fact  mort- 
gaged to  him,  and  he  (Mr.  Hume)  was 
distinctly  of  opinion  that  faith  ought  to 
be  kept,  and  must  be  kept  with  him.  But 
it  would  be  impossible  to  keep  that  faith 
unless  some  step  were  taken  to  reinstate 
the  commerce  and  manufiBUitttres  of  the 
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empire.  Tbe  plan  of  the  rigrht  hoD.  Ba- 
rooet  seemed  to  be  to  do  DothiDg  more 
thao  he  had  dooe  already.  He  bad  had 
tbe  experience  of  a-year,  and  he  found 
that  mattera  were  only  growing  wone  be- 
cause enough  had  not  been  doue.  No 
time  ought  to  be  lost  in  completing  the 
change,  and  as  the  present  moment  was 
most  favourable  he  had  the  greatest  satis- 
faction in  supporting  the  motion  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  WoUerhampton. 

Sir  Jckn  Tyrrell  said,  that  if  ever  there 
were  a  question  on  which  the  House  wiHild 
have  been  justified  in  comine  to  a  divbion 
four  nights  ago  without  furtnerargument» 
it  was  the  question  now  before  the  House. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Montrose  (Mr. 
Hume),  in  common  with  other  Gentlemen 
who  had  addressed  the  Housot  had  rc- 
|)cated  over  and  over  again  every  descrip- 
tion of  argument  on  both  sides  of  tiie 
question ;  but  in  his  humble  opinion  had 
failed  to  show  that  the  distress  which  all 
persons  in  the  House  admitted  was  at  all 
attributable  to  the  present  Com- laws.  He 
was  a  somewhat  old  Member  of  the  House, 
though  he  seldom  addressed  them,  but  he 
never  remembered  a  period  when  the  hon. 
Member  for  Montroee,  notwithstanding 
the  variety  of  constituencies  he  had  repre- 
sented, hid  not  stated  that  the  period  in 
which  he  happened  to  be  addressing  them 
was  one  of  extraordinary  and  excruciating 
di^treys.  The  hon.  Gentleman  described 
the  distress  as  universal ;  but  he  hoped 
this  was  not  the  casc>  though  he  deeply 
deplored  that  which  unquestionably  ex- 
ii«tcd.  But  bis  princiiml  object  in  rising 
was  that  the  hon.  Members  for  Wolver- 
hampton and  Stockport  should  not  go  off 
triumphantly  with  the  impression  that 
their  opinion  of  the  repeal  of  the  Com. 
laws  as  a  remedy  for  tne  distress  of  the 
MNintry  was  a  growiiiff  and  prevailing 
(»fiinion,  f«ir  he  thought  Tie  sliould  be  able 
to  prove  the  contrary  on  no  less  authority 
than  that  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Notting- 
ham (Mr.  Gisborne^,  who  was  a  jewel  of 
the  first  water  on  tne  Liberal  side  of  the 
HouNe.  That  hon.  Member  had  the  other 
uight  exhibited  to  them  the  picture  of  an 
ohl  farmer  on  his  old  marc  ;  and,  copying 
the  lion.  Member  for  Stockportt  bad  de- 
scribe<l  hb  ride  from  Birmingham  to  Liver- 
pool, and  the  miserable  state  of  the  fiirms 
in  that  locality,  which  he  attributed  to 
nutbing  else  than  tbe  idleness  of  the  fiir- 
iners,  and  tbe  want  of  that  stimulation 
which  he  pmpoaed  to  administer  to  them. 
Ik  coiifcMed  that  be  had  oont  tomotim 


coocluaioo.  He  was  certainly  of  opioioB 
that  not  only  th«  Gentlemen  of  Warwiek- 
shire  and  Lancashire,  but  also  Gentlessea 
on  the  other  side  of  the  House,  had  much 
of  the  sagacity  of  the  deep-mouthed 
hound,  and  could  smell  blood  a  long  way 
off,  and  therefore,  instead  of  iovesting 
their  capital  in  draining  their  land,  thmj 
preferred  investing  it  in  railway  shares 
and  other  speculations  in  various  parts  of 
the  country.  Although  the  agricullurists 
had  been  described  as  sinecurists,  and  he 
was  aware  that  epithet  came  from  his  own 
side  of  the  House,  he  thousht  it  was  the 
last  descriptioo  that  could  be  properly 
applied  to  them.  But  the  erideoce  lie 
would  adduce  acainst  the  assumptioo  of 
the  progress  of  the  opinions  of  boo.  Gen* 
tlcmen  opposite  was  the  statement  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Nottingham,  that  the 
advocates  of  a  fixed  duty  were  in  point  of 
numbers  a  miserable,  contemptible,  and 
paltry  body*  If»  then,  he  were  asked  why 
lie  differed  from  those  enlightened  philo- 
sophers by  whom  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  London  was  surrounded,  he 
answered  it  was  because  they  boasted  of 
the  discovery  of  a  new  principle^  which 
was  as  old  as  the  picture  drawn  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Nottingham.  If  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  had  discovered  a  new 
principle,  it  was  at  least  a  merit  they  must 
share  with  foreign  nations,  who  had  also 
discovered  a  principle  which  he  believed 
was  founded  in  fact,  for  the  Finance  Mi« 
Ulster  of  France  had  some  time  since  in- 
timated to  Louis  Philip,  that  such  was 
the  indomitable  spirit,  perseverance,  and 
enterprise  of  the  manufacturers  of  this 
country,  that  he  should  be  compelled  to 
add  a  duty  of  15  per  cent,  to  save  thor 
own  manufacturers  from  utter  ruin.  Thn 
principle  had  also  been  discovered  by  other 
nations  on  the  Continent  and  by  America, 
while,  as  to  the  much  boasted  discovery  of 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  it  had  been  acted 
upon  by  everr  higgler,  huckster,  and 
pedlar  since  the  memory  of  man.  He 
thought  it  must  be  admitted  that  those 
who  argued  in  favour  of  a  free-trade  in 
com  proved  too  much,  because  they  ad- 
mitted that  tlic  price  would  rise  in  con- 
sequence, and  that  the  higher  the  prices 
rose  the  worse  they  would  be  rewarded. 
If  then  this  great  alteration  was  to  tahe 
place,  how  was  the  blow  to  be  sustained 
that  would  be  felt  in  the  transition  ?  Both 
sides  of  the  House  admitted  that  it  would 
be  an  advantage  to  the  oountrv  that  this 
fiunfLtn  aKiMiLi  Im  aMilmA.    Then  WSB. 
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in  his  o^inioo^  two  modes  of  settling  the 
qiiestiott.    One  was,  according  to  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite*  concession — the  other 
was  a  dedafation  of  an  unqualified  and 
intelligible  nature  from   the  right  hon^ 
Baronet.     It  had  bean  the  boast  of  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  that  in  all  the  mea- 
sures of  his  life  he  had  nefer  trifled  with 
the  great  interests  of  the  country.    The 
right  hon.  Baronet  had  declared  on  the 
hustings  that  he  would  lend  himself  to  no 
measure  which  had  a  tendency  to  withdraw 
capital  from  agriculture.    He  must  say, 
on   the  part  of  the  farmers  of  England, 
that  they  Wett  now  in  a  state  of  irrita- 
tion and  alarm^  arising,  he  believed,  from 
the  extreme  caution  which  always  distin- 
guished the  right  hon.  Baronet,  and  which 
he  had  told  them  he  found  so  convenient. 
The  right  hon.  Baronet  appeared  to  have 
the  ghost  of  finality  constantly  flitting 
before  his  eyes ;  and  he  must  do  him  the 
justice  to  say,  that  he  thought  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  was  deterred  from  any  posi. 
tive  declaration  of  intention  with  r^;ard 
to  agriculture  by  the  haunting  recoUec- 
iions  of  the  former  declarations  of  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  London.    For 
this  reason,  although  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet so  frequently  and  ably  addressed  the 
House,  he  so  surrounded  himself  with 
caution  that  no  expression  should  escape 
him  which  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  could 
take  advantage  of,  that  even  if  they  of  the 
agricultural  party  were  to  follow  in  his 
wske  he  was  not  certain  that  they  would 
gather  many  crumbs  of  comfort*    But  this 
he  did  say,  it  was  in  the  power  of  the  right 
hon.    Baronet  to  remedy  this   state   of 
things  In^  manfully  stepping  forward,  and 
making  intelligible  the  dedaration  which 
he  had  made  to  his    constituents,   and 
which  he  had  repeated  on  several  occasions. 
If  the  right  hoti.  Baronet  would  repeat 
that  assurance,  it  would  give  utiqualified 
satifaction  to  those  he  had  the  honour  to 
represent ;  and  the  dmnce  of  iion.  Gentle- 
men opposite  of  again  taking  their  seats 
on  the  Treasury   l>ench   would  be  very 
small  indeed.    On  the  part  of  the  agri- 
cultural interest,  he  must  say  that  they 
gave  the  right  hon.  Baronet  credit  for 
having  last  year  made  every  possible  efibrt 
to  revive  the  trade  and  manufactures  of 
the  country,  with  the  least  possible  injury 
to  the  agricultural  interest.    Still,  upon 
the  whde,  they  did  not  think  they  were 
hirlj  and  openly  dealt  with  by  the  right 
hoD.  Btioilet  in  irst  bringing  forward  the 
Corn-law,  then  the  tarifl^  then  the  grind- 


ing question,  and  now  baringi  as  it  were« 
the  Canada  Corn  Bill  in  his  waistcoat 
pocket.    The  impression  among  the  p^plt 
was  that  the  right  hon.  Baronet  had  staked 
his  reputation  as  a  statesman  on  his  Cora 
Bill  and  his  tariff,  and  he  was  bound  to 
say  that  he  did  not  think  those  measiu«s 
were  of  a  mischievous  or  dangerous  teo« 
decy.    He  must  say  that,  in  one  respect 
the  farmers  had  no  right  to  commisi 
since  they  had  called  on  the  right  hon. 
Baronet   to  prevent  the  frauds    in  the 
averages,  and  on  this  point  he  thought  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  might  turn  round  on 
his  accusers.  The  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  London,  after  exditing  a  laugh  against 
his  right  hon.  Friend  the   Member  for 
Kent,  had  endeavoured  to  impress  upon 
them,  for  the  fiftieth  time,  the  advantage 
of  a  fixed  duty  over  a  sliding-scale.    He 
hoped  that  when  the  noble  Lord  next 
favoured  them  with  a  dissertation  on  the 
subject,  he  would  answer  this  plain  ques<* 
tion :  If  it  were  admitted  by  the  advo- 
cates of  protection  that  8O5.  a  quarter  was 
too  much,  and  by  Gentlemen  on  the  other 
side  that  305.  a  quarter  was  too  little,  on 
what  principle  was  it,  save  that  of  this 
much  abused  sliding-scale,  that  these  two 
extremes  could  be   recondled  ?      Philo- 
sophers, by  whom  the   noble  Lord  was 
surrounded,  notwithstanding  their  claim 
that  their  principles  were  in  the  ascendant^ 
were  many  of  them  very  dear  philosophers. 
On  perusing  their  Blue  Books,  he  must  say 
that  some  of  them  were  very  dear  in  pro- 
portion to  the  amount  of  information  which 
they  afforded.    It  must  be  great  humi- 
liation to  these  Gentlemen  to  see  them- 
selves, as  it  were,  riding  at  single  anchor. 
Their  hope  was  that  hon.  Gentlemen  on 
his  side  were  riding  with  springs  on  their 
cables,  and  that  ther  were  prepared  to 
throw  over  the  agricultural  interest  of  the 
country.    Such  had  been  thrown  out  in 
the  course  of  the  debate ;  but  he  did  not 
believe  a  woid  of  it.    According  to  their 
principles,    the    Chancellor   of  the    Ex- 
chequer,   instead  of  baring  a  beggarly 
account  of  empty  boxes,  ought  to  find 
matters  improring.     He  bdieved  it  to  be 
the  fiict  ttiat  at  this    moment  beef   ia 
France  was  dearer  than  beef  in  Ix>ndoB. 
The   manufacturers  on  his  side  of  the 
House  would  bear  him  out  in  saying  that 
the  cotton  manufacture  was  never  in  a 
more  prosperous  state  than  it  was  at  this 
aM>ment.     He  had  endeavoured  to  state 
his  opinions  as  an  agricultural  Member, 
and  bs  trusted  that  om  House  would  see^ 
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10  the  dinsioD  that  would  take  place  to- 
night,  there  would  be  oo  cause  to  regret 
the  support  of  her  Majesty's  Goveroment. 
He  calculated  on  a  large  majority,  and 
trusted  they  would  not  be  disappointed. 

Mr.  Henry  Berkeley  said,  when  it  was 
considered  the  number  of  |)ctitions  he  had 
laid  on  the  Table,  and  the  active  part 
which  his  constituents  had  taken  for  the 
abolition  of  the  Corn-laws,  by  various 
important  public  meetings,  he  trusted  hon. 
Members  would  grant  him  but  a  few  mo- 
ments. When  it  was  considered,  too,  the 
little  regard  paid  to  petitions  laid  upon 
that  Table,  be  felt  it  to  be  incumbent 
upon  the  representatives  of  the  people,  to 
express  the  sentiments  of  their  constitu- 
ents on  occasions  so  important  as  the  pre- 
sent. It  was  true  the  great  city  he  had 
the  honour  to  represent  did  not  feel  that 
misery  which  more  manufacturing  distiicts 
presented,  yet  the  depression  of  trade,  the 
discbarge  of  operatives,  and  the  labour  of 
those  who  could  find  work,  reduced  to 
half  price — the  ship  yards  closed,  or  only 
partially  in  operation,  the  broom  at  the 
mast-head  of  merchant  ships,  the  manu- 
factory of  machinery,  on  which  Britain 
once  prided  itself,  hourly  declining — all 
this  with  the  increases  of  rates,  all  inade- 
quate to  meet  the  increase  of  pauperism, 
presented  a  picture  harrowing  to  contem- 
plate. Yet,  under  these  circumstances, 
hon.  Membeis  opposite  schooled  them  on 
their  behaviour — insisted  upon  those  who, 
in  and  out  of  that  House,  advocated  the 
abolition  of  the  Corn-laws,  using  courtly 
and  holiday  expressions.  It  was  true  he 
did  not  advocate  violence  of  language— 
far  from  it.  He  knew  that  no  cause 
gained  any  thing  by  intemperance  of  ex- 
pression ;  yet  it  was  difficult  for  the  repre- 
sentatives of  a  starving  population,  all 
relief  denied  to  them,  to  preserve  perfect 
equanimity.  The  hon.  Member  for  Ips- 
wich (Mr.  Gladstone)  had  remarked  upon 
observations  which  had  fallen  from  the 
hon.  Member  for  Sal  ford.  He  rebuked 
the  hon.  Gentlemen  for  saying  that  the 
agriculturists  kept  up  the  price  of  bread, 
io  order  to  keep  up  their  rents;  nay,  they 
all  on  the  opposite  side  abused  the  Corn- 
law  I«eague  for  their  tracts;  they  would 
not  endure  to  hear  of  a  conspiracy  of  the 
rich  to  defraud  the  poor.  Did  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen think  that  such  accusations  w«re 
new?  Did  they  think  they  originated 
with  the  advocates  for  the  abolition  of  the 
Corn-law  ?  Far  from  it.  Such  thingi  were 


said  two  hundred  years  ago,  and  by  gravt 
authorities ;  he  would  quote  one.  Sir  Tho« 
mas  More,  Lord  Chancellor  of  England ; 
and  in  a  work  published  by  him  in  1639, 
there  were  expressions  used  by  that  great 
authority  against  class  legislation  and  po- 
litical conspiracies  of  the  rich  to  defraud 
the  poor,  which  if  they  had  been  published 
in  a  Corn-law  pamphlet,  would  have  been 
termed  inflammatory,  immoral,  and  dam« 
nable,  and  turned  out  of  the  cottages  of 
the  poor,  as  in  Dorsetshire.  Sir  Thomas 
More,  said, 

^  Therefore,  when  J  consider  and  weigh  in 
my  mind  all  these  Commonwealtlis,  which 
DOW  a-dayes  any  where  do  flourish,  so  God 
help  me,  I  can  perceive  nothing  but  a  certaine 
conspiracy  of  rich  men  procuring  their  own 
commodities,  under  the  name  and  title  of  the 
Commonwealth.  They  invent  and  devise  all 
meanes  and  crafts  first  how  to  keep  safely,  with- 
out fear  of  losing,  that  they  have  unjustly 
gathered  together.  And  next,  how  to  hire 
and  abuse  the  worke  and  labour  of  the  poorei 
for  as  little  money  as  may  be.  These  devices^ 
when  tlie  rich  men  have  decreed  to  be  kepi 
and  observed  under  colour  of  the  commonalty, 
that  is  to  say,  also  of  the  poore  people  tben>— 
they  be  made  lawes.  And  that  you  may  per- 
ceive this  the  more  plainly— consider  with 
yourselves,  some  barraine  and  unfruitful  yeare, 
wherein  many  thousands  of  people  have  starved 
for  hunger.  I  dare  be  bold  to  say,  that  in  the 
end  of  that  penury,  so  much  come  or  graine 
might  have  been  found  in  rich  men's  barees,  if 
they  had  l>een  searched,  as  being  divided 
among  them  whom  famine  and  pestilence  tbeo 
consumed,  no  man  at  all  should  have  felt  that 
plague  and  penury." 

Thus  wrote  a  Lord  Chancellor  of  Eog* 
land,  and  he  thought  such  opinions,  fall- 
ing from  such  an  authority,  were  a  very 
fair  precedent  for  those  who  employed  the 
same  on  the  present  occasion.  He  would 
not  further  detain  the  House,  but  felt  it 
to  be  his  duty  to  return  thanks  to  the  hon. 
Member  for  Wolverhampton,  on  behalf  of 
his  constituents,  and  on  behalf  of  himselfi 
for  persevering  in  that  motion,  the  object 
of  which,  if  adopted,  he  honestly  belieTed 
to  be  the  only  cure  for  the  prevailing  dii* 
tress,  and  furthermore  persisting  in  a 
House  constituted  as  the  present,  which 
by  its  very  formation  must  be  predeier^ 
mined  to  reject  it.  It  signified  not,  defeat 
might  be  present,  but  future  victory  could 
not  long  be  delayed;  the  progress  this 
cause  had  made  among  the  agriculturisti, 
and  the  dissensions  evident  among  the 
opponents  of  the  roeasurei  afforded  the 
strongest  proof  of  it. 
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Sir  Walttr  Jamet  laid,  that  this  was  a 
queition  or  great  importance,  although 
much  inig:)it  be  said  on  both  sides.  There 
were  certain  raaiims  of  free-trade,  whicli 
were  so  clear  and  distinct  as  to  carry  con- 
viction to  all  minds,  and  among  them  was 
that  free-trade  was  onlv  barter,  and  that 
we  ought  to  sell  in  the  Nearest  and  buy  in 
the  cbeapeit  market.  It  appeared  to  him 
that  com  was  the  gtandard  of  all  value, 
and  that  in  legislating  upon  this  subject, 
they  must  legislate  not  only  nith  regard 
to  landed  properly,  but  with  reference 
to  every  species  of  properly.  The  quea- 
tion  of  Corn-laws  was  described  la  be  one, 
on  which  the  fundholderi  were  ranged  on 
one  side  and  the  landed  proprietors  on  the 
other.  Protection  had  been  given  to  the 
interests  of  both,  but  that  in  favour  of  the 
fundholder  be  believed  predominated.  He 
spoke  as  a  person  whose  whole  properly 
was  vested  in  the  public  credit  of  the 
country,  but  being  thus  situated,  he  was 
prepared  to  throw  himself  into  the  same 
boat  with  the  landowners,  and  was  willing 
to  share  any  sacrifices  which  they  might 
be  called  upon  to  make.  He  could  not 
blind  himself  lo  the  state  of  the  country  ; 
it  presented  many  uncomfortable  symp- 
toms, but  be  did  not  attribute  these  mis- 
fortunes to  any  particular  party.  He  was 
fully  prepared  to  assist  her  Majesty's  Oo- 
vemmeat  in  any  means  which  they  might 
adopt  to  get  rid  of  the  existing  difficulties, 
and  he  was  confident  that  there  were 
means  by  which  this  country  might  be 
restored  to  a  condition  of  the  greatest 
prosperity.  He  looked  to  emigration  and 
to  an  extension  of  trade  as  afTording  in 
themHlven  the  ingredients  of  such  a  re- 
stOTBtion.  He  believed  that  it  was  essen- 
tial that  the  right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  Robert 
Peel)  should  go  on  with  those  measures 
which  he  had  commenced,  so  much  to  his 
credit,  last  year.  Under  all  circumstances, 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  ought  to  proceed 
with  the  removal  of  commercial  restric- 
tions, and  he  helievfed  that  another  most 
important  effort  for  him  to  make  would  he 
to  reduce  the  charge  of  the  public  debt, 
so  far  as  was  consistent  with  the  public 
credit  He  had  no  idea  of  voting  in  favour 
of  the  present  motion,  but  he  should 
qualify  his  vote  by  saying,  that  he  was 
prepared  to  enter  to  the  fullest  extent  into 
the  causes  of,  with  a  view  to  remedy  the 
esiiling  distresses  of  the  country. 

Lord  WoriUjf  said,  he  wished  to  put  a 
question  to  the  right  bun,  Banniet  at  the 


head  of  her  Majesty's  GorerDimnt,  in 
order  that  when  he  rose  to  address  the 
House,  he  might  afford  an  answer.  He 
had  seen  reported  in  the  papers  of  that 
morning,  a  declaration  made  by  a  noble 
Lord  in  another  place,  a  Member  of  hoc 
Majesty's  Government,  which  could  not 
fail  to  attract  the  attention  of  the  farmers. 
He  recollected  that  a  declaration  of  a 
similar  nature  had  been  made  by  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  at  the  earl v  part  of  the  Sea- 
sion,  and  the  right  hon.  Baronet  appeared 
to  him  to  have  taken  ptuns  to  qualify  that 
expression.  The  right  hon.  Baronet  had 
said,  that  the  Government  did  not  contem- 
plate any  change  in  the  Corn-laws  during 
the  preient  Session.  He  viewed  with  ap- 
prehension, and  he  believed  that  the 
farmers  would  entertain  the-  same  feeling 
respecting  the  declaration  to  which  he 
had  alluded,  and  he  sincerely  trusted  that 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  would  be  able  to 
tell  the  House  that  the  report  was  an 
erroneous  one.  The  noble  Lord  was  re- 
ported to  have  said  that, 

"  Her  Majesty's  Government  did  not  intend 
to  nake  any  alteration  in  the  Corn-law  this 
Session  ;  that  the  Caaada  Com-bill  was,  in 
fact,  no  alieiation  of  the  Com-bili  of  last  year, 
because  it  was  announced  at  the  time." 

Now,  he  would  ask  any  of  the  county 
Members  on  the  other  side  of  the  House, 
whether  they  would  not  bear  him  out  when 
he  said,  that  they  had  had  no  intimstion 
of  any  further  change.  He  must  also 
say,  that  he  could  not  hut  believe  that  the 
farmers  of  this  country  had  been  deceived 
by  what  had  been  said  in  reference  to  the 
intentions  of  her  Majesty's  Government  on 
this  subject,  because,  aithougfa  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  had  told  the  House  that  he 
had  no  intention  to  alter  the  system  of 
Corn-laws,  he  had,  at  the  same  time, 
turned  round  to  hon.  Gentlemen  behind 
him,  and  had  declared  that  he  would  not 
accept  their  support  if  it  was  to  be  given 
on  the  supposition  that  he  pledged  himself 
not  to  alter  the  Corn-law.  Before  the  re- 
tirement of  the  late  Government,  however, 
the  farmers  bad  been  told  that  no  altera- 
tion whatever  was  to  he  made,  and  that  it 
was  only  to  rally  round  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  to  prevent  any  such  int^erence 
with  their  rights.  When  these  circum- 
stances were  remembered,  and  that  the 
majority  of  that  House  had  been  returned 
in  consequence  of  the  exertions  of  the 
landed  interest— when  it  was  known  that 
it  was  a  general  impression  amount  the 
agriculturists   that    there    would  no  no 
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diaoge-*vhen  it  was  recollected  that  the 
farmers  had  been  uAd  that  the  act  of  Ust 
Session  was  a  settlement  of  the  question — 
couki  any  surprise  be  £elt^  he  asked*  that 
the  farmers  were  disoontentcfd  ?  He  said, 
that  they  had  reason  to  be  discontented, 
and  to  call  upon  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
for  a  dear  exposition  of  his  intentions. 
He  could  only  attribute  the  conduct  of  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  to  this-*  that,  having 
fruitlessly  endearoured  to  reconcile  the 
conflicting  interests  upon  this  question, 
he  had  at  length  thrown  up  the  task  in 
despair,  under  the  impression  that  the 
existing  state  of  things  was  so  bad,  that  it 
was  impossible  that  it  should  be  remedied, 
lie  thought  that  the  country  was  entitled 
to  have  the  real  opinion  of  the  Govern- 
ment, whether  they  thought  the  Com  Act 
was  a  good  or  a  fasid  measure.  In  the  an- 
nouncement made  the  other  evening  In  the 
budget,  there  was  no  mention  made  of 
agricultural  distress ;  and  on  this  point, 
too,  the  farmers  had  a  full  right  to  com. 
plain,  for  by  the  calculation  of  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  of  the  amount  of  income-tax 
derivable  from  tenants,  ISOflOOl.  was  the 
sum  expected,  whereas,  in  hiet,  the  amount 
really  derived  from  this  source  wus  330,000^ 
He  was  aware  that  a  great  deal  of  alarm 
was  felt  on  this  subject.  It  had  not  been 
his  intention  to  haTo  addresaad  the  House ; 
but  knowing  how  great  and  how  general 
was  the  alarm  that  prevailed,  he  thought 
that  it  was  but  justice  to  the  agricultural 
Interest  to  ask  for  an  explanation  from  her 
Majesty's  Government,  of  the  declaration 
that  had  been  made  by  them,  and  the 
statement  of  which  he  liad  found  in  the 
morning  papers,  having  taken  care  to  am- 
firm  that  statement  as  it  appeared  in  the 
diObrent  papers. 

Sir  IL  Peel:  The  progress  of  tliis  de- 
bate has  confirmed  the  impression  which 
I  had  before  it  commenced,  that  almost  all 
the  arguments  which  it  was  possible  to 
adduce  on  eacli  side  of  the  House  had 
been  exhausted,  and  that  it  was  not  pro- 
bable that  any  ingenuity  on  the  part  of 
any  speaker  could  present  either  side  of 
the  question  iu  a  new  point  of  view.  I 
repeat,  that  what  has  jpaasc<l  in  the  course 
of  this  debate  has  connrmed  that  impres- 
sion. In  the  OMirse  of  this  discussion,  I 
have  heard  little  that  is  new;  I  have 
heard  little  more  than  a  repetition  of  for- 
mer arguments.  As  fur  myself,  having 
frequently  been  called  upon  to  discuss  this 
qiiestioo  hsving  had  frequent  opportuni- 
ties of  delivering  ny  opiaiona  upoa  it,  I  I 


confess  I  have  no  new  argument  to  ofler; 
and  nothing  but  the  importance  of  the 
subject,  and  the  position  in  which  I  stand, 
would  have  induced  me  to  overoome  the 
reluctance  which  I  feel  again  to  present 
myself  to  the  House.  I  must,  however, 
for  one,  thank  the  hon.  Member  for  Wol* 
verhampton— for  the  manner  in  which  he 
has  presented  his  motion  to  the  House. 
With  the  opinions  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  entertains  on  the  subject,  it  is 
creditable  to  him  that  he  has  solicited  the 
decision  of  the  House  upon  the  broad 
principle  involved  in  his  proposition. 
There  was  no  subterfuge  eitner  in  the 
motion  or  in  the  speech  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman — there  was  no  attempt 
to  catch  a  stray  vote  by  a  plausible  refer- 
ence to  the  nature  of  the  motion — the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  does  not  call  upon 
the  House  to  resolve  itself  into  a  general 
committee  on  the  Corn-laws,  but  he  asks  the 
House  to  resolve  itself  into  a  committee  on 
those  laws,  specifying  the  precise  object 
for  which  he  solicits  that  committee, 
namely,  to  effect  a  total  and  immediate 
repeal  of  those  laws.  I  shall  address  my- 
self to  that  which  is  properly  the  subject 
of  debate,  and  assign  the  reasons  why  it  ia 
impossible  for  me  to  give  my  assent  to  that 
proposition.  The  principle  involved  in 
the  resdution  is  much  wider  than  the  »• 
solution  itself.  The  hon.  and  k^nwd 
Gentleman  proposes  that  to^jiight  W9 
should  affirm  the  total  and  immediate  m* 
|)eml  of  the  Corn-laws;  but  the  grcnt 
principle  is  further  involved  in  the  reaohi- 
tion,  namely,  that  every  duty  on  every 
article  which  savours  of  protection  shall  be 
at  once  abolished,  and  I  think  it  would 
have  been  better,  considering  the  prindplea 
avowed  by  the  hon.  and  leamea  Gentle- 
man, that  instead  of  moving  for  the  imn^ 
diate  and  total  repeal  of  the  Com-kwa|  he 
should  have  made  his  resolution  ooacor^ 
rent  with  his  argument  and  have  propond 
to  tlie  House  to  resolTe  that  all  duties  se- 
vouring  of  protection  diould  be  abolished. 
I>epeiid  upon  it.  Sir,  if  the  present  no. 
tion  is  carried,  long  prescription,  vested 
interests,  the  application  of  capital  under 
the  existing  law,  cannot  operate  to  prevent 
the  application  of  that  great  prindple  to 
duties  being  protection,  or  as  you  call  these 
mon(»poly  and  robbery.  If  tliat  be  true  as 
applied  to  the  Corn-laws,  do  not — as  the 
lion,  and  learned  Member  for  Bath  has 
tiaid,— do  not  delude  yourselves,  for  the 
sanse  prindple  nitist  be  applied  immediately 
aed  completely, — not  by  rmovieg  only 


A^unmd  JMmie 


(May  12) 


(Fwra  Diy). 


nt 


duties  impeoed  for  purposes  of  reF8Due» 
but  to  eferjr  duty  which  operates  as  po* 
tectioo  to  any  interest  fiivoured  by  law. 
Cap  it  be  questioned — and  this  is  the  only 
point  on  wnich  I  quarrel  with  the  fairness 
of  the  bon.  and  learned  Gentleman^-can 
it  be  questioned  that  it  would  have  been 
fairer   to   have  advanced  that  principle 
boldly  than  to  lay  it  down  partially,  when 
its  oonseqoenoes  are  so  clear  and  apparent? 
But  let  us  see  what  we  are  called  upon  to 
affirm  by  this  resolution.    Not  a  trade  in 
this  country,  the  produoe  of  which  is  pro- 
tected by  a  duty  upon  foreign  articles 
entering  into  competition  with  it,  can  hope 
to  retain  that  protection.    There  must  be 
an  immediate  and  complete  repeal;  for, 
observe,   what  your  own    argument    is. 
You  say  that  on  the  establishment  of  a 
certain  principle,  the  practical  execution 
of  thai  principle  is  immediately  to  follow. 
From  your  argument,  no  vague  inference 
is  to  be  drawn.    You  have  sounded  the 
knell  of  protection  by  the  adoption  of  that 
principle,  and>  therefore,  you  must  imme- 
diately proceed  to  abolish,  ae  respects  ma* 
nufaotures,  without    exception,    all    and 
every  duty  upon  the  import  of  foreign 
roanufiBotures  which  operates  as  a  protec* 
tion.  Of  course,  then,  this  is  a  subversion 
of  the  whole  arrangement  that  was  made 
httt  year  b^  the  adoption  of  the  tariff. 
How  eomplusatad  are  the  consequences  to 
which  this  leads.    Bvery  duty  arranged 
last  year  by  the  tara£P  must  iindergs  inataat 
revision.    If  you  are  unwilling  to  sacrifice 
tht  revenue  you  must  for  instance  restose 
the  duties  on  colonial  timber,  because  the 
impositiott  of  a  duty  on  foreign  timber 
operates  as  a  protection  to  colonud  timber. 
Are  you  prepared  to  abandon  the  duty 
levied  upon  fbreisn  timber  ?  it  operates  at 
a  protection,  and  if  you  are  not  so  pre** 
pared,  the  consequence  is,  that  you  must 
replace  the  duties  on  colonial  produce,  and 
therefore,  I  My,  that  by  acceding  to  this 
motion,  I  must  not  only  abolish  every  doty 
on  everv  article  of  the  nature  of  provisions, 
but  I  institute  an  immediate  reversal  of 
the   whole  arrangements    made    by  the 
tariff  of  last  year,  excepting  so  far  aa  the 
revenue  is  coooerned.    But  the  next  couf 
sequence  that  flows  from  the  adoption  of 
this  resolution  is  the  immediate  subversion 
of  the  whole  of  the  colonial  system.    The 
entire  colonial  system    will  at  once  be 
swept  away,  unkns  you  will  leave  the  co- 
lonial interests  to  drag  on  a  precarious 
existence,  without  letting  the  capitalist 
know  what  ia  the  l^islation  by  which  he 


is  to  be  governed ;  in  hid,  it  follovi^  as 
the  necessary  consequence  of  the  adoption 
of  this  resolution,  that  the  whole  colonial 
system  must  be  at  once  abolished;  that 
ia  to  say,  that  this  country  must  not,  on  a 
careful  revision  of  the  colonial  system- 
must  not,  after  a  gradual  and  welUconsi- 
dered  attentive  consideration  of  the  ab- 
stract principle,  but  upon  a  resolution  to 
be  affirmed  to-night,  consent  to  subvert 
at  once  the  whole  colonial  arrangements 
so  recently  made.  Of  course,  I  apply  to 
the  colonists  the  benefit  of  the  principle  we 
claim  for  this  oountry.  At  present,  our 
manufactured  goods  are  admitted  into  the 
colonies  on  a  footing  more  favourable  to  us 
than  to  foreigners.  Whether  wiee  or  un. 
wise,  this  is  the  nature  of  our  colonial  con- 
nection.  This  country  said  to  the  colonies, 
''  I  will  be  responsible  for  your  security 
and  internal  order,  and  the  letum  I  ask 
for  is  the  fiivour  and  privil^^e  of  the  ad- 
mission of  my  manufactures."  This  is 
granted ;  and  for  this  we  give  the  colonies 
corresponding  advantages.  This  is  the 
system  whidi  has  endured  for  years;  it  is 
a  system  that  may  be  unwise,  and  oontniry 
to  sound  principle  in  the  abstract,  but 
would  an?  sane  assembly  of  legislators, 
knowing  the  extent  of  our  colonial  empire, 
consent  by  the  adoption  of  the  resolution 
of  tornlght  at  once  to  subvertt  without 
delay  or  consideration,  the  whole  of  that 
system.  Have  you  who  auppovt  this  re* 
solution  ooDsideral  the  eflfect  theadeptien 
of  its  wide  priBcipb  would  produce  upen 
countries  like  India  and  Canada?  Adi 
nitting,  for  the  sake  of  argument,  that  th^ 
prindj^  involved  in  the  resolution  is  wise^ 
did  you  ever  find  any  writer  on  political 
economy  who  recommended  legislation  on 
a  principle  of  this  kind  ?  Do  I  say  diat  I 
would  protect  these  interests  fisr  uie  sake 
of  individuals  ?  No ;  but  I  say*  looking 
at  the  extent  of  capital  invested  on  the 
faith  of  the  law»  it  is  impoaNble  to  contem- 
plate what  the  consequences  would  lie,  not 
only  to  the  hmded  interests,  but  to  the 
manu&cturers  of  this  coun^  and  the 
interests  of  our  colonists.  The  vote  of  the 
4th  of  August  in  the  National  Assembly 
of  France,  by  which  all  privileges  were 
abdished,  was  not  adopted  with  lesB  conn- 
deration  than  wouU  this  principle,  if  you 
ask  now  at  once  to  deal  thus  with  these 
interests.  Can  you  answer  this  argument } 
— can  you  deny  that  if  you  affirm  the  prin- 
ciple of  this  resolution  as  professedly  ap- 
plied to  the  protection  to  land,  there  ought 
to  be  a  repm  ef  every  duty  whidi  gives 


S87 


Abdiium  of 


{COMMONS} 


the  Com^IoiPt— 


protection,  and  which  you  call  monopoly  ? 
— that  monopoly  ought  to  cease,  that  there 
ought  to  be  no  preferences  of  colonial  in- 
terests, and  no  sacrifices  in  return.     QMr. 
VillieT*:     ''Hear."]      1  am    glad    that 
the  hon.  Gentleman  admits,  that  it  is  a 
necessary  consequence.      But    with  that 
admission,  1  ask  the  House  if  it  feels  that 
it  is  iu  accordance  with  the  national  in- 
terests and  securitv  by  the  vote  of  one  night 
to  adopt  a  principle  like  this.    That  is  the 
question.     You  ought,  as  legislators,  well 
to  consider    your   votes  —  to   anticipate 
the  possibility   that    you    may   be   in    a 
majority.     I    am   certain,   if  hon.  Gen. 
tlemen  will   admit   that,   that  it  is  not 
honest  from  the  conviction  that  you  will 
be  in  a   minority,   and  will   escape    the 
practical  consequences  of  vour  vote,  to  vote 
contrary  to  this  admission.     1  give  hon. 
Members  credit  for  the  integrity  of  their 
motives,  and  I  ask  them  then  if  they  were 
responsible  for  the  colonial  interests  of  this 
country— if  they  were  responsible  for  the 
public  safety,  and  for  the  consequences  that 
might  ensue,  not  from  injury  to  individual 
interests,  but  from  the  disturbance  of  capi- 
tal to  such  an  extent  invested  under  laws 
which  1  will  admit,  for  the  sake  of  argu- 
ment, require  careful  revision  and  altera- 
tion— would  they,  by  the  vote  of  one  night, 
risk  the  consequences  which  the  pledge  of 
such  a  resolution  would  give  ?     Now,  ob- 
serve, I  have  the  admission  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.   Villiers),  which  I  ex- 
pected, that  though  the  principle  of  the 
resolution  is  applicable  apparently  to  corn, 
yet  there  is  no  one  article,  whatever  the 
extent  of  capital  employed  in  producing 
it,  the  manufacture  of  which  can  be  affected 
by  the  sudden  import  of  immense  quanti- 
ties of  foreign  produce,  but,  whatever  the 
consequences  may  be,  the  manufacturers  of 
it  must  be  prepared  to  adopt  the  immediate 
application  of  this  principle.  If  I  were  pre- 
pared to  agree  to  such  an  abstract  prin- 
ciple as  that  embodied  in  the  rrsolution,  I 
should  shrink  from  its  application.    Those 
who  have  none  of  the  rcuponsibility  im- 
posed on  tlie  executive  (lovernment  of  the 
«M)untry  urge  this  measure ;  but  no  execu- 
tive Government  would  indirectly  incur 
the  rcflponsibility  of  immediately  announc- 
ing and  applying  such  a  remedy.     Fn)m 
the  legitimate  consec|uenccs  flowing  from 
the  resolution  of  I  he  hem.  Cicntleinan,  it 
does  appear  to  me  that  I  have  stated  <*oii- 
cliisive  reasons  why,  in  the  present  state 
of  this  count rVf  or  in  any  coiict*ivahle  stale 
of  this  country,  the  representatires  of  the 


country  should  act  with  more  caution  and 
deliberation  than  that  with  which  tlwy 
will  act  if  they  affirm  the  resdution  to- 
night.    If  the  hon.  Gentleman  should  say 
to  me  that  which  I  am  sure  he  will  not 
say,  that  I  am  assuming  that  the  resolu- 
tion includes  principles  more  extensive  than 
it  does,  that  it  is  applicable  to  com  onljr, 
even  tjien  it  woum  be  utterly  im|>068ible 
for  me  to  assent  to  the  resolution  as  ap- 
plied to  the  trade  in  com.     Sir,  I  concur 
in  much  that  was  said  by  the  noble  Lord 
as  to  the  general  principle  which  should 
govern  the  consideration  of  this  question ; 
I  remain  as  opposed  to  him  as  ever  upon 
the  practical  measure  to  be  adopted  ;  out 
as  to  the  general  principle  with  which  w« 
should  view  alterations  in  the  Cora-lawi^ 
I  do  not  materially  dissent  from  the  noble 
Lord.    The  noble  Lord   laid  down  the 
principle  as  strongly  as  it  was  put  by  any 
Gentleman  on  this  side  of  the  House,  that 
even  if  these  laws  required  alteration,  you 
ought  to   be  cautious  in  retracing  your 
steps  and  applying  remedies.    That  was 
the  principle  as  laid  down  by  the  noble 
Loro,  and  he  supported  his  opinion  by  i^ 
ference  to  high  authority — to  the  authority 
of  Adam  Smith,  and  he  might  have  done 
it  by  reference  to  Mr.  Huskisson.     Every 
one  who  has  considered  this  subject,  tM 
more  carefully  he  has  considered  it  the 
more  convinced  he  has  become  of  the  ab- 
stract principle,  and  the  more  unwilling 
he  has  been  to  pledge  the  abstract  principle 
by  an  incautious  application  of  it  to  prac- 
tice.    I  was  sorry  to  hear  the  noble  Lord 
after  he  had  admitted  that  principle,  take 
an  unfair  advantage  of  an  expression  used 
by  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Vice-presideiit 
of  the  Boanl  of  Trade  in  saying  tliat  '*  lie 
had  placed  the  landlord  on  the  footing  ef 
a  sinecurist."  My  rieht  hon.  Friend  might 
have  used  the  word  "  sinecurist "  in  en- 
forcing the  propriety  of  caution,  where 
there  were  great  vested  interests  at  stake  ; 
but  all  that  my  right  hon.  Friend  nid 
was,  even  where  you  are  dealing  with  that 
which  is  the  most  obnoxious  interest  even 
with  the  sinecurist,  even  there  you  reoog* 
uise  his  claim  for  com|iensation  ;  how  much 
more,  then,  is  there  a  necessity  forcautioue 
legislation,  when  you  arc  dealing  with  the 
great  body  of  landholders  of  this  country, 
and  with  capital  invented  on  the  faith  ef 
the  existing  law  P  That  was  the  argument 
of  my  right  hon.  FriemI,  and  the  noble 
I^nl  took  an  unworthy  ailvantage  of  it  iu 
saying  that  my  right  hon.  Friend  clasHd 
the  w^ole  body  of  agriculturisti  with  iiDe- 


289 


A^^'aurmd  Debate 


(May  12} 


f  Fourth  Day y 


390 


carUts,  and  placed  them  on  the  same  foot- 
ing.   Again,  I  think  with  the  noble  Lord, 
that  not  only  for  the  protection  of  indi- 
viduals, but  for  the  public  interest,  great 
caution   is  necessary.    I  think  with   the 
noble  Lord,  that  the  landed  interest  is 
entitled  to  protection  upon  the  just  ground 
of  being  called  on  to  bear  special  burthens. 
IHear,  hear*]      Sir,    I    am   stating   my 
opinion.     I  am  repeating  that  I  admit, 
that  having  frequently  discussed  this  sub- 
ject, as  I  stated  at  the  outset,  it  is  difficult 
to  allege  any  new  argument  I  am  stating 
my  concurrence  with  the  noble  Lord  with 
respect  to  the  protection  which  ought  to  be 
afforded  to  agriculture  on  account  of  the 
burthens  imposed  on  land  which  are  not 
imposed  on  other  property.     It  is  the 
landed  property    of   the  country  which 
maintains  the  Church   establishment.     I 
say  that  the  greatest  writers  on  this  subject 
have  admitted  that  the  tithes  do  constitute 
a  peculiar  burthen  upon  the  land.   {^Inter- 
ruption.^    Permit  tee  to  state  my  own 
opinions;  they  are  a  fair  subject  for  can- 
vass.    But  I  must  say  the  advocates  for 
liberality  are  the  most  intolerant  of  the 
*  opinions  of  others.     My  intention  is  to 
discuss  this  subject  with  the  spirit  and 
temper  with  which  a  subject  of  so  much 
importance  should  be  discussed.     I  shall 
avoid  all  personal  imputations,  and  I  shall 
not  think  it  necessary  to  reply  to  those 
which  have  been  advanced.     If  any  one  is 
to  be  deterred  from  expressing  his  opinions 
by  abuse,  or  diverted  from  his  argument 
by  retaliating  that  abuse,  it  is  impossible 
we  can  come  to  any  conclusion  :  we  can- 
not  conduct  the  argument  in  a  satisfactory 
manner,  or  in  a  manner  worthy,  of  the 
question.    And  I  protest,  because  I  may 
entertain  opinions  differing  from  the  hon. 
Gentleman,  against  the  imputation  being 
cast  upon  me,  of  acting  from  improper 
or  corrupt  motives.     The  imputation  af- 
fects me  little;  I   shall  not  follow  the 
example  of  those  who  use  such  personal 
imputations,  having  a  strong  conviction, 
that  they  recoil  on  their  authors.     I  was 
stating  that  the  land  was  subject  to  pecu- 
liar burthens ;  I  should  think  no  one  will 
say  it  is  not.     I  constantly  hear  this  ad- 
dress made   to  the   proprietors   of  land, 
'*  Beware  of  the  course  you  are  taking ; 
the  great  manufacturing   towns   in    the 
times  of  their  prosperity  have  drawn  the 
rural  population  within  their  limits.  They 
have  made  no  provision  in  the  time  of 
prosperity  for  the  support  of  the  labourers 
in  the  time  of  decay ;  and  that  they  will 
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'  avail  themselves  of  the  existing  law— -dis- 
gorge the  superfluous    and    unemployed 
population   on  the  land,  and  having  ex- 
tracted from  them,  in  the  time  of  manu- 
facturing  prosperity,  all  the  good  they 
could,   then  that  they  will  not  support 
them  in  time  of  difficulty,  but  will  return 
them  to  the  land,  and  the  burthen  of  sup- 
porting them  will  be  on  the  land."    And, 
therefore,  I  should  have  expected  a  ready 
assent  to  my  argument  that  the  land  is 
called  on  to  bear  burthens  imposed  mate- 
rially   by    the    manufacturing    districts. 
But  observe  what  was  the  principle  of  the 
law ;  was  it  not  the  original  principle  of 
the  law  thai  the  profits  of  stock  in  trade 
should  be  made  subject  to  this  burthen  ? 
Have  you  not  departed  from  it  ?     Why  ? 
Because  the  land  is  permanent,  is  tangible, 
is  always  visible ;    that  there  is  less  of 
inquisition,  and  less  of  exaction  in  levying 
the  burthens  on  land,  whilst  you  say  it  is 
impossible  to  determine  t^p   amount  of 
stock  or  profit  for  the  purpose  of  assessing 
it  for  the  poor-rate  or  the  county- rate, 
without  occasional  difficulty,  and  conse- 
quently you  have  abolished  that  principle 
of  law,  and  the  land  is  left  alone  to  bear 
that  burthen,  which  the  original  principle 
of  the  law  contemplated  should  be  par- 
tially borne  by  the  profits  of  stock  in  trade. 
I  will  take  the  single  case  of  barley.     I 
think  you  raise  8,000,000/,  or  9,000,000/. 
a-year  from  the  tax  on  barley.     I  think 
the  duty  is  above  8,000,000/.,  and  in  ad- 
dition you  subject  the  landowner  to  great 
difficulties  in  conducting  his  operations. 
You  say  to  him,  *'  In  order  to  secure  this 
revenue  from  a  single  article,  we  will  in- 
terfere with  the  operations  of  your  trade 
and  subject  you  to  peculiar  supervision, 
interrupt  you  in  the  application  of  your 
capital,  and  prevent  you  from  making  the 
most  of  the  barley  you  have.'*    I  know' 
the  answer  to  this  statement  will  be,  that 
this  duty  is  not  a  burthen  peculiar  on  land 
— that  it  is  borne  by  the  consumer.     Let 
us  try  to  apply  the  same  sort  of  reasoning, 
supposing  a  tax  were  proposed  to  be  im- 
posed on  the  cotton  manufacture.     Sup- 
posing the  manufactured  articles  of  cotton 
were  subjected  to  a  duty  for  the  purpose  of 
raising  2,000,000/.  or  3,000,000/.,  I  appre- 
hend the  cotton  manufacturers  of    this 
country  would  decidedly  object  to  such  an 
imposition.     They  would  say,  '*  At  the 
time  we  are  pressing  you  to  take  off  the 
duties  on  raw  articles,  and  while  we  com- 
plain of  the  dutv  on  foreign  raw  cotton  as 
a  grievous  exaction,  to  propose  to  raise  two 
id 
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or  three  millions  by  a  duty  on  manufiu;- 
tured  cotton,  would  be  an  act  of  folly  and 
insanity,  of  which  no  man  fitted  to  serve 
in  office  in  this  country  could  be  guilty." 
If  I  answered  them  by  saying  that  foreign 
silks  and  articles  of  foreign  manufacture, 
which  entered  into  competition  with  their 
goods,  would  come  in  more  freely  if  their 
goods  were  taxed — that  the  tax  on  their 
goods  would  fall  on  the  consumer^  and  that 
they  (the  producers)  had  no  reason  to 
complain — would  they  be  satisfied  with 
these  observations  ?  and,  therefore,  though 
I  cannot  admit  that  the  malt-tax  is  to  the 
extent  in  which  it  has  been  represented,  a 
burthen  exclusively  on  land,  yel  as  the  re- 
moval of  the  malt-tax  would  give  great 
facility  to  the  operations  of  those  concerned 
in  the  malting  business,  I  must  say  that  it 
is  a  heavy  duty  on  an  article  of  agncultural 
produce,  which  must  operate  as  a  disad- 
vantage in  the  application  of  capital  in  that 
particular  direction.  For  these  reasons, 
I  have  a  strong  impression  that  on  the 
ground  of  special  burthens  there  is  a  claim 
for  protection  on  the  part  of  the  land.  The 
noble  Lord,  the  Member  for  Sunderland, 
denies  that  the  land  has  any  claim  for 
protection,  and  he  yet  would  consent  to  a 
fixed  duty  for  the  purpose  of  raising  reve- 
nue. Now,  I  think  the  noble  Lord,  the 
Member  for  the  City  of  London,  on  the 
principle  which  he  nolds,  that  extreme 
caution  is  necessary  in  dealin«;  with  these 
complicated  interests,  and  that  (looking  to 
the  cost  of  production  and  the  special  bur- 
thens borne  by  agriculturists)  land  is 
entitled  to  protection — that  noble  Lord, 
I  think,  would  be  able,  on  such  a  principle, 
consistently  to  advocate  and  maintain  pro- 
tection ;  but  I  must  say  my  confidence  in 
the  maintenance  of  the  protection  offered 
by  the  noble  Lord,  the  Member  for  Sun- 
derland—namely,  that  a  duty  might  be 
levied  for  the  purpose  of  revenue,  would  be 
very  weak  indeed.  In  the  first  place,  it  is 
not  clear,  if  there  is  no  claim  to  such  a 
duty  on  the  ground  of  protection,  that 
the  duty,  exclusively  fur  the  purpose  of 
revenue,  would  be  easily  defensible;  but 
of  this  I  am  sure,  that  the  noble  Lord 
would  find  it  more  difficult  to  maintain  in 
argument  that  if  it  were  right  to  levy 
a  duty  on  Cfim,  domestic  com,  should 
escape  from  that  duty.  After  all,  what 
wouhl  a  tax  on  foreign  corn,  though 
rniscd  (it  may  In*  asserted)  for  the  purpose 
of  revenue — what  would  such  a  tax.  from 
wliirh  f^ritish  corn  Hhould  In*  cxemptril. 
In*   hut  |>rotection  under  a  false  pretext. 


It  would  be  neither  more  nor  lets  than  tbat. 
The  noble  Lord,  the  Member  for  Sunder- 
land, contended  that  the  land  is  entitled 
to  no  protection,  and  he  said  that  if  in 
1828,  a  duty  of  IQf.  had  been  imposed  ob 
foreign  corn  for  the  mere  purpose  of 
revenue,  nobody  would  have  foond  fault 
with  it.  If,  then,  the  noble  Ijord*8  propo* 
sition  were  adopted,  to  give  protection  by 
the  circuitous  mode  of  extracting  revenae 
from  foreign  com,  to  which  revenue  do- 
mestic corn  should  not  contribute,  it 
is  my  belief,  that  the  Anti*Cora*law 
agitation  would  not  so  soon  cease  as 
the  noble  Lord  supposed.  With  re- 
spect to  barley,  the  principle  of  the 
noble  Lord  is  reversed,  as  I  stated  on  a 
former  night;  and  in  this  instance  wo 
have  no  scruple  in  taxing  the  domestic 
article.  [Lord  Hofcick :  '*  There  is  no  tax 
onbariey  —  the  taxis  on  malt."]  The 
noble  Lord  intimates  that  my  argument 
does  not  apply,  because  the  tax  is  levied 
on  malt,  and  not  on  barley.  Then,  in- 
stead of  speaking  of  a  tax  on  com,  if  I 
spoke  of  a  tax  on  bread,  would  that  satisfy 
the  noble  Lord.  For  the  reasons  I  have 
state<l,  and  on  the  general  principle,  I 
concur  with  the  noble  Lord  tne  Member 
for  the  city  of  London,  that  the  land  it 
fairiy  entitled  to  protection  on  just  and 
equitable  grounds ;  and  I  dissent  from  the 
noble  Lora  the  Member  for  Sunderland, 
feeling  very  little  confidence  in  the  pmleo- 
tion  he  ofiert  by  meant  of  a  fixea  doty, 
imposed^  for  the  purpose  of  rerenue,  and 
which,  in  the  course  of  thit  debate,  hat 
been  reduced  to  At.  or  St.  With  retpeeC 
to  the  existing  law,  I  differ  from  the  noUe 
Lord  the  member  for  the  city  of  London, 
still  retaining  my  opinion,  that  if  the  noUe 
Lord  attempted  to  impose  a  duty  whidi 
he  contemplated,  whether  it  were  8^.  or 
lOf.,  it  would  be  very  doubtful  whether 
the  levy  of  it  could  be  ensured  under  cir- 
cumstances, the  recurrence  of  which  we 
must  anticipate.  Acting  on  the  principle 
which  the  noble  Lord  opposite  has  adfo« 
cated,  that  we  should  attempt  a  fair  con- 
promise  of  a  long  litigatea  question,  I 
proposed,  in  the  course  of  last  year,  with 
the  concurrence  of  my  colleagues,  a  men* 
sure  which  appeared  to  the  Government, 
under  all  the  circumstances  of  the  country, 
to  be  an  equitalWe  and  fair  proposiiion. 
Wc  did  contemplate  and  did  efllect,  I 
admit,  a  very  material  redaction  in  the 
amount  of  duty  levied  on  foreign  com. 
But  this  w  not  the  only  piiint  on  which 
we  affected  the  landed  interest.     We  re» 


993 


il^KNtniMl  Dtisle 


{Mat  IS} 


CFimrih  Day  J. 


294 


moved  altogether  the  monopoly  of  the  sup- 
ply of  cattle  and  meat.  We  remoTod  tne 
prohibition  which  prevented  the  importa- 
tion of  foreign  cattle  and  meat.  This 
was  hailed  as  a  most  satisfactory  arrange- 
mentt  and  confident  predictions  were  made 
by  hon.  Gentlemen  on  the  other  side  of  the 
House  that  important  consequences  would 
follow  from  tbe»  measures  to  the  trade  of 
the  country.  I  am  now  quite  surprised  to 
hear  the  tone  of  an  hon.  Gentleman  oppou 
site.  He  says,  that  from  the  partial  ap- 
plication of  our  principles  announced  1aj»t 
year  no  good  has  resulted,  and  that  we 
nave  done  nothing  by  removing  the  mono- 
poly of  the  supply  of  cattle  and  meat.  All 
this,  he  says,  has  afforded  no  relief  to  the 
country  and  no  stimulus  to  commerce,  and 
yet  the  conclusion  to  which  he  comes  is, 
to  recommend  us  to  proceed  in  the  course 
we  have  adopted  and  to  carry  our  princi- 
ples into  effect.  It  would  have  been  more 
consoling  to  us,  and  certainly  more  con- 
sistent with  reason,  if  the  hon.  Member 
had  said,  that  the  sound  principles  which 
we  propounded  last  year  had  proved  bene- 
ficial in  their  operation,  not  indeed  to  the 
extent  which  he  expected,  but  still  most 
beneficial,  and  this  is  an  encoumgement 
for  us  to  proceed  in  the  same  course ;  but 
when  he  says  that  the  Ministers  have  done 
nothing,  and  that  their  measures  have 
entirely  foiled,  and  yet  at  the  same  time 
encourage  us  to  proceed  in  the  same  course, 
I  really  cannot  understand  the  argument 
of  the  non.  Gentleman.  We  removed  the 
protection  on  domestic  timber,  seeds,  and 
on  a  variety  of  articles,  and  extensive 
alterations  were  made.  I  believe  the  effect 
of  those  alterations  has  been  most  advan- 
tageous. I  can  make  no  retraction  of  the 
principles  on  which  I  then  acted.  I  am 
satisfied  with  them  and  desire  their  appli- 
cation.  Therefore  I  dissent  from  the  non. 
Gentleman,  and,  looking  at  the  reduced 
price  ai  prorisions  and  tne  increased  com- 
forts of  the  labouring  classes  of  this  coun- 
try, I  cannot  regard  without  satisfaction, 
generally  speaking,  the  operation  of  the 
principles  on  which  her  Majesty*s  Mi- 
nisters have  acted,  though  at  the  same 
time  I  deeply  regret  whatever  partial 
distress  may  have  been  the  consequence  of 
our  measures.  The  noble  Lord  opposite 
(Lord  Worsley)  has  asked  me  to  give  some 
assurance  wito  respect  to  the  future.  Her 
Majesty's  Ministers  proposed  the  Corn-law 
last  year  in  the:^hope  that  it  might  be  an 
adjustment  of  this  question.  They  could 
not  say  that  the  measure  should  be  irrevo- 


cably final  and  unalterable ;  but  her  Ma- 
jesty's Ministers  had  no  dirty  intention  in 
their  minds  of  proposing  an  abrogation  of 
the  Corn  Jaws.    In  a  matter  of  this  im- 
mense  importance,    I    consider    political 
support  to  be  of  no  sUght  consequence; 
but,  however  painful  it  may  be  to  lose  it,  I 
cannot  attempt  to  conciliate  political  sup- 
port by  making  any  inconsistent  declara- 
tions.   Her  Majesty's  Government  offered 
this  law  as  a  fair  and  eouitable  adjustment 
of   the  question;    ana   they  thought  it 
would  be  met  in  a  fiiir  and  conciliatory 
spirit  by  the  landed  interest:  and  I  never 
will  say,  with  respect  to  any  law  of  this 
nature,  that  the  fear  of  losing  political 
support  shall  induce  me  to  sacrifice  my 
opinion.     I  tell   this  to  the  noble  Lora, 
that  I  do  not  maintain  the  law,  merely 
because  it  was  passed  last  Session ;  nay,  I 
must  admit,  that  if  it  were  true  that  the 
law  is  irreconcilable  with  the  interests  of 
the  country,  and  that  a  better  law  could 
be  proposed,  it  would  be  the  duty  of  the 
Government  to  propose,  and  Parliament  to 
adopt,  such  a  law.     It  is  utterly  impossi- 
ble, in  a  commercial  matter  like  this,  to 
combine  influences  for  the  purpose  of  main- 
taining, as  you  suppose,  your  consistency  ; 
because  it  is  not  like  a  great  political  prin- 
ciple, it  partakes  of  nothing  of  that  cha- 
racter.    But  I  say,  that  intervening  ex- 
perience has  not  convinced  me  that  the 
law  is  a  bad  one.    With  the  opportunity 
of  watching  its  operation,  I  see  no  reason 
to  infer  that  the  principle  of  a  fixed  duty 
is  preferable  to  that  which  I  proposed. 
What    were  the  objections  which  were 
offered  against  the  law  last  year  ?  Let  us 
see  what  they  amounted  to.     In  the  first 
place,  it  was  said  that  it  would  have  no 
effect  whatever  in  diminishing  the  price  of 
corn ;  and  I  remember  that  a  most  confi- 
dent prediction  on  that  head  was  uttered 
by  one  hon.  Gentleman,  that  it  would  keep 
corn  at  72s>    But  there  has  been  a  mate- 
rial reduction  in  the  price  of  corn.     I 
know   that   some    say,  that    is    not    in 
the    least    degree    owing    to    the    law; 
others    again,    attribute   it  to  the  law. 
However,    the  fact    cannot    be    denied, 
that  from  some  cause  or  other  there  has 
been  a  material  reduction  in  the  price  of 
wheat,  the  main  article  of  subsistence.     I 
must  say,  that  nothing  surprises  me  more 
than  to  hear  the  cost  of  subsistence  spoken 
of  as  a  matter  of  indifference.    The  hon. 
Member  for  Montrose,  as  I   understood 
him,  expressed  himself  utterly  indifferent 
to  the  price  of  food.    The  argument  was, 
L2 


995 


Abolition  of 


{COMMONS} 


ikeChm^Lami 


that  the  high  price  of  food  was  of  no  con- 
sequence if  wages  were  high,  yet  no  argu- 
ment has  been  more  frequent  than  that  the 
price  of  food  being  higher  here  than  on  the 
Continent,  it  is  impossible  for  the  manu- 
facturcr  to  compete  with  foreigners.  It 
has  been  argued,  too,  that  several  millions 
of  money  per  annum  have  been  absorbed 
by  the  high  prices  of  corn  ;  and  a  pamphlet 
was  written  by  Mr.  Greg  to  show  that  the 
quantity  of  money  absorbed  in  the  purchase 
of  articles  of  subsistence  prevented  the  ma- 
nufacturers from  having  as  large  a  market 
at  home  as  low  prices  would  have  affonled 
them.  That  was  the  argument ;  there  was 
the  greatest  advantage,  it  was  said,  in 
having  the  price  of  provision  low,  for  then 
we  could  compete  with  foreigners,  while  at 
home  it  would  enable  parties  to  appro- 
priate their  money  to  the  purchase  of  ma- 
nufactured articles.  Therefore  I  am  sur- 
prised, whatever  may  be  the  cause  of  the 
price  of  corn  being  low,  to  hear  that  the 
reduction  in  price  is  of  no  advantage.  Rut 
what  is  the  object  of  all  this  ?  Is  it  not  to 
try  to  raise  an  agricultural  clamour  about 
the  lowness  of  prices.  That  is  a  most  un- 
fair and  unworthy  course.  It  was  said 
again,  that  the  importation  of  foreign  corn 
would  lead  to  the  export  of  bullion,  and 
derange  the  monetary  system  of  this  coun. 
try.  Well,  there  was  a  large  importation 
of  foreign  com  last  year,  has  there  I»een 
any  great  export  of  bullion  ?  At  any  rate, 
that  has  not  taken  place.  It  was  saicl,  also, 
that  the  system  of  averages  which  I  intro- 
duced, would  have  no  effect  upon  the  ad- 
mission of  foreign  com ;  nay,  it  was  said, 
that  if  it  had  any  effect,  it  would  be  to  di- 
minish the  average.  Now  it  so  happens, 
that  the  effect  of  increasing  the  number  of 
towns  has  been  to  increase,  rather  than  to 
diminish  the  avera{;e,  and  therefore  to  fa- 
cilitate the  admission  of  foreign  com.  1 
was  surprised  to  hear  the  hon.  Member  for 
Wolverhampton  repeat  the  statement  over 
and  over  again,  that  1  guaranteed  to  the 
farmer  a  price  of  56/.  I  have  seen  this 
constantly  stated  :— * 

**  The  First  Ix>rd  of  the  Treasury  prorcised 
that  you  sht)uld  have  a  remunerating  price  of 
from  54t,  to  fiBi.,  and  now  you  have  but  46i. 
How  can  you  ever  repose  any  confidence  in 
him?" 

My  Answer  is  a  simple  reference  to 
statements  which  I  did  make.  I  was 
referring  to  the  price  of  corn  for  some  ten 
or  twelve  years  before,  and  I  stateil  all  the 
difficulties  of  determining  what  would  be 
a  remunerating  price  ;  but  I  said  the  ave  | 


rage  of  the  ten  or  twelve  preceding  yean 
was  56s.,  and  I  stated  also  that  upon  tlie 
adjustment  of  the  Tithe  Commissioa  tbe 
average  was  also  taken  at  56i.,  and  that  u 
far  as  the  Legislature  was  conoeroed,  I 
thought  it  probable  that  the  effect  of  this 
law  would  be  to  prevent  oscillations  to  a 
greater  extent  than  from  54s.  to  58s.  I 
^rther  stated,  that  I  did  not  see  any  ad« 
vantage  to  agriculture  in  having  the  price 
of  corn  at  a  higher  rate  than  588.  But 
when  you  quote  that,  it  is  bat  fnir  that 
you  should  quote  the  qualification  in  the 
context.  What  was  it  that  I  said  ?  At 
the  same  time,  that  I  made  a  reference  to 
the  price  of  54^.  and  58^.  I  said  this  in 
the  same  speech,  and  immediately  preoed* 
ing  that  allusion— 

**  Nothing  can  be  more  difficult  than  to  aU> 
tempt  to  determine  the  amount  of  protectioo 
required  for  the  home  producer.  I  am  almost 
afraid  even  to  mention  the  term  '  remunerating 
price,'  because  I  know  how  vague  must  be  the 
idea  which  is  attached  to  it.  The  price  reqai* 
site  in  order  to  remunerate  the  hone-grower 
must  necessarily  vary;  a  thoosand  circuns* 
stances  must  be  taken  into  account  before  yo« 
can  determine  whether  a  certain  price  will  be 
a  sufficient  remuneration  or  not." 

Again,  I  said— 

*'  Now,  if  we  take  the  average  price  of  wheat 
which  determines  tbe  commutation  of  titlMS, 
the  principle  on  which  the  Tithe  Bill  passed, 
taking  the  average  of  seven  years,  we  nnd  tbe 
price  of  wheat  during  those  seven  years  to 
nave  been  56s.  8d.  If  we  Uke  the  average  ^ 
wheat  for  the  last  ten  years,  we  shall  find  that 
the  price  has  been  about  56s,  lid. ;  bot  in  that 
average  is  included  the  average  of  the  last 
three  years,  when  com  has  been  higher  ear* 
tainly  than  any  one  would  wish  to  see  it  cod> 
tinue.  Allowing  for  that  excess  of  price,  how* 
ever,  56s.  1 1d.  was  the  average  pnce  Ibr  tha 
last  ten  years.    Now,  with  reference  to  the 

}>robable  remunerating  price  I  should  say,  that 
or  the  protection  of  the  agricultural  interest, 
so  far  as  I  can  possibly  form  a  judgment,  if 
the  price  of  wheat  in  this  country,  allowing  for 
iu  natural  oscillations,  could  be  limited  to  tooM 
such  amount  as  between  54s.  and  58f.,  1  do 
not  believe  that  it  is  for  the  interest  of  tha 
afl^riculturist  that  it  should  be  higher.  Take 
the  average  of  the  last  ten  years,  exdudiag 
from  some  portion  of  the  average  the  extreme 
prices  of  ihe  last  three  years,  and  56s.  would 
be  found  to  be  the  average ;  and,  to  far  as  I 
can  form  an  idea  of  what  would  constitute  a 
fair  remunerating  price,  I  for  one  should  never 
wish  to  see  it  vary  more  than  I  have  said.  I 
cannot  say,  on  the  other  band,  that  I  am  able 
10  see  any  great  or  permanent  advantage  to  be 
derived  from  the  diminution  of  the  price  of 
corn  l)eyood  the  lowest  amount  I  have  named, 
if  I  look  at  the  subject  in  connection  with  Iha 


S97  Adjouffud  DibaiB 


{Mat  13} 


C Fourth  Day  J. 


898 


general  position  of  the  countryi  the  existing 
relations  of  landlord  and  tenant,  the  burthens 
upon  land,  and  the  habits  of  the  country. 
When  I  name  this,  sum,  howet er,  I  must  beg 
altogether  to  disclaim  mentioning  it  as  a  pivot 
or  remunerating  price,  or  any  inference  that 
the  Legislature  can  guarantee  the  continuance 
of  that  price ;  for  I  know  it  to  be  impossible 
to  effect  any  such  object  by  a  legislative  enact- 
ment. It  is  utterly  beyond  your  power,  and 
a  mere  delusion  to  say,  that  by  any  duty, 
fixed  or  otherwise,  you  can  guarantee  a  cer- 
tain price  to  the  producer.  It  is  beyond 
the  reach  of  the  Legislature.  In  1835,  when 
you  had  what  some  thought  was  a  nominal 
protection  to  the  amount  of  64s.,  the  aver- 
age price  of  wheat  did  not  exceed  39s.  8(/., 
and  I  again  repeat,  that  it  is  only  encouraging 
delusion  to  hold  out  the  hope  that  this  species 
of  protection  can  be  afforded  to  the  agricul- 
turist. To  return,  however,  to  the  subject ;  I 
again  say  that  nothing  can  be  more  vague 
than  to  attempt  to  define  a  remunerating 
price.*' 

Now,  I  think  I  have  read  sufficient  to 
ahow  that  I  did  not  undertake  to  gua- 
rantee by  legislation  any  price  whatever. 
With  regard  to  the  lowness  of  price,  I 
think  that  the  Corn-law  of  last  year  has 
not  been  the  cause  of  it*  When  I  speak 
of  a  reduction  in  the  cost  of  living,  I 
cannot  claim  either  fbr  the  tariff  or  the 
Corn-law  the  full  extent  of  that  reduction. 
I  fear  the  reduction  in  the  price  of  agri- 
cultural produce  has  arisen  to  a  consider- 
able degree  from  that  depression  of  trade  and 
diminished  power  of  consumption  of  which 
we  have  hau  too  many  melancholy  proofs. 
I  wish  my  agricultural  friends  to  remem- 
ber that  I  said  before  this  discussion  on 
the  Corn-laws  came  on,  that  it  was  my 
firm  conviction,  as  it  still  is,  that  the  pros- 
perity of  the  manufacturing  and  commer. 
cial  interests  of  this  country  is  much  more 
essential  to  the  prosperity  of  the  landed 
interest  than  any  Corn-law  whatever.  I 
am  not  using  new  language  in  expressing 
that  opinion.  I  have  said  the  same  thing 
on  more  than  one  occasion  before;  and, 
Sir,  if  you  could  convince  me  that  the 
Corn-law  was  the  cause  of  the  manufac- 
turing depression  which  has  existed,  or,  if 
I  could  bring  myself  to  believe  the  exag- 
gerated statements  which  have  been  made 
with  respect  to  the  cause  of  that  depres- 
sion, I  should  feel  the  strongest  conviction 
that  the  agriculturists  would  best  con- 
sult their  own  interests  by  consenting  to 
an  alteration.  But  I  at  once  declare  that 
I  distrust  those  statements — that  I  do  not 
believe  the  Corn-law  to  be  the  cause  of  the 
jnaaafacturiog  depression.  When  the  hon. 


Gentleman  tells  me  of  former  successes  in 
trade— of  the  immense  profits  which  were 
made  by  manufacturers  in  former  years— « 
let  me  remind  him  that  all  those  successes 
and  all  those  profits  accrued  under  a  Corn- 
law.  If  then  the  existing  Corn-law  be  fatal 
to  manufacturing  prosperity,  how  does  he 
account  for  the  fact  of  such  prosperity  hav- 
ing occurred  at  former  periods  when  the 
same  law  was  in  existence  ?  I  will  show 
him  that  prosperity  and  the  Corn-law  have 
co-existed.  It  has  been  said  that  the 
greatest  manufacturing  prosperity  of  this 
country  was  in  the  years  1835  and  1836. 
The  Corn-law  was  in  operation  during 
both  those  years.  Yes,  but  your  reply  to 
this  is,  that  in  those  years  food  was  cheap. 
Why,  so  is  food  cheap  now.  It  is  nearly  as 
cheap  now  as  it  was  in  1835  and  1836  ;  and 
why  should  I  admit  that  it  is  the  existence 
of  the  CornJaw  which  is  fatal  to  manu- 
factures, when  I  find  that  in  those  years 
you  had  the  law  in  full  operation,  and  at 
the  same  time  had  the  public  declaration 
of  the  Manchester  Chamber  of  Commerce 
to  the  effect  that  trade  was  never  more 
flourishing.  But  your  greatest  objection 
to  the  Corn-law  is,  that  it  has  a  tendency 
to  encourage  speculation^  You  tell  us, 
among  other  things,  that  last  year  there 
was  a  rise  in  price  just  before  the  harvest, 
and  that  the  consequence  was,  a  large  im* 
portation  of  foreign  corn  which  was  met 
by  the  abundant  crop,  and  consequently- 
proved  un remunerative  to  its  holders. 
Now,  I  think  it  is  hardly  fair  to  try  the 
existing  Corn-law  with  -  reference  to  the 
circumstances  of  the  last  year.  What 
were  the  circumstances  of  the  last  year  ? 
Certainly  in  the  spring  of  last  year  large 
speculations  took  place  in  the  importation 
of  foreign  corn,  •  and  these  speculations 
were  entered  into  on  the  assumption  that 
there  would  be  an  unfavourable  and  a  de- 
fective harvest.  There  never  was  a  period 
when  greater  exertion  was  made  than  in 
the  spring  of  last  year  to  bring  in  large 
quantities  of  corn,  on  account  of  the  ex- 
pectation that  prevailed  that  there  would 
be  a  failure  or  the  harvest.  That  con- 
viction remained  in  full  force  up  to  a  very 
late  period  of  the  year,  and  the  harvest 
turning  out  favourable,  an  occurrence  so 
widely  different  from  that  which  was  ex- 
pected, naturally  caused  losses  which  are 
not  to  be  traced  to  the  Corn«law.  You 
are  not  testing  the  law  fairly,  therefore,  if 
you  try  it  by  the  circumstances  of  last 
year.  But  nevertheless,  let  us  see  what  the 
law  really  did  last  year«  It  came  into  opera* 
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tioii  on  the  28th  of  April.  At  the  ISs. 
duty  which  then,  or  shortly  after  occurred, 
26|000  quarters  of  wheat  were  imported. 
At  the  12#.  duty,  the  amount  during  the  ; 
two  weeks  ending  the  13th  and  20th  of 
May,  50,000  quarters  were  imported ;  and 
in  the  weeks  ending  the  18th  and  2dth  of 
June,  when  the  duty  was  9s.  and  lOs.,  not 
less  than  76,000 quarters  were  brought  in. 
This  shows  that  the  law  did  not  operate 
badly.  But  the  truth  is,  that  both  specu*  | 
lations  were  entered  into,  and  the  natural  j 
operation  interfered  with,  in  consequence 
or  certain  motions  made,  and  speeches 
delivered  within  these  walls.  Some  hon. 
Members  were,  up  to  the  latest  moment, 
loud  in  their  predictions  of  a  deficient 
har\'e8t,  and  their  language  was  very  in- 
fluential in  inducing  corn-merchants  to 
enter  into  speculation,  and  the  holders  of 
corn  to  retain  their  purchases  in  expecta- 
tion of  a  further  rise.  It  was  so  late  as 
the  7 til  of  July  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
Aberdeen  submitted  a  motion  to  this 
House  to  give  a  power  to  the  Queen  in 
Council  to  remit  the  duties  on  com  during 
the  recess.  What  would  the  speculator  in 
com  naturally  do  when  he  saw  motions  of 
that  kind  made,  and  read  such  speeches, 
(which,  of  course,  operated  as  an  enoou* 
rafperacnt)  but  hold  back  his  com  ? 
What  said  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
TiTcrton,  a  person  of  high  distinction  in 
this  House,  and  who  held  a  Cabinet  office 
under  the  late  Administntion  ?  On  the 
11th  of  July,  at  the  very  time  when  all 
those  speculations  were  going  forward,  the 
noble  Lord  said,  in  this  House: 

**  I  venture  to  predict  that  if  Parliament 
does  not  meet  before  November  the  Govern* 
merit  will  have  to  let  out  the  bonded  com,*' 

That  was  the  confident  prediction  of  the 
noble  Lord  ;  I  acquit  the  noble  Lord  of  all 
improper  rooti^-es.  He  was,  I  am  sure, 
expressing  a  bomi^fidc  opinion,  and  never 
thmight  of  interfering  with  the  operation 
of  the  law ;  he  Iwlieved  that  the  har- 
vest would  prove  defective— that  another 
2,500,000  quarters  of  com  must  be  im« 
|Mirte(l  from  the  Continent,  at  whatever 
price ;  l»ut  when  the  speculators  lieard  a 
person  in  tlie  situation  of  the  noble  Ix>rd 
make  that  declaration,  they  woald  natually 
say — and  the  greater  their  ooniideDoe  in 
the  n<ible  Lord  the  more  inclined  tbey 
would  be  to  say — "  We  will  keep  back  our 
corn,  for  there  is  every  prospect  of  a  rise 
in  the  price  ;*'  and  I  must  say,  that  if  the 
agricultural  interest  luive  suffcnd  fron 
the  tuddiB  uUlttx,  at  a  critical  poriod,  df 


large  quantities  of  eom,  they  have  to  thank 
the  noble  Lord  and  his  predictions  far 
that  influx  of  com.  But  the  noble  Lord  was 
not  the  onljr  prophet  of  evil    There  was 
another  noUe  Lord— I  mean  the  Member 
for  Sunderland.    That  noUe  Lord,  with 
the  high  sanction  of  hb  name,  after  the 
law  passed,  at  a  time  when  persons  wcra 
pouring  in  com  to  the  extent  of  forty  and 
nftv  thousand  qiuirters,  at  a  duty  of  lOf. 
and  12#.,  gave  notice  of  a  motion  to  release 
all  corn  in  bond  at  a  fixed  duty  of  6i.  a 
quarter  until  the  month  of  March,  1843. 
Cora  then  was  brought  into  this  country 
under  the  belief  that  the  harvest  would  be 
a  bad  one,  and  at  the  same  time  there 
were  three  Gentlemen  in  this  House 
sup()0sed  to  speak  with  the  best  atithority 
and  most  complete  information  on  the  sub- 
ject ^declaring  that  if  the  spectilaton  kept 
back  their  com  they  would  be  sure  to  have 
a  much  lower  duty,  and  ffiving  notice  of 
motions,  which,  If  they  haid  be^  carried, 
would  have  effected  that  ob|ect.    Is  it  not 
then,  fair  to  suppose  that    the  natural 
operation  of  the  new  law  was,  to  some  ex- 
tent, defeated  Inr  predictions  of  this  kind, 
that  that  law  has  not  had  a  foir  trial, 
and  is  not  to  be  judged  by  the  circum- 
stances of  last  year?  But  to  go  to  another 
point.     I  am  taking  the  objections  to  the 
measure  seriatim.  1  know  that  it  has  been 
a  fovoorite  objection  to  the  sliding-scaie 
that  it  has  had  the  effect  of  preventing  the 
employment  of   British  shipping  in   the 
carrying  of  fi>reign  corn,  and  of  giving 
employment  to  foreign  ships.     It  b  saio, 
that  the  duty  on  com,  rarying  inversely 
with  the  price  when  the  dloty  is  low,  a 
sudden  demand  for  foreign   com  arises, 
which  is  shipped  at  foreign  ports,  and  that 
few  British  ships  are  employed  in  carrying 
it.     I  know  that  this  has  been  repeatedly 
urged  upon  the  shipping  interest  for  tlie 
purpose  of  indtidnff  them  to  join  in  de- 
WildiDg  a  ffied  IntyiD  pJemwetoa 
varying  duty,   which  it  was  represented 
gave  the  advantage  of  the  carrying  trade 
to  foreign  ships.      Now,   what  nie    the 
focts  ?     I  hold  in  my  hand  a  letura  of  the 
number  of  ships  entered  inwards  with  eom. 
In  1843  there  were  4203  oom-laden  ships 
entered  in  the  noruof  England.    Of  these 
2346,  or  coasidefably  more  than  one-half, 
were  British  ships.      In   1841  the  eora 
laden  ships  entered  were  in  number  4706 ; 
but  of  these  only  1887,  or  coosideraUy  leas 
than  one-half,  were  British.  So  for,  ther^ 
fore,  as  we  can  form  a  Judgment,  the  pi^ 
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the  employioent  of  Britbh  ships.  Next, 
looking  to  the  question  of  steadiness  of 
priocj  I  can  see  no  impeachment  of  the 
new  law  on  that  score.  Of  course  the 
price  being  64^.  the  object  was  to  reduce 
jt,  and  immediately  after  the  harvest  a 
fall  ensued ;  but  on  the  whole,  looking  at 
prices  since  the  harvest,  I  own  I  cannot 
see  that  any  formidable  objection  is  to  be 
made  to  the  law  on  that  ground.  Looking, 
then,  at  the  objections  to  the  law-^looking 
at  the  frauds  which  have  been  checked*— 
looking  at  the  export  of  bullion  which  the 
hon.  Member  for  Wolverhampton  himself 
allowed  to  have  ceased.  [Mr.  C.  f^illiers: 
"  I  said  it  ceased  when  the  importation  was 
regular."]  The  hon.  Member,  in  making 
that  admission,  spoke  of  last  year — looking 
at  the  increasecl  employment  of  British 
shipping — and  looking  at  the  state  of  prices 
which  certainly  have  been  steady,  and  not 
immoderately  low — looking,  I  say,  at  these 
things,  I  do  think  that  1  am  entitled  to 
declare  the  present  Corn-law  to  be  an  im- 
provement on  its  precursor,  and  that  it  has 
worked  anything  but  injuriously  for  the 
commerce  of  the  country.  Upon  these 
grounds  I  see  no  reason  for  retracting  the 
ravourable  opinion  which  I  entertained  and 
expressed  of  the  present  law.  I  think  that 
frequent  alterations  in  laws  of  this  kind, 
are  in  themselves  to  be  deprecated.  I 
think,  also,  that  the  existing  law,  offered 
as  a  compromise,  was  a  fair  adjustment  of 
the  question.  I  believe  that  there  was  as 
willing  and  as  cordial  an  assent  given  to 
it  by  the  agricultural  interest  as  could 
have  been  anticipated.  I  think  they  gave 
that  assent  upon  the  assumption  and  in 
the  expectation  that  the  law  would  not  be 
again  altered  without  good  and  sufficient 
reason.  1  do  not  mean  to  say  that  I  could 
set  up  that  as  a  ready  argument  against 
alteration  of  the  law,  if  alteration  were 
shown  to  be  desirable ;  but,  certainly,  un- 
less solid  and  sufficient  reason  for  further 
alteration  be  shown^  I  think  that  that  as- 
sent ought  to  prevail  and  hold  good.  Upon 
the  subject  of  the  Catiadian  Corn  Bill, 
1  do  not  now  mean  to  enter;  but  I  can 
state  with  truth,  that  the  question  of  the 
admission  of  Canada  corn  was  part  of  the 
original  arrangement.  It  is  no  new  mea. 
sure,  but  one  brought  forward  in  execution 
of  a  promise  given  to  Canada  at  the  time 
this  subject  was  under  consideration,  and 
which  we  feel  it  incumbent  on  us  to  fulfil. 
We  know  that  the  re-agitation  of  this 
question  must  expose  us  to  difficulty  and 
must  have  9k  tendeocy  still  more  to  alienate 


the  confidence  of  many  who  have  supported 
us,  but  we  consider  that  we  have  given 
an  engagement  to  the  people  of  Canada 
which  it  is  our  duty  to  fulfil — ^that  we 
have  held  out  to  them  expectations  which 
it  is  our  duty  to  realise.  I  hope  in  the 
course  of  what  I  have  addressed  to  the 
House,  I  have  answered  satisfoctorily  the 
question  put  to  me  by  the  noble  Lord. 
As  I  said  before,  we  proposed  the  present 
measure  of  the  Corn-laws,  not  with  any 
secret  reservation  or  secret  intention  of 
effecting  another  alteration;  I  contem- 
plate no  such  alteration;  my  opinion  is, 
that  there  has  not  been  sufficient  time 
allowed  for  trying  the  effect  of  the  present 
law  5  but  that  so  far  as  a  trial  has  been 
given  to  it,  the  effect  favourably  confirms 
the  anticipations  I  formed  respecting  it. 
The  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Sunder- 
land, has  referred  to  my  conduct  on  the 
Roman  Catholic  question,  and  stated  that 
I  should  be  prepared  to  make  further  con- 
cessions. The  noble  Lord  also  spoke  of  my 
being  desirous  to  pleasp  both  parties,  but  ho 
that  as  it  may,  if  I  h^ive  had  such  an  object 
in  view,  I  am  afiraid  that  I  have  failed  in  ac- 
complishing it.  Persons  in  my  situation 
— in  the  situation  of  her  Majesty's  Go- 
vemment*-in  endeavouring  to  steer  a  mid- 
dle course,  not  adhering  to  one  extreme  or 
another,  may  expose  themselves  to  that 
imputation.  But  that  course  was  not 
taken  with  any  other  view  than  that  of 
doing  what  we  considered  to  be  best  for  the 
public  interests.  I  can  solemnly  assure 
the  House  that,  in  the  course  which  we 
have  taken— risking,  as  we  did  last  year, 
the  confidence  and  the  friendship  of  many 
of  our  supporters— risking,  I  may  say,  the 
fate  of  the  Government — that  course  was 
dictated  (with  reference  to  what  was  best 
and  most  advisable  for  the  public  interests. 
And  when  I  say  that  the  same  regard  for 
the  public  interests  shall  influence  me  and 
her  Majesty's  Government,  with  respect 
to  this  important  concern,  I  hope  the 
House  will  believe  that  I  do  not  make  that 
declaration  for  the  purpose  of  providing  a 
refuge  for  myself  and  my  colleagues  against 
any  political  storms  to  which  we  may  be 
exposed,  but  because  I  think  it  most  suited 
to  the  magnitude  of  those  interests  and 
concerns  which  are  placed  in  the  hands  of 
the  responsible  advisers  of  the  Crown. 

Viscount  Howick,  in  explanation,  as- 
sured the  right  hon,  Baronet  that  nothing 
was  farther  from  his  intention  than  to  cast 
any  imputation  on  his  motives.  What 
be  said  was,  that  the  right  boo.  Gentle- 
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man's  judgment  had  proved  defectiTc  on 
a  former  occasion,  and  that  he  believed  it 
would  prove  so  again;  that  when  upon 
the  Catholic  question  he  had  found  him- 
self mistaken,  he  made  the  best  reparation 
in  his  power,  and  that  he  would  act 
similarly  on  this  question. 

Mr.  0.  Stanley  moved^  that  the  debate 
be  DOW  adjourned. 

Mr.  M,  Gibson  seconded  the  motion. 

Sir  R.  Peel  hoped  the  debate  would  be 
brought  to  a  close  that  night.  The  sub- 
ject had  been  already  fully  discussed. 
The  course  which  the  House  had  adopted, 
of  not  beginning  the  debate  until  about 
ten  o'clock,  up  to  which  time  the  House 
was  comparatively  empty,  left  so  short 
a  time  for  discussion,  that  if  they 
were  to  continue  such  a  course  and  persist 
in  adjournments,  the  debate  could  not  be 
brought  to  a  close  within  any  resonable 
period,  while  the  public  business  would  be 
greatly  impeded.  He  hoped  that  the  House 
would  not  consent  to  any  further  adjourn- 
ment.    [  Cheers  and  cries  of  "  Divide*'] 

Mr.  M,  Gibson  did  not  understand 
what  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  meant  by 
saying  that  the  debate  did  not  begin 
until  ten  o'clock.  He  (Mr.  Gibson) 
thought  it  had  gone  on  throughout  the 
night  without  cessation.  Many  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen on  his  side  the  House  were  desi- 
rous of  explaining  the  vote  which  they 
should  give,  and  he  therefore  thought  the 
motion  for  adjourning  the  debate  a  very 
judicious  one. 

Lord  J.  Russell  said,  that  when  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  wished  last  year  to 
put  an  end  to  the  discussion  after  it  had 
lasted  a  certain  number  of  nights,  he 
called  on  the  House  not  to  concur  with  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  as  several  hon. 
Members,  who  ought  to  be  heard,  had  not 
spoken.  Now,  however,  that  the  question 
had  been  so  long  and  so  often  debated, 
he  did  not  lK>lieve,  that  eithe  for  the 
purpose  of  enabling  the  House  to  form 
a  deliberate  opinion  on  the  subject,  or 
enabling  their  constituents  throughout  the 
country  to  understand  the  grounds  on 
which  they  voted,  it  was  necessary  that  the 
debate  should  be  again  adjourned.  Of 
course  the  right  hon.  Baronet  was  pre- 
pared to  listen  to  any  reply  which  hon. 
Members  might  think  proper  to  make. 
If  hon.  Members  behind  him  persisted  in 
moving  the  adjournment  of  the  debate, 
he  should  vote  against  the  motion. 

Mr.  Hume  said,   in  support  of  the 


motion,  that  seven  or  eight  hon.  Hemben 
were  anxious  to  address  the  Housep  bot 
how  could  they,  at  that  hour  of  the  night? 
[Loud  cries  of  ••  Go  on,*'  "  Adjourn,"  assd 
^'Divider] 

Mr.  Cobden:  If  he  entertained  iny 
doubt  as  to  the  propriety  of  adjourning 
the  debate  at  that  time  of  the  night  (n 
quarter  to  one  o'clock)  the  inhuman  noises 
which  proceeded  from  hon.  Members 
would  dispel  that  doubL  The  course 
which  hon.  Members  had  taken  satisfied 
him  as  to  the  necessity  of  an  adjournment. 
ICries  of  "  Go  on,'*  "  No  adyoummeni.'^^ 

Mr.  Ewart,  who  spoke  amidst  great 
confusion,  said,  there  were  many  hon. 
Members  representing  large  manufactur- 
ing towns,  be  referred  particularly  to  the 
hon.  Members  for  Stockport  and  Man- 
chester, who  were  anxious  to  address  the 
House  upon  the  important  question  under 
its  consideration.  These  were  the  very 
men  whom  the  House  ought  to  hear,  as 
they  represented  the  movement  for  total 
repeal.  [Continued  cries  of  **  Adjomm^ 
"  Divide,"  ••  Order^] 

Mr.  Filliers  said,  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
who  opposed  the  adjournment,  did  not 
finish  his  speech  till  a  quarter  to  one 
o'clock,  and  it  was  hardly  fair  to  expect 
hon.  Members  then,  to  answer  him,  parti* 
cularly  as  there  was  little  probablity  of 
their  speeches  being  faithfully  reported. 
It  was  only  just  that  the  representatives  of 
the  people  should  be  heard. 

Sir  J.  Hanmer  said,  there  was  the 
greatest  possible  disposition  to  hear  hon. 
Members.  What  practical  result  would 
be  obtained  from  the  divison  ?  Font 
nights  had  already  been  wasted.  As  hon. 
Members  persisted  in  moving  the  adjourn- 
ment of  the  debate,  he  begged  to  move  as 
an  amendment  that  the  House  do  now 
adjourn. 

Mr.  }Vard  obtained  a  hearing  after  some 
further  confusion,  and  said,  it  would  be 
inconsistent  with  the  character  and  dignity 
of  the  House  not  to  dispose  of  the  present 
question.  He  must  be  allowed  to  sayi 
that  if  her  Majesty's  Government  at- 
tempted in  this  way  to  stifle  the  voices  of 
those  who  represented  large  towns,  they 
could  expect  no  other  result  from  their 
conduct  than  this,  that  their  measures 
would  in  turn  be  opposed  and  thwarted 
by  those  whom  they  thus  sought  to  deprive 
of  an  opportunity  of  expressing  the  senti- 
ments of  their  constituents.  He  wooM 
ask  the  hon.  Member  for  Hall  whether  he 
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felt  that  be  could  conicieDttondy  persevere ' 
in  the  motioii  whicb  he  had  made. 

Sir  R,  Ptel  said,  be  should  give  hm 
vote  against  the  rootiOD  that  this  debate 
be  sdjourDed,  because  he  thought  it  bad 
been  sofficientlir  discuased.  At  the  same 
time,  he  did  not  tbink  it  would  be  a  satis- 
faclorj  naj  of  disposing  of  the  question 
bj  a  motion  for  the  adjournment  of  the 
House,  becanse  it  was  impoTtant  that  the 
House  should  pronounce  an  opinion  on  the 
main  question,  and  that  opinion  would  not 
be  pronounced  if  an  adjournment  of  the 
House  wBi  agreed  to.  The  motion  was 
of  such  importance  that  the  country  ought 
to  know  the  sense  of  the  House  upon  it. 
He  (SirR.  Peel),  hoped,  therefore,  that 
the  hon.  Baronet  would  not  seek  io  dis- 
pose of  the  motion  in  a  manner  unsatis- 
iictory  to  all  parties — to  those  favourable, 
and  to  those  adverse  to  repeal.  If,  there- 
fore, ihe  motion  to  adjourn  tbe  House  was 
persisted  in,  he  would  vote  against  it. 

Sir  J.  Hanmer  said,  he  had  only  one 
object  in  moving  an  adjournment  of  the 
House,  namely,  to  proieat,  in  the  most 
forcible  way,  agaiuat  the  motion  for  ad- 
journing the  debate.  Gentlemen  around 
biro  were  ready  to  remain  there  till  day- 
light, in  order  to  briing  the  debate  to  a 
close.  If  the  bon.  Gentleman  opposite 
would  withdraw  bis  motion  for  adjourning 
the  debate,  be  would  be  quite  ready  to 
withdraw  his  amendment. 

Mr.  Muntz  said,  be  represented  a  large 
community,  who  were  sufTering  severely 
and  who  attributed  their  sufferings  to  the 
Corn-Uws.  He  had  risen  three  times 
last  night,  to  state  his  views,  and  seven 
times  this  night,  but  he  had  not  been  for- 
tunate enough  to  catch  the  Speaker's  eye. 

Lord  J.  Russell  hoped  the  hon.  Member 
for  Hull  (Sir  J.  Hanmer)  would  withdraw 
bis  motion. 

Sir  J,  Hanmer  said,  that  after  the  ap- 
peals that  had  been  made  to  him,  be  should 
certainly  not  persist. 

Tbe  motion  that  ibe  House  do  adjourn 
was  withdrawn. 

Tbe  House  divided  on  the  question  that 
the  debate  be  adjourned,  when  there  ap- 
peared— Ayes  94  ;  Noes  385 :  Majority 
291. 

List  of  the  Ates.     ^ 
Aglionby,  H.  A.  Beckeley,  hon.  H.  F. 

Aldam,  W.  Blenitt,  R.  J. 

Barclay,  D.  Bowring,  Dr. 

Barnard,  E.  G.  Brothetlon,  J. 

BeAdey,  hon.  Capt.     Browne,  hon.  W. 


Busfeitd,  W. 
Chapmau,  B, 
Christie,  W.  D, 
Cobden,  R. 
Collett,  J. 
Collins,  W. 
Corbally,  M.  E. 
Crawford,  W.  S. 
Dalmeny,  Lord 
Dalrymple,  Capt. 
Dashwood,  G.  H. 
Dawgon,  hon.  T,  V. 
Denniatoun,  J. 
Duncau,  Viact. 
Duncan,  G. 
Duncombe,  T. 
Dundas,  Adm. 
Dundas,  D. 
Ebriugton,  Visct. 
Ellice,  E. 
Ellis,  W. 
ElphiDstone,  H. 
Ewatt,  W. 
Fielden,  J. 
Fleetwood,  Sir  P.  H. 
Foraler,  M. 
Fox,  C.  R. 
Gill,  T. 
Gore,  hon.  R. 
Hall,  Sir  B. 
Hasiit,  A. 
Hill,  Lord  M. 
Hindley,  C. 
HoUond,  R, 
HoriDiBD,  E. 
Hoskins,  K. 
Hume,  J. 


Johns 


I,  Gen. 


Johnston,  A. 


Maijoribanka,  S. 
Marshall,  W. 
Marsland,  H. 
Martin,  J. 
Muntz,  G.  F. 
Murphy,  F.  S. 
Napier,  Sir  C. 
O'Brien,  J. 
O'Connell,  M.  J. 
Oswald,  J. 
Parker,  J: 
Pechell,  Capt. 
Philips,  M. 
PI  urn  ridge,  Capt. 
Ricardo,  J.  L. 
Roche,  Sir  D. 
Roas,  D.  R. 
Russell,  Lord  E. 
Scholefield,  J. 
Scott,  R. 
Seymour,  Lord 
Smith,  B. 
Standiah,  C. 
Stuatt,  Lord  J: 
Stuart,  W.  V. 
Strickland,  Sir  G. 
Strutt,  E. 
Tancred,  H.  W. 
Thomeley.T. 
Trelawny,  J.  S. 
Turner,  E. 
VilUere,  hon.  C 
Wakley,  T. 
Walker,  R. 
Wallace,  R. 
Ward,  H.  G. 
Wawu,  J.  T. 
Williams,  W. 
Wood,  B. 
Worsley,  Lord 
Yorke,  U.  R. 


List  of  the  Nobs. 


Ackers,  3. 
Acland,  Sir  T.  D. 
Acland.T.  D. 
A'Court,  Capt. 
Adara,  Visct.  ■ 
Adderley,  C.  B. 
Aleiander,  N. 
Amx,J.P. 
Anlrobua,  E:   ' 
Arbuthnolt,  hon.  H. 
Archbold,  R. 
Archdall,  Capt.  M. 
Arkwright,  G. 
Arundel  and  Surrey, 

Earl  of 
Ashley,  Lord 
Aslell,  W. 
Attwood,  M. 
B^^e,  W. 
Bagot,  bon.  W. 
Ba&y,J. 


BaiUieiCoL 
fiaiUie,  H.  J. 
Baldwin,  B. 
Ballbar,  J.  M. 
Bankes,  G. 
Baring,  hon.  W.  B. 
Baring,  rt.  ba.  F.  T. 
Barneby,  J. 
Barriogton,  Viact. 
Baskerville,  T.  B.  M. 
BateEon,  R. 
Bell,  M. 
Bell,  J. 
Benelt,  J. 
Bentinck,  Lord  G. 
Berkeley,  hon.  G.  F, 
Bernard,  Visct. 
Blackbume,  J.  I. 
Blackstone,  W.  S. 
filakemore,  R. 
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Bodkin,  W.  H. 
Boldero,  H.  O. 
Borthwicky  P. 
Botfield,  B. 
Bowes,  J. 
Boyd,  J* 
Bradshaw,  J. 
Bramston,  T.  W. 
Broadley,  H. 
Broadwood,  II. 
Brooke,  Sir  A.  Bt 
Bruce,  Lord  £. 
Bruce,  C.  L.  G. 
Bruen,  Col. 
Buck,  L.  W. 
BuUer,  Sir  J.  Y. 
Buobury,  T. 
Burrell,  Sir  C.  M. 
Burroughes,  U.  N. 
Campbell,  Sir  H. 
Cardwell,  £. 
CasUereagb,  Viict. 
Cavendish,  ho.  C.  C. 
Cavendish,  hn.  G.  H, 
Cay  Icy,  £.  S. 
Chapman,  A. 
Charteris,  hoo.  F. 
Chelsea,  Viict. 
Chetwode,  Sir  J. 
Childers,  J.  W. 
Cholunondeley,  ho.  H. 
Christopher,  ft*  A. 
Chute,  W.  L.  W. 
ClaytOD,  H.  R. 
Clerk,  Sir  G. 
Clive,  Vii€t. 
Clivc,  hoD.  K.  H. 
Cochiaue,  A. 
CodringtoD,  C.  W. 
CoIborne,bii.W.N.R. 
Colleit,  W.  R. 
ColquhouD,  J.  C. 
CoIviUc,  C.  R. 
ComptoD,  H.  Ct 
Connolly,  Col. 
Coote,  Sir  C.  II. 
(!opcland,  Mr.  Aid. 
(orry,  right  hon.  IL 
Courirnay,  Lord 
Craig,  W.  G. 
Cress  well,  B. 
Crippit,  \V, 
Curteis,  li.  B. 
Darner,  hoo.  Col. 
Darby,  G. 
Davius,  D.  A.  S. 
Dawnay,  hon.  W.  H* 
Dcnison,  E.  0* 
Dick,  Q. 
Dickinson,  F.  11. 
D'lsraeli,  B. 
Dodd»G. 
Douglas,  Sir  H. 
Douglas,  Sir  C.  E. 
Douglas,  J.  D.  S. 
Douro,  Marquii  of 
Dowddwdl  \V. 


Drummond,  U.  H, 
Duffield,  T. 
Dugdale,  W.  S. 
Duncombe,  hon.  A. 
Duncombe.  hon.  O. 
Dungannon,  Visct. 
Du  Pre,  C.  6. 
East,  J.  B. 
Eastnor.  ViMt. 
Eaton,  R.  J. 
Egertoo,  W.  T. 
Kgerton,  Sir  P. 
Eliot,  Lord 
Emlyn,  Visct. 
Escott,  B. 
Estcourt,  T.  G.  B. 
Etwall,  R. 
Evans,  W. 
Famham,  E.  B. 
Feilden,  W. 
Fellowes,  E, 
Ferguson,  Sir  R.  A. 
Ferrand,  W.  B. 
Filmer,  Sir  E, 
Fitimaurice,  hon.  W. 
Fitzroy,  hon.  II. 
Flower,  Sir  J. 
Follett,  Sir  W.  W. 
FfoUiott,  J. 
Forbes,  W. 
Forester,  hn.  G.  C.W. 
Fox,  S.  L. 
Fuller,  A.  £. 
Gaskell,  J.  Milnes 
Gisborue,  T. 
Gladstone,rt.hn.W.E. 
Gladstone,  Capt. 
Glynne,  Sir  3.  R. 
Gordon,  hon.  Capt. 
Gore,  M. 
Gore,  VV.  O. 
Gore,  W.  R.  O. 
Goring,  C. 

Goulburn,  rt.  hon.  II. 
Graham,  rt.  hon.Sir  J. 
Granby,  Marquess  of 
Greenall,  P. 
GreenawayiC 
Giecne,  T. 
Grey,  rt.  hon.  Sir  G. 
Grimsditch.T. 
Grimston,  Visct. 
Grogan,  £. 
Grosvcnor,Lord  R. 
Hale,  U.  B. 
lialford.II. 
Ilallyburton,  Ld.  J.  F. 
Hamilton,  J.  li. 
Hamilton,  O.  A. 
Hamilton,  W.  J. 
Hamilton,  Lord  C. 
Hampden,  R. 
Hanmer,  Sir  J. 
Ilarcourt,  G.  G. 
Hardinge,rUioniSirH. 
Hardy,  J. 
UattoD,  CapU  V, 


Ilawat,  B. 
Hay,  Sir  A.  L. 
Hayes,  Sir  £. 
Heathcote,  G.  J. 
Heathcote,  Sir  W. 
Heneage,  G.  U.  W. 
Heneage,  B. 
H«nley,  J.  W. 
Henniker,  Lord 
Hepburn,  Sir  T.  B. 
Herbert,  hon.  S, 
Heron,  Sir  It. 
Herrey,  Lord  A. 
Hillsborough,  Earl  of 
Hinde,  J.  H. 
Hodgson,  F. 
Hodgson,  R. 
Hogg,  J.  W. 
Holmes,  hn.  W.  A*C. 
Hope»  hon.  C. 
Hope,  A. 
Hope,  G.  W. 
Hornby,  J. 
Howard,  Lord 
Howard,  P.  H. 
Howick,  Visct. 
Hughes,  W.  B. 
Hussey,  T. 
Ingestre,  Visct. 
Inglis,  Sir  R.  H. 
Inring,  J. 
James,  Sir  W.  C. 
Jermyn,  Earl 
Jocelyo,  Visct. 
Johnstone,  Sir  J. 
Jolliffe,  Sir  W.  G.  H. 
Jones,  Capt 
Kelburne,  Visct. 
Kelly,  F.  R. 
Kemble,  H. 
Ker,  D.  S. 
Kirk,  P. 

Knatchhull,rt.hn.SirE. 
Knight,  H.  O. 
Knight,  F.  W. 
Labouchere,  rt.  hn.  H. 
Langstoo,  J.  U. 
Langston,  W.  G. 
Lawson,  A. 
Lefroy,  A. 
Legh,  G.  C. 
Leicester,  Earl  of 
Lemon,  Sir  C. 
Lennox,  Lord  A. 
Leslie,  C.  P. 
Liddell,  hon.  If.  T. 
Lincoln,  Earl  of 
Lindsay,  H.  H. 
Ijockhart,  W. 
Long,  W, 
Lopes,  Sir  R. 
lx>wthcr,  J.  H. 
Lowiher,  hon.  Col. 
Lyall,  G. 
Lvgon,  hoo.  Gen. 
Mackenzie,  T. 
Mackcuit.  W.  F. 


Maclean,  D. 
McGeacby,  F.  A. 
Maher,  V. 
Mahon,  Visct 
Mainwaring,  T. 
Mangles,  R.  D. 
Manners,  Lord  C.  8. 
Manners,  Lord  J. 
March,  Earl  of 
Marsham,  Visct. 
Martin,  C.  W, 
Marton,  G. 
Master,  T.  W.  C. 
Masterman,  J. 
MaunstlU  T.  P. 
Maxwell,  hon.  J.  P. 
Meynell,  Capt. 
Miles^  P.  W.  S. 
Miles,  W. 
Milnes,  It.  M. 
Mordaunt,  Sir  J. 
Morgan,  O. 
Morgan,  C. 
Morison,  Gen. 
Mundy,  £.  M. 
Murray,  C.  R.  S. 
Neeld,  J. 
Neeld,  J. 
Neville,  R. 
Newport,  Viset. 
Newry,  Visct 
Nicholl,  rt.  hon.  J. 
Norreys,  Lord 
OBrien,  A.  S. 
G*Bnen,  W.  S. 
O'Conor  Don 
Ogle,  S.  C.  H. 
Ostulston,  Lord 
Owen,  Sir  J. 
Packe,  C.  W. 
Paget,  Lord  A. 
Palmer,  R. 
Palmerston,  Visct 
Patten,  J.  W. 
Peel,  rt.  hon.  Sir  R. 
Peel,  J. 

Pennant,  hon.  CoL 
Philips,  G.  R. 
IHiillpotts,  J. 
Pigot,  Sir  R. 
Plumptre,  J.  P. 
Polhill,  F. 
Pollington,  Visct. 
Polloek,  Sir  F. 
Ponsonby,  bon.  C.  F* 
Powell,  Col. 
Praed,  \V.  T. 
Price.  R. 
Prioglc,  A. 
Protheroe,  E. 
Pusey,  P. 
Ramsbottom,  J. 
RasMeigh,  W. 
Keid,  Sir  J.  R. 
Kendlesbam,  Lord 
Repton,  G.  W.  J. 
ii  £•  R. 


Kichmi4i,R. 
RollMton.  Col. 
Race,  It.  ho.  Su  C- 
Round,  C.  O. 
Round,  J. 


HosmU,  Lord  J. 
RaaMil,  C. 
RbimII,  J.  D.  W. 
Rjrder,  hoe.  C.  D. 
Sudenon,  R. 
Sandon,  Viict. 
ScBTlett,  boD.  R.  C. 
Scrape,  G.  P. 
Seymour,  Sir  H.  B. 
Shaw,  rt.  hoD.  F. 
Sheil,  rt.  boQ.  R.  L. 
Slieppud,T. 
ShiHn,  B.  J. 
Shirley,  E.  P. 
Sibthotp,  Cot. 
Soitb,  A. 


Tbtrahm.J. 
TollMMehe^liii.P.  J. 
TDllefflaobi,  J. 
Tonline,  0. 
Towoetsy,  J. 
Treuch,  Sir  P.  W. 
Trevor,  boo,  O.  R. 
TroUope,  Sir  J. 
Trotter,  J. 
Tumor,  C. 
Tyrell,  Sir  J.  T. 
Vuia,  UoTi  H. 
VerntT,  Col. 

VOHT,  boD.  T. 

Vimn.J.  H. 
ViviBD,  J.  E. 
Wid  din  Eton,  H.  fl. 
Welby,  O.  E. 
WrilMlay,  Loid  C. 
Wenysi,  C>pt. 
Whiienore,  T.  C. 
Wiltmbam,  hoa.B.B 
Wi)li«nii,T.P. 


SIO 


Smith,  rt.  ho.  T.  B.  a    Wilihere,  VI. 


Smyth,  Sir  ] 
Smollett,  A. 
SoneiMi,  Lord  G. 
SoawroD,  T.  H.  8. 
SpiT,  Sir  8.  T. 
StauBeld,  W.  R.  C. 
Stanton,  Vi,  U. 
Stewart,  J. 
Stuart,  H. 
Blurt,  H.  C. 
Sutton,  bon.  H.  H. 
Talbot,  C.  R.  H. 
Tkylor,J.A. 
Teonent,  J.  E. 
TheM|tr,  F. 
Thompson,  Mr.  Aid. 


Wioniogtoo,  SiiT.  E. 
WodehoDw,  E. 
Wood,  Col.      - 
Wood,  CtA.  T. 
Wood,  O.  W. 
Woriler,  hoa.  J.  S. 
WorUav,  hon.  J.  S. 
Wjndhao,  Col.  C. 
WyDn,rt.hB.C.W.W. 
Wynii,  Sir  W.  W. 
Yo>k«,bon.E.T. 
YouDtC,  J. 


FnnunUo,  Sii  T. 

fixing,  U. 


Oiiginal  quetlioo  again  put; 

Captain  Btri^ey  aaid,  oe  rapreuntad 
a  great  ooromercial  dtj,  bat  owad  bb  (eat 
to  the  popularity  and  influenca  of  ■  great 
landowner,  tbemfora  bis  «  Imti  of  Uie  quM- 
tioD  wore  impartial,  for  aalf,  aAat  all,  wm 
a  great  nioiira.  The  hoa.  Mambcr  for 
SooierMtahire  had  atid,  tb«  agricsltuiiati 
ahould  yield  no  nore  concaiiiona,  whUe 
the  hon.  Menbar  for  Stockport  on  the 
other  aide  cried  oat,  "No  aurrender." 
Under  aucb  cirenmatascea,  bow  o 
there  be  any  ntiifaictory  aeltlemantaxoept 
by  a  GOCDpromiae  f  He  ahould  rote  &r 
the  motioB,  not  ai  apfxoving  of  iminediale 
and  tcUl  refieal,  bet  as  esprewiitg  an 
oMsion  that  the  aiiatlng  law  muit  be 
altered. 

Mr.  W.  O.  aianle^  agaia  dotmI  that  the 
debate  be  now  adjoaraed. 

Mr.  itiearrfo  leeoaded  the  motisa, 
marking  that  the  Speaker  bad  beea  in  the 


{Mat  II)  ffmrtkDk^J. 

Viwount  Dtatgamum  proleitad  agaioit 
this  ooane  aa  moit  unjuitifiable. 

ir  C.  Napier  laid,  that  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  ought  to  have  spoken  loener. 

Mr.  Borthwiek  tajd,  the  real  leasoa 
why  the  continuance  of  the  debate  waa 
thus  pertinaciously  resisted  was,  that  it 
was  desired  U>  carry  the  powerfol  speech 
of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  to  some  agitating 
"conrention,"  for  the  purpose  of  at- 
tetnpiing  st  leisure,  and  with  the  aid 
of  a  hundred  heads,  to  dissect,  and 
possible,  damage,  the  atgumenia 
which  none  of  the  boasted  adrocttea 
of  free-trade  in  the  House  dared  now 
endeavour  to  answer ;  to  try  to  torture 
and  twist  it,  with  the  hope  of  extracting 
some  points  of  imputation,  or  tome  ap- 
pearances of  admission,  and  to  exeroiaa 
upon  it  all  the  tricks  and  arts  of  an  insi- 
dious and  disingenaous  criticism.  To  de- 
feat so  unworthy  an  object  on  the  part  of 
men  who  had  thrown  away  repeated  op- 
portunities of  apeakiog,  bad  they  bees 
only  sincerely  desirous  of  eipreaaing  their 
own  opinions,  he  would  land  his  moat 
earnest  aid. 

Viscount  Sandon  said,  the  hoa.  Member 
for  Stockport  had  had  every  opportunity  ts 
answer  bis  tight  hon.  Friend,  and  that  he 
bad  not  done  so  was  because  he  felt  himself 
unable.  He  protested  against  this  new  do^ 
trine,  that  the  leaders  of  a  party,  by  holding 
beck  their  speeches,  should  be  able  to 
protract  a  debate  indefinitely.  He  was 
disposed  to  show  that  they  were  not  to  be 
trifled  with  ;  and  all  they  coald  do  was  to 
mark  their  sense  of  this  conduct  by  per- 
sisting in  their  opposition  to  the  motioa  of 
the  adjotuDment. 

Mr.  Hawei  observed,  that  they  had  now 
lost  an  hour  and  twenty  minutes  (it  was 
now  past  two  o'clock)  discussing  whether 
they  should  adjourn.  In  that  time  they 
might  hare  finished  the  debate. 

Sir  R.  Peel  disclaimed  having  delayed 
his  speech  for  the  purpose  of  prevenliog  a 
reply.  He  would  beg  to  be  excused  titk 
ing  part  in  this  renewed  discussion  on  the 
adjournment. 

Mr.  CoMn  said,  that  the  noble  I^nd 
(Lord  Sandon)  bad  not  very  charitably 
•aid  ha  waa  uaable  to  answer  the  speech  qf 
the  right  hOD.  Oantleman.  The  fact  was, 
that  there  was  not  an  argument  in  the  . 
speech  of  the  ^ht  hon.  Baronet  that  he 
hi^  iwt  answered  6fly  timet. 

The  Houw  again  divided  ou  tbs  ^itM> 
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tiOD  tfait  the  detMte  be  new  edjoamed.— 
Ajta  BO:  Non 273 :— Hnjotitj  193. 

OrigiDil  qaeiiion  agsin  propoted. 

Mr.  M.J.  O'OmtuUaud,  thit  hit  coO' 
BlJtiieDU  were  in  a  state  of  great  depre*- 
aioD,  and  believed  tt  wat  caused  bj  the 
fallacious  system  of  lo-called  protection. 
Although  be  would  have  preferred  the 
adoption  of  the  course  snggtsted  by  the 
Doble  Lord,  ihe  Member  for  Sunderland 
(Uird  Howick),  he  would,  under  presenl 
cirGurostances,  give  his  support  to  the 
motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  WoUei- 
bampton, 

Mr.  EnKtrt  moved,  that  the  debate  be 
now  adjourned. 

Viacount  i^uH^amuntsaid,  he  would  be 
sorry  to  see  this  question  got  rid  of  by  a 
side-wind.  He  thought  ample  opportuniiy 
bad  been  afforded  to  all  hon.  Gentlemen 
who  were  desirous  of  speaking  on  this 
question.  The  House  had,  on  several 
important  occasions,  sat  until  six  or  at 
o'clock  in  the  morning  before  a  divisioo 
took  place,  and  as  he  thought  the  course 
taken  by  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  was 
wholly  Qocalled  for,  he  was  deiermined  to 
remain  till  eight  o'clock  in  the  morning,  if 
necessary,  in  order  to  resist  their  pro- 
caedingi. 

Mr.  Htvet  said,  the  right  boo.  Baronet, 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  and  the 
Dobic  Lord,  the  Member  for  the  City  of 
of  London,  had  both  left  the  House,  and 
be  thought  in  their  absence  no  satisfactory 
decision  could  be  come  to. 

Lord  C.  Hamiilon  said,  that  the  noble 
Lord  had  left  the  House  because  he  was 
dis{;usted  with  the  course  that  had  been 
taken. 

Captain  Bernal  said,  an  bon.  Member 
opposite  bad  termed  tbe  conduct  of  hon. 
Gentlemen  on  his  (the  Opposiiioo)  side  of 
tbe  House,  disgusting.  He  must  say  that 
he  thought  the  course  adopted  on  tbe 
opposite  aide  was  most  unconciliatory  and 
ininliing, 

Tba^oAer  said,  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber was  not  justified  in  using  such  lan- 
guage in  that  House. 

Captain  Acnia/ ;  Of  course,  it  wu  un- 
parliamentary;  but  if  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman would  allow  him  to  lake  a  word 
from  the  vocaboUry  of  the  other  noble 
Lord,  be  would  say  it  was  uncalled  for. 
And  now  be  was  prepared  to  sit  even  an 
hour  longer  than  proposed  by  the  noble 
Lord,  and  would  willisglj  sit  till  nine 
o'clock. 


Mr.  Hmme  would  aak  what  wm  the  •b> 
ject  of  tbe  other  side ;  was  it  to  stop  all 
further  discuasirai.  He  appealed  to  dm 
ministrr,  whether  they  could  coomstentlf 
persist  id  this  course    [MmcU  amfiuioM.'l 

Mr,  il.  GiSttm  would  submit  to  ue 
right  bon.  BaroDet,  the  Seoetaiy  for  the 
Home  Department,  whether  be  vouU  not 
answer  tbe  queilion  of  tbe  boo.  Member 
for  Montrose.  Was  it  not  a  tyraanieal 
eserdse  ot  power  to  refuse  to  bear  lbs 
minority  at  their  own  convenienoe.  Pub- 
lic business  was  not  so  pressing  as  to  n- 
quire  the  debate  to  be  terminated  thai 
night. 

Sir  J.  Graham  left  the  House. 

Lord  /.  MatuKrt  moved,  as  an  amende 
ment  on  the  motion,  that  tbe  Hooae  do 
now  adjonm. 

Mr.  C.  VUliert  opposed  this  amcnd- 
ment.     This  was  a  most  indecent  and  tm- 

Soper  mode  of  disposing  of  this  questioo. 
e  believed  that  this  mode  of  dispoaiog  of 
a  questton  would  not  be  adoptea  in  mmj 
other  case:     It  was  notorious  that  tbe  m*> 


jority  of  the  Honse  had  a  direct  ii 

tbifl  question.    [Cimtintitd  ixUmttiat^ 

Mr.  Ckrvlt^er  hoped  tbe  noble  Lord 
would  withdraw  bis  ai 


Lord  J.  Mannen:  Though  on  tbegnund 
stated  by  tbe  hon.  Member  for  Wolver> 
hampton  I  should  not  think  of  withdnw> 
ing  the  motion,  yet  at  the  reqoest  of  tho 
hon.  Gentleman  I  shall— 

Mr.  T.  Dunctmbe  otgected  to  tbe  amend- 
ment being  withdrawn 

Motion  that  the  House  do  adjourn  put 
and  negatived. — Tbe  question  again  pat 
that  the  debate  be  adjourned. 

Mr.  M.  J.  aCoHHeit  said,  that  as  tbw 
were  deserted  by  th«r  leaden  on  both 
sides  (Sir  R.  Feel,  Lord  J.  Runell,  Sir  J. 
Graham,  and  otbm,  had  left  the  House,) 
they  must  consider  what  was  beat  for  Ibeir 
own  dignity  and  for  the  interests  of  tbe 
country.  He  hoped  be  sboutd  not  a^iad 
in  rain  to  the  common  sense  of  tbe  HoiUft 
If  the  motion  of  tbe  noble  Lord  were  to  ba 
carried  the  hon.  Member  for  Wolverham^ 
ton  could  renew  the  discuadon  on  tbe  plan 
that  the  discussion  of  the  question  nad 
been  got  rid  of  in  a  moat  unjustifiable 
manner ;  and  if  those  on  hb  (Mr.  O'Ooik 
nell'i)  side  of  the  House  pressed  that  mo> 
tion  to  a  division,  they  would  be  also  in 
ihe  wrong.  He  hoped,  tbereAm,  that  tbe 
motion  would  he  allowed  to  be  withdrawn, 
snd  thst  mutual  coDaeasion  would  be  made 
by  both  Euties. 

Hi.  Ward  md,  that  it  wonkl  bt  wpw 
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sible  and^  the  present  drcumstances  to 
take  the  divivion  upon  the  main  question. 
The  House  was  not  at  present  in  a  temper 
to  deal  properly  with  the  question,  and 
there  were  fkults  at  both  sides. 

Mr.  E.  EUice  appealed  to  the  Vice-pre- 
sident of  the  Board  of  Trade  to  endeavour 
to  put  a  stop  to  the  scene  that  had  been 
going  on  for '  the  last  three  hours.  He 
thought  there  was  no  one  who  wished  well 
to  the  dignity  and  authority  of  the  House 
of  Commons  who  would  not  lament  the 
yiolence  that  had  been  exhibited  on  that 
occasion. 

Mr.  Mackenzie  rose  to  move  the  exclu. 
sion  of  strangers. 

Mr.  E.  EUice  thought  it  would  have 
been  better  for  the  credit  of  the  House 
had  the  hon.  Member  moved  to  exclude 
strangers  some  hours  before.  The  public 
out  of  doors  would  not  then  have  been 
made  aware  of  what  had  been  going  on, 
and  which  he  very  much  feared  would 
not  tend  to  raise  the  character  of  the 
House  in  their  estimation.  He  must 
again  entreat  the  Vice-president  of  the 
Boud  of  Trade,  who  was  the  sole  represen- 
tative of  the  Government  then  present,  to 
interfere.  It  seemed  to  him  a  matter  of 
astonishment  that  her  Majesty's  Ministers 
•hould  have  left  the  House,  considering 
the  excitement  which  they  saw  prevailing 
among  their  own  supporters,  and  whi(£ 
they  made  no  attempt  to  allay. 

Strangers  were  oraered  to  withdraw. 

During  the  exclusion, .  the  following 
debate  took  place : — 

Mr.  Hindky  entreated  the  House  to 
show  some  respect  to  the  Speaker,  who 
had  already  been  twelve  hours  in  the  chair. 

Dr.  Bouning  deemed  it  most  unwise  to 
engage  in  such  a  controversy.  The  right 
bon.  Baronet  had  admitted,  in  the  course 
of  last  Session,  that  in  such  a  contest  the 
ninority  must  inevitably  prevail. 

Mr.  T.  Duncombe  ur^d  the  necessity 
of  mutual  concession.  If  such  a  course 
were  not  adoptc^l,  the  result  might  be  that 
on  future  occasions  public  business  might 
be  impeded.  Hon.  Members  might  well 
exdnde  the  reporters,  for  they  were  ash* 
amed  of  their,  own  proceedings. 

Viscount  Dungannon  asserted  that  he 
had  done  nothing  which  was  not  en- 
tirely in  accordance  with  the  forms  of  the 
House.  He  should  vote  against  the  ad- 
journment of  the  debate. 

Viscount  Ebringion  said,  that  if  the 
noble  Lord  was  not  out  of  order,  neither 
were  Members  on  that  side  of  the  House. 


Mr.  Hume  said,  that  after  the  courae 
which  her  Majestjr's  Government  had 
taken  upon  this  occasion,  he  should  protest 
against  any  public  business  going  on  until 
the  question  was  settled,  fhe  responsi- 
bility of  these  proceedings  would  fall  upon 
the  Government. 

The  House  divided  on  the  question  that 
the  debate  be  now  adjourned. — Ayes  78 ; 
Noes  172:  Majority  94. 

Original  question  again  proposed. 

Captain  Bemal  thought  that  these  pro- 
ceedings on  the  part  of  the  hon.  Member 
who  moved  to  exclude  strangers,  were  suffi* 
cient  to  show  that  this  was  in  reality  a 
question  of  rent.  Hon.  Members  were 
convinced  of  the  iniquity  of  the  law,  and 
were  afraid  of  allowing  their  proceedings 
to  go  forth.  He  had  received  a  requisition 
from  his  constituents,  chiefly  formers,  who 
were  convinced  of  the  futile  and  inane 
arguments  of  the  majority,  and  had  called 
on  him  to  support  the  motion  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Wolverhampton.  The  scene 
which  had  been  enacted  would  satisfy  the 
world  that  the  proceedings  of  that  House 
were  a  mere  hxce. 

The  Speaker  called  upon  the  hon. 
Member  to  retract  an  expression  which 
must  be  deemed  disrespectful  to  the  House. 

Captain.  Bemal  was  willing  to  retract 
the  expression  if  it  were  unparliamentary. 
He  might  at  least  say  that  their  proceea- 
ings  strongly  resembled  low  comeay.  He 
put  it  to  me  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for 
Oxford  whether  these  were  proceedings, 
which  in  his  opinion,  would  oe  likely  to 
benefit  the  cause  of  the  high  Church  party 
of  which  he  was  the  prominent  supporter 
in  that  House!  The  hon.  Member  con. 
eluded  by  moving  as  an  amendment,  that 
the  Ecclesiastical  Courts  Bill  be  now  read. 

The  Speaker  having  put  the  question. 

Viscount  Sandon  rose  and  said,  that 
when  this  discussion  had  commenced,  he 
was  convinced  that  the  minority  must  suc« 
ceed.  He  was  content,  for  his  own  part, 
that  they  should  carry  their  object,  for  he 
was  sure  such  a  result  would  have  its  due 
weight  with  the  House,  and  the  country. 
They  had  now  gone  far  enough.  He  was 
content  with  their  present  position,  and 
was  willing  that  the  opposition  to  the 
minority  should  no  longer  prevail,  but  in 
retiring  he  believed  he  carried  with  him 
the  trophies  of  victory. 

Loru  .  Barrington  was  convinced  that 
such  proceedings  would  lower  the  House 
in  the  estimation  of  the  country. 

Mr.  Iftime  thought  that  if  it  was  to 
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te  oDd«ffttood  thai  the  diinte  wit  to  be 
ady^Niroed,  ihat  all  further  oppotitioo  might 


Ameodaieot  withdrawii. 

The  Houee  agun  dirided  od  the  quea- 
tioB^  that  the  dd»te  be  dov  adjourned. — 
Ayes  119;  Noes  74 :  Majority  45. 
Liiiof  the  At  EM. 

Acland,  Sir  T.  D.  HodiiDi,  K. 

Acton,  Col.  Iloine,  J. 

Aglionbv,  H.  A.  iDglif^SirR.  li. 

Aleiander.  N.  JermjrD,  Earl 

Alliz,  J.  P.  JohntOD,  Geo. 

Antrobus,  E.  Larard,  Capt. 

Btillie,  Col.  Lcicetter,  Earl  of 

Baldwin,  B.  Lincoln,  Earl  of 

Bamardy  E.  G.  Lowthtr,  J.  H. 

BaningtoD,  Viiet.  LjaU»G. 

Benolt,  J.  M^jeacby,  F.  A. 

Berkeley,  boo.  H.  F.  M anbem,  Viict. 

Beroal,  Capt*  Maraland,  H. 

Blackbume|J.  I.  Martin,  J. 

Blewitt,  R.  J.  Martin,  C.  W. 

Bowriog,  Dr.  Master,  T.  W.  C. 

Brooke,  Sir  A.  B.  Miloet,  R.  M. 

Brothenon,  J.  Menu,  G.  F. 

Browne,  bon.  W.  Murray,  C.  IL  S. 

Bttifeild,  W.  Napier,  Sir  C. 

Chapman,  B.  Newiy,  ViacL 

Cbriftie,  W,  D.  G'Biien,  J. 

Cbrittoplier,  R.  A.  Oswald.  J. 

Cobden,  R.  Paget,  Lord  A. 

CoUett,  J.  Ptehell,  Capt. 

Colltns,  W.  PhiKpt,  M. 

Crawfofd,  W.  S.  Plamridge,  Capt. 

Dalryoiple,  Capt.  Raoisbottoia,  J. 

Uuiiwood,  O.  H.  Ricardo,  J.  L. 

Dawnay,  boo.  W.  H.  Rollettoo,  Col« 

Dickinson.  F.  II.  Rom,  D.  R. 

Douglas,  Sir  C.  E.  Round.  J. 

Duncan,  G.  Rosteli,  Lord  E. 

Duneonbe,  T.  Ryder,  bon.G.  D. 

Dondaf,  Adm.  Sandoo,  Viact. 

Dn  Pre,  C.  G.  Scbolefield,  J. 

Ebringtoo,  Visct.  Scott,  R. 

Ellice,  E.  Seymour,  Sir  II.  B. 

Ellis,  W.  Staoffield,  W.  R.  C. 

Elpbinstone,  H.  Stuart,  W.  V. 

Fiflden,  W.  Strickland,  Sir  G. 

Pielden,  J.  Tancred,  U.  W, 

Fellown ,  E.  Tennent,  J.  E. 

Fleetwood,  Sir  P.  II.  Thomely,  T. 

Forbes,  W.  Trelawny,  J.  S. 

Forsler,  M.  Trotter,  J. 

Gibson,  T.  M.  Turner,  £. 

Gill,  T.  Villiers,  bon.  C, 

<2reene,  T.  Waddington,  H.  S. 

Grioiiton,  Visct.  Wakley,  T. 

Grogan,  E.  Wallace,  R. 

Hamilton,  W.  J.  Ward,  II.  O. 

Hamilton,  lx>rd  C.  Wawn,  J.  T. 

llanmGr,Sir  J.  Wellesley,  Lord  C. 

llastie,  A.  Williams,  W. 

Henley,  J.  W.  Wood,  B. 
Hillsborough,  Eail  of    Wortley,  Lord 

Hindlcy,  C.  Wortley, bon.  J.  S. 


Wynii^  rt.  lui.C«W.W. 
Yorfce,  H.  R. 


O'CoDueU,  M.  J. 
Ewart,  W. 


JUil^lAeNoaa. 

Ackers,  J.  Hogbea.  W.  B. 

Arkwrigbt,  G.  Uoasey,  T. 

Baillie,  J.,  jua.  Ingeetrie,  Viact. 

Blacksume,  W.  S.  Jonei,  Capt. 

Blakemore,  R.  Knight,  F.  W. 

Borthwick,  P.  Lawson,  A. 

Boyd,  J.  Loekhart,  W. 

Bradsbaw,  J.  Long,  W. 

Broadwood,  H.  Mainwarinf,  T. 

Buller,  Sir  J .  Y.  MaBoera,  Lord 

Chetwode,  Sir  J.  Masterman,  J. 

CUyton,  R.  R.  MazweU,  boa.  J.  P. 

Clerk,  Sir  G.  Mundy,  E.  M. 

Clive,  Viscount  Neville,  R. 

Cochrane,  A.  Peel,  J. 

Collett,  W.  R.  Plumptre,  J.  P. 

Colrile,  C.  R.  PolhUl,  F. 

Copeland,  Aid.  Priofrle,  A. 

Cripps,  W.  Rashleigb,  W. 

Curteis,  H.  B.  Repton,  G.  W.  J. 

Darby,  G.  Ridiarda,  R. 

Doncombe,  bon.  G.  Rusbbrooke,  Col. 

Eastnor,  Visct.  Sibtborp,  Col. 

Egerton,  Sir  P.  Smitli,  rt.  bn.T.  B.  C. 

Ferrand,  W.  B.  Smollett,  A. 

FUmer,  Sir  E.  Spry,  Sir  S.  T. 

Fitxmaurice,  boa.  W.  Stuart,  H. 

Flower,  Sir  J.  Suttou,  bon.  U.  M. 

Feller,  A.  B.  Taylor,  T.  £. 

Gaekell,  J.  Milnea  Tbombill,  G. 

Gladstoiie,rt.bn.W.E.  Tomlioe,  G. 

Gore,  W.  R.  O.  Trencb,  Sir  F.  W. 

Granby,  Marq.  of  Trevor,  boo.  O.  R. 

Henniker,  Lord  Trollope,  Sir  J. 

Hepburn,  Sir  T.  B.  Toifce,  boo.  B.  T. 

Herrey,  Lord  A.  Young,  J. 
Hodgson,  F.  riLuaa. 

Hodgioa,  R.  Hadcemie^  T. 

Hope,  A.  Fituoyy  U. 

Debate  adjouroed. 

Houee  adjourned  at  four  o'oiociu 


«•«»#•••«••#>. 


HOUSE  OF  LORDS, 
JVoiuiay,  Ma^  15, 1843. 

Mnforas.]    Biu&    r-  Ap|mk,*&i  Piivy 
S*    TMfaBony  In  the  Otalaaleii 
PHmlf^l^   nwtnmtmptm  Mi  fiiBaaiimi) 
S^  Aadtott  Ciytig  Cni|— 1 1  fvnmkmm  Mm 
lliyonirf.— Pnmob  Waitiwoilu  {  St  }tmttt_  Wi 
tw  iBipiovvnsiC. 


Panriom  Pusavraik    By  Ua  Kwl  wt 
DonaUMn  Mid  avf  ottwr  fiatm,  iat  Uw  TmU  a^  l«. 
mediau  Repeal  ot  ftw  Ow  towi.— By  Lonl 

WmdmuUirmtmotSmtf,  km%9tui  Duty«i 
•^  EAri  Povif,  aad  Um  BUiopt  of  GloaeoSv, 
vieh,  Md  Wtadiwlw.  ftom  MoalioaarnUR.  Om  Oi^ 
or  BMks..  Olniirlii,  Aadovw.  Mi  Hall,  thm  Ut^ 
wddyn.  and  tite  SockCy  of  AmIibS  l^ila■i^  i^atawi  d» 
tlBk»  oC  iht  Se«  of  SL  Aa^A  Mi  Bailor.  By  Ite 
Mav^iMM orLondoBdmy, Itan dM Maiaaal  Itai «r Ftof. 
«dUw  North  of 
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Cahaiu  Com  Bill.]  Lord  BonMont 
ID  {vBMnting  a  petition  aguast  the  Canada 
Corn  bill,  took  the  opportunity  oTexplaiD- 
ing  a  statement,  which  he  had  made  oa  a 
former  ocoiioa,  with  reaped  to  the  Ca- 
nada Corn  Bill.  He  had  then  stated,  ihat 
when  they  in  Pariiameot  were  diacuising 
the  pretent  C<aD-Iaw,  they  were  ignonnt 
that  the  GoreratDent  had  the  intention  of 
propoaing  a  bill,  such  as  it  appeared  they 
were  now  about  to  propoae,  with  respect 
to  corn  combg  from  Canada.  When  he 
made  auch  an  aasertioa,  he  wu  met  on  the 
occaaioD  by  a  counter  assertion  from  the 
noble  Duke,  that  the  Govemment  had,  in 
prt^ioeiag  the  Corn-bill,  made  Icnown  their 
lotentiona  with  regard  to  the  present  mea- 
■ure.  Since  then  he  had  looked  to  the 
published  reports  of  the  speeches  of  every 
one  of  the  ministers  who  bad  addreaiea 
either  House  of  Parliament  during  the 
progress  of  that  bill,  and  he  could  not  find 
in  any  one  of  them  a  single  liiWi  a  ungle 
sentence,  which  one  of  the  utmost  aaiute- 
neaa  and  greatest  ingenuity  could  construe 
into  an  announcement  that  it  was  the  in- 
tendon  of  the  Government  to  bring  in  a 
bill,  by  which,  on  the  payment  of  3i.  fixed 
duty  into  the  colonial  treasury,  American 
corn  would  be  admitted  into  this  country 
at  a  nominal  duty,  or  it  might  be  said 
qoite  (ne.  There  were  many  pasiagcfl  to 
be  found  in  the  speeches  then  delivered,  as 
to  a  change  in  their  colonial  poHry,  as  re- 
garded duties  imposed  between  the  colonies 
and  England,  and  between  tht  colouiei 
and  adjacent  foreign  states,  bnt  nothing 
was  said  in  any  way  to  induce  a  person  to 
anticipate  the  present  measure.  On  the 
contrary,  he  found  in  a  speech  of  the  Vice- 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  a  princi- 
ple laid  down,  which  was  in  direct  opposi- 
tion to  that  which  was  now  proposed  to  be 
acted  upon.  In  one  of  the  reported  speeches 
oftfae  Vice-president  of  the  Board  of  Trade, 
he  found  this  passage  ;— 

"The  piiodple  of  the  colonial  laws,  and  a 
vei;  joft  ij&tem  he  held  it  to  be,  was  Ibat 
where  prsferencea  were  given  to  arliclu  of 
culonial  growth,  the  prod aciog  colonies  ihould 
not  be  permitted  to  create  a  fictitious  iiport 
trade,  and  to  gain  artificial  proliti  at  the  ex- 
pense of  other  coloniei,  by  tubslituting  foreigo 
predace  for  iheir  own.  This  was  the  case 
widi  the  tropical  productioai  of  sugar  and 
ram.  The  right  hon.  Genllemao  himstlf  ap- 
plied a  very  itringent  rule  of  thii  liiod,  with 
regard  to  rum,  in  the  act  of  last  year.'' 

This  principle  was  a  fair  and  a  just  one, 
and  it  was  wrectly  the  contrary  of  the 
piiac^le  trf   the   iDtendcd    Canm  bill. 


After  this,  he  considered  that  be  was  per- 
fectly justified  in  asserting  that  Parlia. 
ment  was  ignorant  of  the  intentions  of  the 
Government  as  to  a  Canada  Corn  Bill, 
when  passing  the  present  Com  Bill,  that 
which  was  called  by  a  high  authority  a 
"contract"  between  the  landowners  and 
the  present  Government,  and  which  could 
not  be  in&imessset  aside,  broken  through 
or  violated  br  one  of  the  contracting  par- 
ties without  a  distinct  previous  announce- 
ment of  the  intention  to  do,  and  ample 
time  being  allowed  for  the  re-conaideration 
of  so  serious  a  measure. 

The  Dnke  of  Wellingloti  aaid  there  waa 
not  one  of  their  Lordships'  rcgulaliona 
which  was  note  wise  and  more  worthy  of 
being  adhered  to  than  that  their  Lord- 
ships should  refrain  from  referring  to 
former  debalei.  He  must  remind  them 
that  what  he  said  on  a  former  occasion 
was  that  his  right  hon.  Friend,  the  Mem- 
ber for  Tamworlh,  did  give  notice  of  the 
iolentioa  of  the  Government  to  introduce 
a  measure  on  the  same  principle  as  this 
aa  aoon  as  a  bill  was  passed  by  the  Cana- 
dian legislature.  He  did  not  exactly 
recollect  the  preatie  terms  that  had  been 
used.  He  admitted  that  it  was  not  an- 
nounced by  him;  but  his  noble  Friend 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  had 
made  a  similar  atatement  in  that  House. 
He  was  not  quits  certain,  but  ho  thought 
some  auch  meaanre  had  been  diaiiactlj 
annooBced. 

Lord  WhamcUffa  was  uaderatood  to 
aay,  that  thero  had  been  an  announcement 
by  Sir  Robert  Peel  and  Lord  Sunley  of 
the  intention  to  make  an  alteration  as  to 
the  importation  of  corn  from  Canada,  and 
it  was  deferred  until  the  legialature  of 
Canada  had  passed  an  act  regulating  th* 
duty  on  corn.  Ha  might,  also,  add  a  few 
words  as  to  what  he  had  said  on  Tbun- 
day,  in  conacqusnce  of  a  aueslion  put  to 
him  by  the  noble  Duke  benind  htm,  with 
respect  t«  the  intention  of  the  Govsto- 
meni  to  make  an  alteration  in  the  Corn- 
laws,  The  next  nommg  he  waa  surprised 
10  find  that  it  waa  aaaerted  he  had  used 
words  which  ha  had  not  used.  He  did 
not  take  notice  of  ibis,  as  he  supposed 
some  other  paptra  would  have  set  the  mat. 
ter  r^ht,  as  thsy  usually  did.  This  mis- 
representation, he  found,  had  not  only 
been  commented  upon  by  other  papers, 
but  he  found  that  his  Colleagues  bad  been 
taunted,  not  for  what  he  had  said,  but  for 
what  he  had  not  aaid.  The  question  that 
had  been  askwi  bia  bj  the  mU«  Dqk« 
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behind  him  (the  Doke  of  Buckingham) 
wai  whether  the  Government  had  any  in- 
tention of  making  an  alteration  in  the 
Corn-lawi,  when  he  declared  that  ''the 
Government  had  no  iotention  to  make 
any  alteration  with  respect  to  the  Corn- 
law."  He  believed,  these  were  the  very 
words  he  had  used.  He  thought  he  could 
appeal  to  noble  Lords  that  that  was  what 
he  said,  or,  at  all  events,  that  such  was 
the  meaning  of  what  he  did  say ;  but  the 
newspapers  thought  fit  to  add  the  words, 
''  during  the  present  Session'* — that  their 
Lordships  must  perceive  made  a  very 
great  difference.  He  had  only  now  to 
repeat  that  which  he  had  already  said — 
that  the  Government  had  no  intention  of 
making  any  alteration  in  the  Corn-law. 

The  Duke  of  Buckingham:  Certainly 
the  noble  Lord  never  made  use  of  the 
wordsy  *'  this  Session." 

Railways  —  Repeal  Aoita- 
TiOH  (Ireland).]  The  Marquess  of 
Clanricarde  rose  to  move  that  the  second 
report  of  the  Railway  Commissioners  for 
Ireland  be  reprinted.  He  did  not  wish 
the  maps  and  diagrams  which  accom- 
panied the  report  to  be  reprinted,  as  that 
would  put  the  country  to  a  great  expense, 
bat  merely  the  body  of  the  report,  which 
contained  a  great  mass  of  information 
that  might  be  understood  without  the  ac* 
companyine  maps  and  diagrams.  He  re- 
commended their  Lordships  to  peruse  that 
report,  which  contained  a  great  variety  of 
statistical,  geographical,  and  other  infor* 
mation.  He  thought  that  the  people  of 
Ireland  had  a  good  right  to  complain  that 
the  system  of  employing  them  in  public 
worki  which  it  recommended,  and  which 
had  been  begun,  had  not  been  carried  out. 
The  noble  E^rl  who  addressed  their  Lord- 
ships a  few  nights  ago  on  the  repeal  of 
the  Union,  had,  like  many  other  persons, 
confounded  two  different  things:  the 
noble  Earl  had  confounded  the  agitation 
for  the  repeal  of  the  Union,  which  their 
Lordships  had  unanimously  and  justly 
condemned,  and  the  feelings  of  the  peo- 
ple at  the  conduct  of  the  Imperial  Parlia- 
ment, which  rather  depended  on  repress- 
ing the  ezpresion  of  opinion  by  measures 
of  coercion,  than  on  the  measures  of  im- 
provement which  the  Legislature  and  the 
Government  had  promised  to  adopt.  Re- 
ference bail  been  made  the  other  evening 
to  the  joint  Addresses  of  both  Houses  in 
1834,  nod  be  wouM,  with  their  Lordships* 


permission,  read  the  concluding  paragrtph 
of  that  Address.  The  noble  Marqaess 
read  the  following  passage  :— 

*'  In  expressing  to  your  Majesty  our  resda- 
tioQ  to  maintain  the  Legislative  Union  invio- 
late, we  humbly  beg  leave  to  assure  your  Ma- 
jesty that  we  shall  persevere  in  applying  out 
best  attention  to  the  removal  of  all  just  causes 
of  complaint,  and  to  the  promotion  of  all 
well-considered  measures  of  improvement.** 

Subsequent  to  that  Addreu,  varioui 
works  were  commenced  in  Ireland,  and 
great  improvements,  as  their  Lordships 
knew,  had  been  made  in  the  river  Shan- 
non ;  but  he  must  say,  without  meaning 
it  in  an  offensive  or  invidioos  seme, 
that  since  that  time  all  public  works  had 
been  suspended.  The  Government  had 
not  done  wisely,  was  the  conclusion  to 
which  the  people  came,  in  not  giving  a 
proper  direction  to  public  uodertakingSp 
and  in  not  encouraging  the  formation  in 
Ireland  of  at  least  a  railway.  That  might 
have  supplied  an  opportunity  for  beneBt- 
ting  some  part  of  Ireland.  He  did  not 
expect  that  the  Government  should,  as  a 
general  rule,  advance  the  public  money 
to  promote  useful  works,  except  with 
great  caution  ;  but  there  were  some  cir- 
cumstances which  required  a  modificatioo 
of  that  principle.  The  Government 
should  not  encourage  the  formation  of 
railways  undertaken  for  the  pro6t  of  spe* 
culators,  unless  they  were  likely  to  afford 
remuneration,  which  was  the  real  test  of 
the  success  of  the  railway,  and  that  the 
country  required  it.  Tliere  were  some 
matters  existing  in  Iceland  which  rendered 
capitalists  unwilling  to  invest  their  money 
in  works  in  Ireland,  unless  they  received 
some  auurance  from  the  Government,  and 
that  waS|  he  thought,  a  fair  subject  for 
incjuiry.  He  asked  why  it  was  that  capi- 
talists were  ready  to  send  their  money 
abroad,  unless  it  was  because  they  mis- 
trusted the  continuation  of  tranquillity  in 
Ireland  ?  He  must  also  say  that  they  did 
not  receive  that  encouragement  which  fo- 
reign governments  gave  to  the  investment 
of  capital  on  such  works,  and  the  result 
was,  that  above  1,000,000/.  of  English 
capital  was  now  sunk  in  making  railroads 
in  France  and  in  other  parts  of  the  con- 
tinent. Capitalists  preferred  running  the 
risk  of  employing  their  capital  abroad  to 
embarking  it  in  works  in  Ireland.  Go- 
vernment, if  a  speculation  were  a  good 
one,  might  afford  it  encouragement  in  vi- 
nous .  indirect  modes,  and  might  give  it 
sasistanca  otherwise  than  by  diracuy  ad- 
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vancing  money.  There  was  a  speculation 
for  continuing  a  railroad  through  Wales, 
which  would  promote  a  rapid  communica- 
tion with  Ireland.  He  understood  that 
the  saving  to  the  Government  by  this 
road  would  be  not  less  than  80,000/.  a 
year ;  and  he  thought  that  money  might 
be  devoted  to  the  repayment  of  any  ex- 
pense incurred  in  promoting  improvement 
m  Ireland.  If  the  Government  would 
take  into  its  consideration  the  propriety 
of  forming  one  main  trunk  of  railway, 
they  would  find  that  the  population  and 
the  number  of  towns  in  the  south  and'tlie 
west  of  Ireland  were  sufficient  to  make  it 
psy ;  at  least  there  was  good  ground  for 
believing  that  such  a  railway  would  be 
beneficial,  were  the  Government  to  en- 
courage  its  formation.  When  the  Poor- 
law  for  Ireland  was  introduced  into  the 
other  House  of  Parliament,  it  was  said 
that  it  was  the  intention  also  to  introduce 
measures  to  employ  the  population.  Some 
works  had  certainly  been  carried  on,  but 
DOt  enough.  He  would  quote  high  autho- 
rity to  show  that  a  Government  should 
rely  less  on  positive  coercive  laws  than  on 
the  good  feelings  of  the  people  :  he  would 
quote  a  passage  from  the  speech  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  now  at  the  head  of 
the  Government,  which  he  delivered  on 
the  question  of  the  repeal  o/  the  union  in 
1834.    It  was  as  follows : — 

''One  more  appeal,  and  only  one,  I  will 
make  to  the  House.  It  is  to  their  feelings, 
perhaps,  rather  than  to  their  cold  unimpas- 
sionea  judgment;  but  the  foundations  of  so- 
ciety and  of  civil  government  are  weak  indeed, 
unlets  they  repose  upon  the  warm  feelings  of 
the  heart  as  well  as  upon  the  dictates  of  sober 
reason.'' 

The  Government  would  only  do  its  duty 
to  the  country  by  taking  into  its  considera- 
tion measures  to  satisfy  and  employ  the 
people  of  Ireland.  He  thought  that  if 
the  report  he  had  adverted  to  were  re- 
printed, their  Lordships  might  see  that  a 
railway  might  be  executed  in  Ireland  with 
advantage  to  the  country,  and  with  great 
benefit  to  those  engaged  in  it.  The  noble 
Marquess  concluded  by  submitting  his 
motion. 

The  Earl  of  Mauntcashell  supported  the 
motion,  afad  thought  that  the  reprinting 
of  the  report  would  be  very  useful.  Wher- 
ever railways  had  been  established,  they 
had  been  of  the  greatest  service  to  the 
country.  They  were  progressing  actively 
in  France  and  Belgium,  and  other  parts 
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of  the  continent.  He  did  not  see  why 
Ireland  should  not  have  those  advantages 
extended  to  her.  He  could  not  help  say- 
ing that  if  the  Government  did  not  give 
consideration  to  subjects  of  this  kind,  and 
show  a  desire  to  promote  measures  of  such 
national  importance,  that  that  portion  of 
the  people  of  Ireland,  who,  he  was  sorry 
to  say,  showed  such  disaffection  at  the 
piesent  moment,  would  be  disposed  to 
listen  to  those  who  came  forward  to  say. 
that  the  Government  of  this  country,  did 
not  care  for  the  interests  of  the  people  of 
Ireland.  He  did  not  believe*  that  that 
was  the  case.  He  was  sure,  that  if  the 
Government  took  the  matter  up,  capitalists 
would  be  found  also  who  would  be  willing 
to  take  the  matter  up ;  and,  he  was  sure, 
that  the  Irish  people  would  come  forward, 
and  assist  in  such  undertakings,  according 
to  their  means.  He  trusted,  that  what 
had  been  said  would  not  only  direct  the 
attention  of  the  Government  to  the  sub- 
ject, but  would  also  have  the  effect  of  di- 
recting the  attention  of  capitalists  to  it 
also.  Though  the  time  was  not  most 
favourable,  owing  to  the  existence — which 
he  much  regretted — of  agitation,  yet  he 
knew  the  character  of  the  Irish  people, 
and  though  no  people  were  more  easily 
excited,  yet  there  were  no  people  who 
sooner  forgot  that  excitement.  He  hoped 
that  the  time  was  approaching  when  that 
excitement  would  disappear,  and  which 
would  be  the  case  if  proper  measures  were 
taken.  In  the  north  of  Ireland,  railways 
were  already  in  progress  of  construction, 
and  he  hoped  before  long  to  see  railways 
undertaken  in  the  south  of  Ireland,  which, 
he  believed,  would  be  found  most  bene- 
ficial to  that  country. 

Lord  Brougham  could  not  avoid  ex- 
pressing the  grief  with  which  he  perceived 
that  obstacles  were  continually  interposed 
so  that  all  the  measures  Parliament  could 
take  for  the  improvement  of  Ireland — for 
the  improvement  of  her  natural  resources 
— and  Providence  had  blessed  her  with  a 
greater  measure  of  natural  advantages 
than  all  the  other  parts  of  the  empire— he 
could  not  avoid  expressing  his  grief,  that 
all  improvement  of  her  natural  resources 
were  impeded  by  obstacles  which  now 
prevented,  and,  as  long  as  they  existed, 
would  for  ever  prevent  the  flow  of  capital 
towards  that  country  ;  whilst  there  was  no 
want  of  capital  here,  but,  on  the  contrary, 
capital  was  so  abundant  in  this  country, 
that  it  was  bursting  forth  in  all  directions, 
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Meking  eniplojBent»  and  absolutely  pant* 
ing  to  fiod  a  vent — the  imroenie  maMef 
in  which  it  wai  accamulated  hat iog  beat 
down  the  interett  of  nonej  to  3|,  3»  2}, 
and  to  2)  per  cent.,  indicating  a  great 
abundance  of  capital  ready  to  be  employed 
ID  improving  the  natural  resources  of  Ire- 
land—but the  temptation  was  all  in  rain ; 
in  Tain  was  our  surplus  capital  seeking  to 
burst  forth  at  all  the  pores  of  the  country ; 
in  rain  were  capitalists  panting  to  find 
investments  for  their  moneys-sending  it 
to  France  and  other  places  abroad ;  in 
vain  were  all  the  natural  resources  of  Ire- 
land,  and  vain  all  the  measures  taken  by 
Parliament  to  improve  them,  as  long  as 
the  present  agitation  continued.  The 
state  of  Ireland  was  so  alarming,  that  no 
calculating,  prudent  man,  would  risk  his 
capiii|I  there;  aud»  till  the  present  agita- 
tion were  put  down,  there  could  be  no  dis« 
position  to  embark  capital  io  any  works 
in  Ireland ;  and,  therefore,  he  said,  that 
those  were  the  best  friends  of  Ireland,  who 
endeavoured  to  put  ao  end  to  agitation, 
and  encouraged  the  application  of  capital 
to  improve  her  resources,  and  those  who, 
by  continuing  political  agitation,  kept  the 
capital  so  much  required,  from  flowing 
into  Ireland,  were  Irelaod's  worst  enemies. 
The  Earl  of  Wicklow  said,  that  nobody 
could  be  more  anxious  than  he  was  to  see 
public  works  carried  on  for  the  improve- 
ment of  Ireland,  but  ha  did  sot  wish  to 
sec  any  such  works  carried  on  unless  they 
held  out  an  assurance  of  remuneratioo  to 
those  engaged  in  them.  But  did  not  his 
noble  Friend  say,  that  if  there  were  any 
such  prospects,  there  would  be  companies 
willing  to  undertake  those  works  ?  The 
noble  Earl  who  had  addressed  the  House 
said,  that  works  of  this  kind  were  pro- 
gressing in  the  north  of  Ireland,  wnere 
they  were  conducted  bv  the  enterpiise  of 
private  individuals ;  and  why  was  thii,  but 
that  capitalists  saw  that  they  could  invest 
money  in  the  north  of  Ireland,  with  sooie 
hopes  of  remuneration,  which  they  did 
not  see  from  similar  investments  in  the 
south  7  Would  any  one  say,  that  Govern- 
ment would  be  justified  in  calling  oo 
Parliament  to  grant  money  for  the  purpose 
of  assisting  in  undertakings  from  whicn  no 
remuneration  was  to  be  expected?  He 
did  not  believe,  that  any  Government,  in 
the  present  state  of  that  country,  could 
call  on  Parliament  for  an  advance  of 
money  to  promote  undertakings  of  that 
kind.     Fie  made  this  statement,  that  the 


poor  of  that  country  might  be  able  to  aaa 
what  was  tbcir  teal  interest,  and  that  thay 
might  separate  themselves  from  their  ass- 
diiant  friends  who  were  encoaragiog  agi- 
tation for  their  own  base  aod  sordid 
purpoaea — men  who  well  knew  thai  the 
hopes  that  they  held  out  were  intended  to 
delude,  and  that  the  expectations  they 
raised,  must  end  in  disappointmenL  The 
people  of  that  country  were  a  shrewd  aod 
discerning  people,  and  be  hoped  they  would 
open  their  eyes,  and  would  see  the  degrm- 
datioo  and  poverty  which  were  caused  by 
those  who  engaged  them  in  agitatioo, 
under  pretence  of  guiding  them  to  better 
destinies.  Those  persons  were  the  means 
not  only  of  preventing  the  influx  of  Brit^ 
ish  capiul  into  Ireland,  but  they  deprived 
the  people  of  that  country  of  the  espeodi- 
tnre  of  their  own  natural  protectors,  the 
landlords  of  the  country  ;  which  they  did 
for  the  purpose  of  roblnng  the  people  of 
their  miserable  pittances,  under  the  name  of 
the  O'Connell  rent,  and  repeal  rent,  aod 
other  denominations  of  that  kind.  Ht 
was  not  sorry  that  the  subject  had  beea 
mentioned,  because  the  public  press  would 
circulate  the  opink)ns  that  had  beeu 
expressed  by  their  Lordships,  and  he 
hoped  that  it  would  cause  the  people  of 
Ireland  to  open  their  eyes  to  the  wretrh- 
edness  and  degradation  io  which  they 
were  placed. 

The  Marquess  of  C/ourtcordf  did  Ml 
think,  thst  his  noble  Friend  had  read  the 
second  report,  as  he  assumed  that  the 
public  works  which  he  suggested,  wouhl 
not  afford  a  remnneration.  Now,  he 
wanted  the  report  to  be  in  their  Loidshipir 
hands,  for  the  purpose  of  showing,  thai 
on  the  contrary,  a  remnneration  might  bt 
expected  from  some  railways,  and  ha  be- 
lieved, that  the  cakulatiooa  of  profit  woea 
understated.  Since  the  time  when  the 
report  was  made,  a  great  progress  hod 
been  made  in  Ireland,  and  he  believed, 
that  at  the  present  mooaent  they  mighl 
calculate  the  remnoeratioD  much  hifher 
than  it  was  lakl  down  in  the  report.  Hm 
noble  Lord  opposite  had  assigned  aa  % 
reason  against  undertakings  of  this  kiod, 
the  existence  of  that  agitatioo  agaiiial 
which  that  House,  and  the  other  House 
of  Parliament  had,  the  other  night,  ex- 
pressed so  clear  and  unanimous  ao  opio« 
ion,  and  in  which  be  had  been  joined  by 
his  noble  and  learned  Friend  with  so  moch 
eloquence.  It  was  very  true  that  thai 
agitation    was  a  reason    why  capitalisia 
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sbottld  not  be  ioclined  to  embark  their 
capital,  but  it  was  very  diflfereDt  from  the 
other  reason  alleged  that  these  updertak*^ 
logs  woold  Dot  giye  remuneration.  He 
did  not  wopder  at  the  existence  of  those 
fears  ou  the  part  of  capitalists,  though  he 
very  much  regretted  their  existence.  Those 
who  koew  Ireland  well  knew  that  those 
feelings  were  very  much  exsggerated,  and 
that  those  fears>  to  a  great  extent,  were 
groundless.  He  had  conversed  with  many 
English  capitalists — with  men  who  had 
embarked  money  in  speculations  in  Ire- 
land,  and  be  was  sure  that  all  of  them 
woold  say>  that  the  agitation  in  that  coup, 
try  had  not  directly  affected  their  specula*- 
lions.  They  might,  perhaps,  have  been 
injured  iodirectly  by  the  existepce  of 
agitation,  but  they  nad  not  suffered  dU 
rectly.  He  lamented  the  agitation  that 
existed  as  much  as  any  one,  but  at  the 
•apne  time  be  was  convinced  that  an  out- 
lay discreetly  made  in  Ireland  —  with 
prudence  and  discretion,  and  a  proper 
regard  to  economy — would  amply  repay 
those  who  made  it. 

The  Marquess  of  Laiuhnd^rry  said,  be 
was  as  anxious  as  the  noble  Marquess 
could  be  to  promote  the  welfare  of  Ire* 
laud,  but  he  did  not  think  that  the  present 
was  the  moment  when  their  Lordships 
should  occupy  themselves  with  such  a 
measure  as  that  proposed.  Their  first 
business  should  be  to  endeavour  to  find 
out  the  best  mode  of  putting  down  the 
unfortunate  agitation  which  now  prevailed 
in  that  country,  and  which,  judging  from 
the  course  adopted  by  the  individual,  at 
the  head  of  that  agitation,  seemed  other- 
wise  likely  to  continue.  If  the  powers  of 
the  existing  law  were*  not  sufficient  for  the 
purpose,  it  should  be  their  business  to  pass 
such  an  act  as  would  efficiently  prevent 
those  meetings  of  so  dangerous  a  cha- 
racter, which  were  now  taking  place  in 
Ireland. 

Lord  Campbell  deeply  deplored  the  agi- 
tation now  prevalent  in  Ireland,  and  was 
as  anxious  as  any  man,  in  or  out  of  the 
House,  to  continue  intact  the  union  be- 
tween Great  Britain  and  Ireland ;  and  it 
was  precisely  for  that  reason  that  he  now 
rose  to  express  his  opinion  that  the  use  of 
harsh  language,  or  the  adoption  of  harsh 
proceedings,  would  not  be  found  socb  effi- 
cient means  for  putting  an  end  to  that 
agitation,  as  kindly  and  temperate  remon- 
strances, an  appeal  to  the  reason  of  the 
Irish  people*  and  a  beneficial  and  practical 


course  of  conciliation.  In  his  view  of  the 
matter,  harsh  language  and  harsh  proceed* 
ings  would  but  make  matters  worse. 

The  Earl  of  Devon  had  no  apprehen- 
sion that  any  unconstitutibnal  means 
would  be  had  recourse  to  for  putting  an 
end  to  the  unhappy  agitation  referred  to : 
the  powers  of  the  constitution  would  be 
found  amply  sufficient  for  the  purpose. 
The  noble  Marquess  near  him  had  said 
this  was  not  the  proper  time  for  proposing 
public  works  for  Ireland.  Now,  be  was 
not  going  to  enter  into  the  general  ques- 
tion  of  the  policy  of  advancing  the  public 
money  for  the  furtherance  of  these 
works;  but  he  would  venture  to  say, 
and  he  thought  every  nobleman  in  the 
House,  except  the  noble  Marcjuess,  would 
agree  with  him,  that  the  findmg  employ* 
ment  for  the  rural  population  of  Ireland 
would  do  more  to  put  down  theprevalent 
agitation  than  any  other  single  measure 
that  could  be  adopted.  The  working  men 
of  Ireland  would  much  rather  be  occupied 
in  earning  a  livelihood  for  themselves  and 
their  families,  than  be  assisting  in  the 
agitation  which  still  further  distressed  and 
impoverished  themr 

The  Marquess  of  JLondonderry  thought, 
that  Ireland  required  the  strong  arm  of  the 
iuw  to  keep  it  tranquil.  As  to  conciliation, 
he  certainly  thought  that  ParliaoientcoQld 
not  be  charged  with  a  deficiency  in  this 
respect.  For  the  last  two  years,  every 
attempt  bad  been  made  at  conciliation ; 
their  Lordships  saw  with  what  effect.  No 
means  of  employment  would  detach  the 
organization  that  was  now  being  estab- 
lished. He  did  not  think  that  Ireland 
could  be  tranquillized,  unless  they  had 
recourse  to  more  determined  measures. 

Lord  Brougham  said,  his  noble  and 
learned  Friend  complained  of  the  use  of 
hard  language.  Was  it  harsh  language 
to  say,  that  the  men  who  made  Ireland  un^ 
like  any  other  country  on  the  face  of  God's 
earth,  at  this  moment,  for  agitation,  for 
excitement,  for  everything  short  of,  he 
might  almost  say,  rebellion— to  ssy,  that 
these  men  were — he  had  used  no  harsh 
language  about  them,  he  had  made  use  of 
no  epithets,  but  he  had  ventured  mode- 
rately to  state  bis  opinions  that  these 
persons  were  the  enemies  of  the  country 
in  which  they  presented  English  capital, 
from  being  employed,  of  the  country  which 
they  had  placed  in  an  unheard  of  condi- 
tion. Their  Lordships  were  not  to  use 
<'  harsh  language  ;'^  were  not  to  say  that 
M2 
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thofle  who  pitced  Ireland  in  tacb  a  condi* :  anned  with  the  powere  of  the  constitutiooy 
tton  that  the  could  hardly  be  in  a  worse,    did  not  duly  eiercise  those  powers  when 
were  the  eDeroies  of  Ireland  ;  but  their    the  occasion  demanded  it.    If  the  ezittnig 
Lordships  were  to  be  held  op— -held  up    powers  were  sot  soflBcient,   new  poweis 
collectively  and  indiridually,  as  parties —    most  be  given,  but  powere  always  of  a 
his  noble  and  learned  Friend  among  them    strictly  constitutional  character ;  nor  aval 
— as  the    bitterest   enemies  of   Ireland,    these  be  demanded,  unless  the  Governineiit 
True,  his  noble  and  learned  Friend  had    showed  that  the  means  already  at  their 
not  as  yet  been  Tituperated  like  some   disposal  were  not  soflBcient.     Was  it  wm 
other  noble  Lords,  by  name;  he  had  not '  unconstitutional  measure  to  strike  a  osa* 
as  yet  arrired  at  that  distinction  ;    but '  gistrate  from  the  commission  of  the  peaea 
other  noble  Lords  had  been  named,  and    who  should  so  far  forget  his  duty  as  to 
the  noble  and  learned  Lord  himself,  un-    attend  and  lend  his  sanction  to  a  meetiof 
less  he  rejected  the  title  of  Whig,  must    called  for  the  purpose  of  promoting  an 
admit  himself  to  be  included  among  those    agitation  such  as  that  in  question*     Lonl 
who  had  been  held  up  to  public  execra-    Plunket  did  not  think  it  was,  for  he  struck 
tion,  on  the  other  side  of  the  water,  as    Mr.  Butler  out  of  the  list  of  deputy-Iieo- 
"  the  paltry  Whig  faction — the  constant    tenants,  for  attending  such  meetings.     If 
enemies  of  Ireland."    The  way  in  which    magistrates  chose  to  attend,  let  then  give 
they  had  proved  themselves  "  the  constant    up  their  oflfice.     His  noble  and  learned 
enemies  of  Ireland"  was  Just  by  remaining  ■  Friend  talked  of  appeals  to  reaaon ;  reaaoa 
out  of  oflBce,  with  Earl  Grey  at  their  head,    would  have  hot  very  little  weight  against 
for  a  quarter  of  a  century,  for  this  sole  rca-    passion,  in  an  assembly  of   30,000  or 
son — that  they  would  not  accept   office    40,000  people.     No  I  not  when  he  looked 
while  they  were  refused  Roman  Catholic    at  these  immense  assemblages,  and  Iha 
emancipation.  Such  had  been  Earl  Grey's  '  manner  in  which  they  were  got  together ; 
manifestation  of    *'  constant,    inveterate    he  was  convinced  that  they  were  snoi- 
hatred  of  Ireland,  dictated,"  it  was  added  ;  moned  not  for  discussion,  or  to  hear  na- 
— -"  by  sordid  views  of  his  own  interest" —  ;  son,  but    for  these   three  main  objecia 
his  own  interest  having  been  obviously    among  others — to  create  a  feeling  of  an* 
eminently  promoted  by  remaining  out  of  easiness  and  apprehension  throughout  tha 
oflfice  for  twenty-five  years,  on  the  sole   country  at  large ;  to  alarm  the  landloida 
account  of  Ireland.     He  was  anxious  to    in  particular ;  and  so  to  intimidate  peaea- 
relieve  himself  from  the  imputation  that  he   able  people  by  these  tomnltaons  meetinga 
thought  of  recommending  unconstitutional    and  violent  speeches,  as  to  make  it  seeni; 
remedies  for  this  great  disease.     It  must   and  be  perilous  for  honest  and  loyal  men 
be  met  by  constitutional  remedies.    The    to  do  their  doty  by  keeping  the  peace  and 
experience  of  all  ages  and  of  all  free  na-   discountenancing  agitation.    And,  in  fact, 
tioos  taught  them  that  the  more  the  con-    it  had  become  perilous  in  that  country  iar 
stitution  of  a  country  was  assailed,  the    a  man  to  hold  back,  whatever  his  opinions 
more  hostility  it  met  with  from  any  given    might  be  ;  if  he  did  hold  back,  from  that 
quarter,  the  more  incumbent  was  it  upon    moment  he  was  a  marked  man,  held  np  to 
those  who  held  the  reins  of  Government,   general  scorn,  hatred,  and  vengeance.  But 
and  upon  the  Legislature,  to  stand  by  the    it  was  said,  that  the  leaders  of  this  agita* 
principles  of  the  constitution,  and  only  to    tion  were  themaelvss  men.  whose  intereat 
apply  constitutional  remedies  to  the  evils    it  would  be  to  keep  the  people  from  going 
which    afflicted,  or    the  dangers  which    beyond  a  certain  point ;  that  though  some 
threatened  the  community,      lie  held  it   of  them  might  be  induced  from  commer* 
to  be  the  most  constitutional  of  all  acts   cial  views,  others  from  vanity  aiMl  a  sort 
to  prevent  the  breach  of  the  public  peace,    of  ambition,  to  get  op  this  agitation,  and 
by  all  the  means  which  the  law  placed  at    place  themselves  at  its  head,  yet  that  their 
the  disposal  of  the  Crown ;  and  he  held  it   own  interest  would  teach  them  not  to  let 
to  be  the  doty  of  the  constitutional  sove^    their  followers  go  too  far;  but  theae  gen« 
vercign  of  this  county  to  exercise  those    tiemen,  it  might  be,  overrated  their  power 
powers,  in  order  to  prevent  the  severance   over  the  people  when  they  talked  of  stop* 
of  the  empire,  and  the  breach  of  the  pub-    pin?  them  short  at  any  point  they  choea 
lie  peace,  to  stay  discontent  ere  it  blazed    to  select.     It  wonid  be  to  very  little  pur* 
furth   as  rebellion  ;    and   he   held  those    pose,  af^er  a  man  had  thrown  a  barrel  of 
answerable  for  that  rebellion  who,  being   gunpowder  on  the  fire,  to  say  '*  donH  ga 
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off."  He  wai  no  alannist,  but  this  he 
.woold  sajy  that  be  had  heard  alarm  ex- 
pressed at  the  present  agitation  by  persons 
who  had  l>een  the  advocates  of  repeal — 
the  most  forward  advocates,  and  great 
agitators  themselves.  These  ex-agitators 
felt  alann  at  the  present  state  of  Ireland, 
which  was  not  con6ned,  therefore,  to  the 
enemies  of  repeal,  who  had  never  polluted 
themselves  with  such  courses.  Whilst 
men  were  men,  and  capital  was  capital,  no 
money  would  flow  into  Ireland  till  an  end 
was  put  to  the  agitation  now  existing  ther^. 
The  Duke  of  Wellington  should  not  have 
thought  it  necessary  to  address  their  Lord- 
ships beyond  expressing  the  mere  intima- 
tion of  his  assent  to  the  motion,  had  it 
not  been  for  the  turn  which  the  discussion 
bad  taken,  and  which  rendered  it  incum- 
bent on  him  to  say  a  few  words.  He  had 
drawn  their  Lordships'  attention  a  few 
nights  back  to  the  joint  address  of  the 
two  Houses  of  Parliament  upon  the  sub- 
ject at  the  union ;  and  he  was  obliged  to 
the  noble  Marquess  for  having  directed 
their  Lordships*  attention  more  particu- 
larly to  the  latter  words  of  that  address. 
He  was  delighted  that  the  noble  Marquess 
had  drawn  their  attention  to  those  words> 
and  he  begged  leave  to  state,  that  he  was 
convinced,  and  he  felt  it  strongly  at  the 
time  the  noble  Marquess  was  reading  the 
extract — he  was  convinced  that  Parlia- 
ment had  acted  in  full  conformity  with  the 
assurances  then  given  to  his  Majesty  on 
the  throne ;  and  he  would  add,  that  those 
persons  who  were  now  honoured  with  her 
Majesty's  con6dence,  at  the  same  time 
that  they  intended  to  carry  into  execu- 
tion that  part  of  the  address,  were  firmly 
determined  alro  to  carry  into  execution  the 
other  part  of  the  address  referred  to,  when- 
ever the  occasion  arose.  As  to  the  re- 
marks which  were  made  upon  their  Lord- 
ships elsewhere,  he  was  one  of  those  ani- 
madverted upon,  and  he  was  glad  to  find 
himself  upon  this  occasion  in  such  ex- 
tremely good  company.  For  himself,  he 
could  only  say  that  he  had  been  for  a  very 
great  number  of  years  in  the  habit  of  treat- 
ing such  criticisms  and  such  assaults  with 
thesmallest  possible  attention, for  he  should 
continue  to  do  his  duty  to  the  best  of  his 
ability,  in  the  service  of  his  Sovereign,  or 
elsewhere,  and  continue  to  treat  the  lan- 
guage referred  to  with  as  little  attention 
as  heretofore ;  and  he  recommended  noble 
Lords  on  both  sides  of  the  House  to  follow 
Vim  example  in  this  respect.  . 


Lord  Campbellf  in  explanation,  said,  ht 
retained  his  opinion  as  to  the  impolicy  of 
harsh  language  being  used  in  this  matter. 
He  begged  to  assure  his  noble  and  learned 
Friend  that  it  was  and  ever  would  be  his 
pride  to  rank  himself  among  the  Whig 
party.  He  did  not  altogether  know  whe* 
ther  his  noble  and  learned  Friend  wished 
to  be  understood  as  also  still  belonging  to 
that  party — sometimes  it  would  almost 
appear  not ;  but  he  would,  at  all  events, 
advise  his  noble  and  learned  Friend,  how- 
ever  great  his  talents  might  be  in  other  re- 
spects, not  to  attempt  to  vie  in  invective 
with  the  individual  so  much  referred  to, 
for,  although  his  noble  and  learned  Friend's 
powers  in  that  particular  were  by  no  means 
limited,  he  might  find  himself  worsted. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

House  adjourned. 

HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Monday,  May  15,  1843. 

MiNTTSS.]  Bills.  PuMfe.— •!*-  Roman  CaUiolic  Oaths. 
Private. — ^2*-  Deptford  Poor  and  Improrement;  YannoaUi 
and  Norwich  Railway  and  Drainage;  EgUoynhof,  etc 
Indosure ;  North  Este  Reservoir. 
Reported, — ^Merthyr  Tydvil  Stipendiary  Magistrates,  Bor- 
rowstounness  Harbour  and  Improvement;  Glasgow  and 
Three  Mile  House  Road  ;  Belfisst  Harbour. 

PjnrnoNa  PaBSiirTKO.  By  Messrs.  Strutt,  C.  Berkeley. 
Gisbome,  Cobden,  Hindley,  B.  Wood,  and  Dr.  Bowring, 
Ihnn  a  great  niunber  of  places,  for  the  Total  and  Imme- 
diate Repeal  of  all  Com  and  Provision  Laws. — By  Lord 
Dungannon,  Colonel  Wyndham,  Mijor  Camming  Bniee« 
and  Messrs.  Cartwri^t  and  Blackstooe,  from  Seventieen 
places,  against  the  Canada  Com  BilL— By  Messrs.  Evans, 
Round,  M.  Phillips,  G.  Craig,  Duncan,  Hawes,  T.  Dum 
combe,  Hindley,  Lambton,  H.  Milnes,  WUdiere,  and 
Colonel  RoUeston,  firom  a  great  number  of  places,  against 
the  Factories  BUL — By  Mr.  Seigeant  Murphy,  fhnn 
Cork,  Ballinask)e,  Westport,  and  Carlow,  against  Trans- 
ferring the  Mail  Coach  Contract  to  Scotland.— By  Mr. 
Thesiger,  ftom  John  Lodce  and  otheit.  against  the 
County  Courts  BilL — ^By  Mr.  D.  Barclay,  firom  Cupar 
and  Sunderland,  tor  Post-offlce  Reform,  and  the  Carrying 
out  of  Mr.  Hiirs  Plan.— From  Wrexham  Union,  fat 
Amending  the  Poor-Law  Act. — From  Sunderland  and 
Yarmouth,  against  Bankmptcy  Act. — From  Bolton, 
against  the  Justices  Jurisdiction  Actw— From  Leeds,  fbr 
Exempting  Literary  and  Scientific  Institutions  from  the 
Payment  of  Rates  and  Taxes. — From  Two  Individuals, 
against  the  Metropolitan  Buil^ngs  Bill. — From  Liver- 
pool, for  Inquiry  into  the  Bfanagement  of  the  Trial  for 
Sedition  oC  William  Jones. 

Repeal  OF  the  Union.]  Mr.  Reding^ 
ton  seeing  the  right  hon.  Baronet  at  the 
head  of  the  Government  in  his  place, 
wished  to  ask  him  two  questions.  On 
Tuesday  last,  in  reply  to  a  question  put  to 
him  by  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
Lynn  Regis,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
repeated  to  the  House  a  declaration  of  the 
ruling  Sovereign,  in  the  year  1834,  with 
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rnpect  U  ibc   Uaion,  ia  yMA  it  «u 
■uud:— 

"This  boDd  of  oar  nilional  itm^ih  lad 
«iCei«  I  hate  alraadjr  declared  m;  fiud  and 
nnalieraMc  rtMlatioo,  undw  Iha  blMiiag  of 
IliKDe  Proridcncc,  la  Baiotaia,  ianalalc,  by 
all  Ihe  mcaM  in  nj  powai," 

The  right  bon.  Barooet  had  infonntd 
the  HoDM.tfaBt  that  declaraiioD  contained 
the  cxpreMJoni  of  Kin^  William  in  1834, 
and  that  he  wai  anibomed  bj  her  Hnotj 
to  repeat  that  declaration  of  Kinf  Wil- 
liam. Now,  inaamueh  aa  that  declirmtion, 
made  in  reply  lo  a  joint  addreia  of  both 
IluuMt  of  Parliament  apinit  repeal,  con- 
tained a  paiuge  which  ga*e  soine  conso- 
lation (o  maajr  of  the  Irish  people,  and 
which  ran  thua: — 

"  I  sliatl  at  ill  times  be  anxious  lo  aSbid 
m;  best  assislance  in  reiiioTing  all  just  causes 
of  conplaiDl,  and  in  sanclioDlDg  all  well  con- 
sidcred  mcuurei  of  improvemcDl." 

BdI  which  pa'sage  was  not  repealed  by 
ifae  right  hon.  Baronet, he  wished  lo  know 
(nol  being  a  repealer),  in  ihe  first  place, 
whether  the  right  hon.  Oentleraan  was 
authorticd  by  her  Miycitj  ilso  to  repeat 
lo  tb«  Honse  that  fnnher  deeiaratioa  of 
King  William  in  answer  to  the  joint  ad- 
drcM  of  boih  Houtw;  and,  secondly, 
whether  Government  intended  to  iniro< 
dnce  any  meaaurcs  for  the  removal  of 
"those  just  causes  of  complaini  "  other 
than  the  two  bills  at  prosenl  in  the  Books 
of  the  House. 

Sir  R.  Fttl :  The  dKUntioa  which  I 
made  upon  Tuesday  last,  waa  in  rafereoce 
to  an  express  question  put  lo  me  by  the 
noble  Lord  behind  me.  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman asks  me  whether  I  em  authorised 
tn  makt  a  corresponding  declaration  to 
(hat  matte  by  the  lata  King,  with  rcfereoce 
to  the  panienlar  metier  to  which  the  hon. 
GciilUmsn  has  called  the  attention  of  the 
llonae,  i  presume  vpon  Iha  accaraey  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman  as  to  the  words  which 
I  <|uoied,  being  from  the  answer  returnsd 
hy  Kiiir;  William  to  the  joint  address,  I 
ilioiiglit  ilint  llicsc  wordit  formed  a  pas- 
satce.  which  by  my  adfice  had  been  in- 
aeiiifl  in  the  speedi  from  the  lliione  in 

Mr,  Ktdimgton  said,  (hat  he  had  taken 
Ihe  passsce  with  reference  lo  the  "jnst 
causes  of  complaint,"  from  the  answer  to 
the  address  as  read  by  the  Lord  Chancellor 
in  Ihe  House  of  Lords. 

Sir  Hobert  Ptelt  The  wncda  wUek  I 


and,  wcfe  cim  to  ma  as  the  answer  i^ 
tamed  by  the  Kin;  to  the  joint  ajfcsw 
of  Paitiament,  and  which  ran  as  faUowa: 

■  It  is  with  Ibc  KTcalert  salisfartina  that  I 
have  rcceiTed  this  aalemn  and  Dniltd  espna- 
sion  of  the  detemination  of  both  Hovsss  of 


■  between  Oieat  Britain  a 


"  I  shall,  at  all  ymos,  be  BMt  Bi 


welt  coniiderei 


■  of  improTomenl. 


But  I  will  not  qnaitel  wfah  At  hM. 
Gentleman  as  to  tbe  pracsae  wtwda  ef  tbe 
ruf  al  answer,  hecnuae  whether  his  vnrrims 
or  mine  be  correct,  I  am  astfaorined  en  tka 
part  of  her  Hajeatf,  to  anoeunea  her  asU 
heience  to  that  declnradon  ef  King  WiU 
lian.  With  respect  toany  nHnwreatnbi 
intnduoed,  with  refennee  to  IrelaHl,  il 
has  been  the  wish  of  Gorawmeat  to  as* 
duct  the  esecutivn  adwinistratinn  of  Ir»> 


land,  in  a  spirit  irf  fc 

im|nrtialttv,and  juatice.  So  much  lipr  the 
uirit  in  which  it  ia  our  wish  to  cnrnr  am 
toe  adminiatiatioo  of  affaire  in  Jreund. 
With  reapect  to  our  inlentiooa  aa  to  naw 
Legishuife  measures,  such  a  variaty  of 
opinioDS  exists  as  to  the  probable  eftet  ef 
an/  new  measures,  that  il  ia  rety  difficult 
for  roe  to  sav  beforehand,  what  measuK* 
shall,  or  shall  not,  be  introduced.  In  the 
oae  of  nuniripal  corposotions,  meaanrca 
have  been  iatroduced  to  make  the  proTi> 
sions  <^the  former  lull  nooord  with  tiie  !•• 
tentioQ  of  Ihe  Legislature,  and  a  mcaautw 
baa  also  been  brought  in  to  amend  ihn 
Irish  Poor-law  Act ;  but  there  are  so 
many,  and  such  rarious  opinioosj  as  to  the 
effect  of  these  measures,  that  I  Chnnot 
undertale  to  say  whether  they  come  with- 
in the  category  of  "  acts  to  Uke  away  tbo 
Sounds  of  complaint."  AN  I  can  aaj  ii, 
at  there  exists  the  strongest  desire,  m 


the  port  of  the  Goremmcnt,  that  both  the 
executire  and  tbe  administration  should  do 
nothing  inconsistent  with  the  Just  righto 
of  the  Irish  people. 

Lord  CkmcnU :  I  wish  to  ask  tbe  right 
hon.  Bonmct  under  what  head  of  meaaom 
(br  the  amelkcation  of  Iivlaod  doei  the 
right  hon.  Oentlrmon  class  the  Aras  BflL 

Sir  R.  Prel:  Sir,  I  consider  that  men- 
sure  calcuhied  to  presene  the  |>ersoral 
safcty  of  those  who  reside  in  Ireland,  aod 
to  piwTont  tbo  commisston  of  such  tuilhh 
Crimea  u  hara  l^aa  fkm  witUi  thn  ImI 
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two  yaarfj  and  therefore  ealeulated  to  im- 
prove  the  condition  of  that  country. 

Abolition  of  the  Cobk-Laws^-Ad- 
jovRMBD  Debate.]]  The  Order  of  the 
Day  for  resuming  the  adjourned  debate  on 
the  Corn-laws  having  been  read, 

Mr.  W,  O.  Stanley  said,  it  would  be 
neeessary  for  him,  in  the  first  place,  to 
say  a  few  words  with  regard  to  the  part 
he  took  on  Saturday  morning.  He  was 
sarry  that  a  large  portion  or  the  House 
differed  from  him  with  regard  to  the  pro* 
priety  of  adjourning  the  debate  till  this 
day,  as  several  Members  had  not  an  op- 
portunity of  expressing  their  opinions  and 
feelings  on  a  question  of  such  great  and 
mighty  importance  as  the  Corn-laws.  He 
felt  the  question  had  not,  during  the 
four  nights  it  was  before  the  House,  been 
folly  debated,  and  he  was  surprised  that 
so  few  pf  those  connected  wilb  the  great 
agfif  ultaral  interests  of  Great  Britain  had 
expressed  their  opinions  upon  it.  He  was 
himself  one  of  those  who  thought  that 
agriculture  was  entitled  to  protection,  and 
that  peculiar  burthens  were  imposed  upon 
the  land,  but  he  thought  that  a  fi^^d  duty 
was  preferabl^e  to  a  aliding-scale.  It  was 
tvidect  that  Gentlemen  on  the  other  side 
were  not  convinced  that  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  did  not  contemplate  a  further 
change  in  the  Corn-laws,  should  expedi- 
ency require  it.  They  looked  upon  the 
proceedings  of  the  right  hon.  Barooet 
with  suspicion.  With  respect  to  the 
Corn-laws  themselves,  he  was  bound  to 
say,  that  representing  an  agricultural 
eounty,  the  prosperity  of  which  depended 
upon  agricultural  produce,  he  believed 
that  the  present  low  prices— which  were 
lower  than  at  any  other  period  since  the 
year  1 822— -were  owing  not  merely  to  the 
Corn-laws,  but  to  the  distressed  condition 
of  the  operatives,  who  were  not  able  to 
purchase  food,  from  the  restrictions  which 
shackled  the  commerce  of  the  country. 
So  long  as  the  Corn-laws  were  allowed  to 
remain  in  their  present  state,  there  could 
be  little  hope  of  the  revival  of  trade.  He 
feared  that  as  long  as  the  sliding-scale 
eontinued  in  operation  they  would  be 
obliged  to  purchase  whatever  food  they 
might  require  from  abroad  by  exporting 
bullion  instead  of  paying  for  it  in  manu- 
factures. He  was  not  in  the  habit  of  tres- 
passing upon  the  House,  but  he  felt  it 
important  to  explain  his  sentiments  on 
ttm  impoila«t4|QestiMi|  becansei  although 


he  felt  obliged  to  vote  against  the  motioo 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Wolverhampton ^ 
he  was  by  no  means  satisfied  with  the 
present  system.  He  likewise  felt,  that  at  the 
present  moment  it  was  most  important  to 
put  a  stop  to  the  agitation  existing  on 
this  subject.  When  they  saw  the  threat- 
ening attitude  which  Ireland  had  assumed, 
it  was  more  than  ever  necessary  that  the 
Government  should  possess  the  confidence 
of  the  people  of  this  country.  He  wished 
to  make  one  observation  on  the  subject  of 
his  having  moved  the  adjournment  of  the 
debate  on  Friday.  It  had  been  supposed 
by  a  great  many  that  on  that  occasion  he 
had  been  acting  in  conjunction  with  other 
hon.  Members.  He  could  assure  the 
House,  that  such  had  not  been  the  case. 
He  had  moved  the  adjournment  because 
he  thought  that  a  sufficient  opportunity 
had  not  been  afforded  to  Members,  more 
particularly  to  those  connected  with  the 
agricultural  districts,  of  expressing  their 
opinions  on  the  subject.  He  thought, 
that  a  full  opportunity  ought  to  be  af- 
forded to  every  hon.  Member  of  expressing 
his  opinion. 

Dr.  Bawring  said,  he  could  not  but 
think  that  the  friends  of  free-trade  had 
great  reason  for  congratulating  themselves 
on  the  progress  of  that  debate.  When 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  the  Vice-Pre- 
sident of  the  Board  of  Trade,  was  put 
forward  as  the  representative  of  the  Go- 
vernment, and  to  give  a  character  to  the 
discussion,  he  (Dr.  Bowring)  certainly  did 
expect  from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman-^ 
from  his  great  intelligence,  and  from  his 
high  position-— the  House  would  have 
been  enabled  to  discern  the  course 
meant  to  be  taken  with  respect  to  this 
question.  But  the  views  of  the  Govern- 
ment, however  clear  in  principle,  were 
clouded  in  practice.  What  they  had  a 
right  to  calculate  on  from  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  was  the  production  of  some 
reason  why  one — the  most  important  of 
all  important  articles — was  to  be  excluded 
from  the  application  of  that  great  prin- 
ciple which  the  House  had  often  heard 
from  the  lips  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
opposite — the  principle  that  individuals 
as  well  as  nations  had  a  right  to  buy  in 
the  cheapest  markets,  and  to  sell  in  the 
dearest.  It  did  appear  to  him  perfectly 
clear,  that  with  regard  to  the  article  of 
corn,  which  was  the  subsistence  of  the 
multitude,  that  this,  if  anything,  was  above 
I  all  entitled  to  the  application  of  that 
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pnnciple  which  the  light  hoD.  Baronet 
bimMir  had  not  unfreqoeatly  recognised. 
He  had  he&rd  with  great  pleasure  the 
honeit  and  tnanlj  obierration*  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Ai^yleihire,  when  he  stated 
that  the  principle  of  free-tiade  was  essen- 
tially a  sound  and  right  principle.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Sussex  said, 

"  Do  QOt  carry  out  the  principle  of  free- 
Irade,  for  you  do  not  know  the  consequences 
it  may  lead  to." 

Admit  com,  he  said,  and  no  one  knew 
what  other  things  would  not  follow.  Why, 
what  could  follow  but  a  greater  trade  in 
other  articles  as  well  as  a  greater  trade  in 
com  ?  And  be  it  understood  that  the  free- 
Irtdeii  were  for  lupporling  do  exceptions, 
— for  recognising  no  monopolies.  They 
were  willing  to  be  measured  by  the  mea- 
sure* lliey  meted  to  nlhers,  and  desired 
to  ask  nothing  they  were  not  ready  to 
eranL  The  right  hon.  Baronet  at  the 
head  of  her  Majesty's  Government,  in  the 
appeal  he  made  on  Saturday  morning  to 
the  House,  took  other  ground.  He  was 
alarmed  at  disturbing  the  colonial  and 
fiscal  interests  of  this  country.  But  those 
interests — and  alt  interests  ought  to  be 
made  subsenrient  to  the  greater  interests 
of  truth  and  justice.  And  in  the  long 
ran,  h  would  be  found  that  the  Treasury 
and  the  colonies  would  beneGt  from  the 
general  extension  of  trade.  He  had  heard, 
again  and  again,  from  the  other  side,  that 
there  were  countries  in  which  the  price  of 
wheat  waa  exceedingly  low.  There  could 
be  no  doubt  that  such  was  the  fact— and 
if  the  fact,  an  enormous  wrong  was  done 
to  the  English  contutner,  by  preventing 
his  access  to  those  markets.  Many  of  them 
ware,  however,  remote  and  ianccessihle, 
and  that  which  concerned  the  people  of 
this  country  was,  to  inquire  the  price  of 
corn  in  those  places  where  th^re  waa  a 
ready  transit.  If  the  ports  of  this  country 
were  thrown  open  to  all  the  pioductioni 
of  the  world,  no  one  could  doubt  that  it 
would  lead  to  the  best  results.  There  was 
no  other  means  of  relieving  the  disireu  of 
the  country  than  that  which,  froi 
sircngih  and  his  honesty,  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  might  be  expected  to  adopt  after 
the  principles  which  he  had  put  forward. 
There  were  only  two  doctrines  which  were 
maintainable,  and  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
could  not  coDlinue  long  vibrating  bclweeo 
them.  He  muit  cither  contend  thst 
measure  sboukl  be  passed  to  give  mono- 
poly print  10  piodncen,  or  be  muit  ataod 
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by  the  coniamers,  emancipate  labour  tul 
capital,  and  give  to  the  country  sJl  to 
which  it  vras  entitled.  The  right  hoa. 
Baronet  bad  gone  too  far  to  recede.  He 
had  proclaimed  truths  which  had  ea- 
lighteited  every  mind  in  the  country,  and 
he  could  not  resist,  nor  ought  he  to  resist, 
the  preaaure  from  without.  He  believed, 
that  if  at  that  moment  an  appeal  waa 
made  to  public  opinion  out  of  doors,  the 
right  hon.  Baronet's  majority  would  escape 
him.  The  longer  the  settlement  of  this 
question  was  delayed,  the  more  likely  was 
it  to  mingle  itself  with  othera,  aye,  aixl 
with  questions  even  more  alarming  than 
this  to  the  aristocratic  sectioD  of  the  com* 
munity.  Had  the  attention  of  the  right 
hon,  Bsronet  been  called  to  a  very  re- 
markable passage  of  a  very  remarkable 
writer,  whose  tendency  waa  donblleai 
towards ConservBiiam  ?  Mr.  Carlyle  aait^— 
"  If  I  were  the  ConierraliTe  party  of  Eng- 
land, I  would  not  for  100,CK)0/.  an  bonr  allow 
those  Corn-laws  to  conllnne.     Potosi  and  Ool- 


of  bitter  indigoation  Ibey  are  laying  up  for 
you  ID  every  just  English  fieartf  Doyooknow 
what  questioDS,  not  as  to  com  prices  and 
iljding-scales  alooe,  they  aie  forcing  every  re- 
flective EDglishman  to  ask  himself?  QneitioBa 
insoluble,  or  hitherto  unsolved ;  deeper  than 
■ny  of  oor  logic  plummets  hitherto  will  sound; 
qoeslioDS  deep  enough — which  it  were  better 
that  we  did  cot  name  even  in  thought  I  You 
are  forcing  ub  to  (hink  of  ihcm,  to  b^in  utter- 
ing them.  The  utterance  of  them  is  hwun; 
and  where  wilt  it  be  ended,  think  yon  f  When 
two  milJiona  of  one's  brolber-men  sit  id  work* 
houses,  and  five  millions,  as  ii  inioleolly  saMt 
'  rejoice  in  potatoes,'  there  are  various  things 
that  must  be  begun,  let  tbsB  and  where  tb^ 

Now  he  waa  convinced  that  there  were 
real  grounds  for  alarm.  There  was  mingled 
with  the  demand  for  commercial  freedom 
an  almost  universal  political  discontent; 
and  many  of  ihoee  who  really  had  hoped 
that  the  Parliament,  aa  at  preaent  consti- 
tuted, would  lend  a  wilhng  ear  to  tba 
plaints  of  the  people,  were  beginning  to 
despond,  and  to  believe  that  nothing  but 
a  change  in  the  institutions  of  the  country, 
would  put  an  end  to  those  monstrous  evila. 
He  could  not  explain  how  such  commer- 
cial influence  and  political  power  as  this 
country  unqaestiouably  posaesaed  shonld 
consent  to  give  such  bad  examplea  to  tbe 
rest  of  the  world.  Why,  lately,  by  oar 
especial  influence,  we  bad  caused  i  treaty 
to  be  adoptod  KtConbuitiiippl«,b]rwbiw 
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the  doty  on  exports  was  fixed  at  tweUe 
per  cent.,  and  upon  imports  at  five.  He 
thought,  therefore,  that  the  tarifi'of  Turkey 
was  even  better  than  ours,  because,  in- 
stead of  eocouragiog  imports,  we  repelled 
them  from  all  parts  of  the  world — as  if  it 
were  not  as  notorious  as  the  sun  at  noon 
day  that  we  could  export  nothing  pro- 
fitably without  receiving  its  equivalent,  and 
more  than  its  equivalent  in  imports.  So 
that  our  course  was  clear,  invite  imports — 
exports  mast  follow.  It  had  been  said, 
that  agriculture  was  improving  under  the 
protection  of  the  present  law.  He  would 
admit  that  there  had  been  an  improvement 
in  agriculture,  but  he  denied  that  there 
had  been  an  improvement  proportioned  to 
the  increased  intelligence  of  the  country. 
If  agriculture  had  not  advanced  with  the 
general  progress  of  civilisation  and  know- 
ledg^e— if  the  same  improvements  had  not 
been  made  in  farms  which  had  been  in 
manufactures— why  should  the  present 
state  of  things  be  suffered  te  continue? 
Burthened  as  the  country  was — almost 
trodden  down  by  its  burthens,  it  was  in- 
comprehensible to  him  how  they  could 
suffer  the  continuance  of  the  burthen 
which  bore  heavier  than  all  the  rest,  and 
which  was  removable  at  the  mandate  of 
Parliament.  When  the  agriculturists  had 
it  all  their  own  way,  he  was  not  surprised 
at  the  character  of  their  legislation,  but 
now  that  the  commercial  and  manufac* 
turiog  interest  were  become  strong,  and 
that  greater  knowledge  existed  with  regard 
to  political  economy,  how  could  they  con- 
tinue the  monopoly  and  usurpations  of 
ancient  times?  What  would  the  people  say, 
but  that  they  did  so  for  their  own  selfish 
interest8,and  not  for  the  public  good  ?  The 
right  hun.  Baronet  at  the  head  of  the  Go- 
vernment had  discoursed  upon  the  princi- 
ples of  political  economy  as  if  he  had  oc- 
cupied a  professor's  chair.  He  had  listened 
with  delight  to  the  right  hon.  Baronet's 
expositions  of  the  doctrines  of  political 
economy;  but  surely  these  principles,  so 
sound  in  theory,  ought  to  be  put  in  prac- 
tice. Now  their  legislation  was  all  dis- 
cord— it  was  founded  in  discord — it  re- 
presented the  scrambling  of  dishonest  in- 
terests. Their  legislation  afifected  the 
well-being  of  26,000,000  of  people,  and  it 
ought  to  be  founded  on  the  principles  of 
sound  sense— on  those  principles  which 
were  sound,  unshakeable,  and  eternal. 
Let  them  consider  the  state  of  the  public 
mind  out  of  doors*    The  present  state  of 


things  could  not  endure  long — the  ques- 
tion would  come  back  again  and  again. 
There  was  no  hon.  Member  who  was  not 
compelled  to  acknowledge  the  effects  pro- 
duced by  the  efforts  of  the  Anti.Com-Iaw 
League,  the  power  of  which  was  derived 
from  its  being  the  representative  of  a 
public  grievance.  That  body  would  in- 
crease in  strength  so  long  as  this  grievance 
should  exist.  Their  only  means  of  action 
and  agitation  consisted  in  the  power  of 
being  able  to  tell  the  miserable  man  that 
there  were  means  of  making  him  happy-* 
the  feeble  man,  that  there  were  means  of 
making  him  strong — the  poverty-stricken 
man,  that  there  were  means  of  making 
him  rich.  These  were  the  arguments 
brought  forward  by  the  Anti-Corn-law 
League,  and  so  demonstrable  were  they, 
that  in  no  public  meeting  would  any  hon« 
Gentleman  on  the  other  side  of  the  House 
venture  to  come  forward  to  controvert 
them. 

Mr.  Ewart  said,  he  could  not  but  re- 
gret that  this  question  had  been  treated 
as  a  question  between  two  classes;  not, 
like  what  it  was,  as  a  great  national  ques- 
tion. It  was  not  a  question  if  the  privi- 
leges, however  long  existing,  of  the  landed 
interest  were  to  be  maintained  because  of 
the  burthens  or  condition  of  that  class ; 
but  whether  by  the  change  proposed,  the 
whole  nation  would  be  benefited.  This 
was  the  view  taken  out  of  the  House, 
whatever  might  be  the  view  taken  within 
its  walls.  In  fact,  it  was  without  the 
House,  not  within,  that  the  question  was 
really  debated;  and  it  was  without  the 
House  that  the  question  could  be  virtually, 
however,  it  might  not  be  nominally,  settled. 
He  complained  of  the  mode  in  which  the 
question  had  been  treated;  he  com- 
plained of  the  errors  in  fact,  and  in  argu- 
ment on  the  other  side.  They  were,  he 
repeated,  mis-statements  of  facts,  and  fal- 
lacies in  argument.  Mis-statements  of 
fact,  because,  in  the  first  place,  it  was 
averred,  and  that  too  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Gladstone)  that  the  ad- 
vocates of  free-trade  aimed  at  "  wild 
prospects  of  universal  good.*'  On  the 
contrary  (said  Mr.  Ewart)  they  aimed  at  a 
steady  and  firm  system  of  commerce.  It 
was  no  visionary  object^  but  solid,  practi- 
cal, steady  trade.  This  could  only  be  ob- 
tained by  a  final  settlement  of  the  question 
before  them.  Then  came  mis-statement 
the  second.  This,  too,  from  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.    They  were  told  Uwt  the 
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•pee«1ttioii  ittd  gimUiDg^  fettered  by  the 
old  Corn-ltwt  htd  been  exUDgabhed,  or 
freatlj  reduced,  by  the  new  one.  Against 
this  tste? eration  of  words,  he  would  td* 
Tance  an  answer  of  fact.  Let  the  right 
hoQ.  Gentleman  contnlt  thoae  eommercial 
records  of  the  com  trade,  the  circnlars  of 
Hamburg.  He  (Mr.  Ewart)  had  with  him 
•atracts  from  two  of  them ;  that  of  Messrs. 
Afrens  and  Saltmann,  and  that  of  M. 
Bichel  of  Hamburg.  What  did  they 
state?  They  did  not  indeed  deny  the 
influence  of  the  change  of  weather  in 
producing  the  dreadful loases  in  the  com 
trade  last  year;  but  they  most  distinctly 
added  that  the  aggravating  cause  of  spe. 
eolation  and  of  kws  was  the  English 
hiding-scale.  This,  they  stated,  was  the 
cause  which,  combining  low  doty  with 
high  price,  tempted  them  to  waiL  Nature 
has  made  the  tuppW  of  com  uncertain. 
Your  laws  increase  ue  uncertainty  of  na- 
tore.  Here»  therefore,  was  practical  evi- 
dence agahist  assertion.  And  neat,  as  to 
fallacies  in  argument.  It  had  been  said, 
—and  that,  too,  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman—that by  the  repeal  of  the  Com- 
laws,  *'land  would  be  thrown  out  of 
cultivation.*  This  expiession  had  been 
doly  qoalified  to  mean,  that  it  would 
be  changed  as  to  its  mode  of  cul- 
tivation. It  was  not,  then,  a  destmc- 
tioD,  but  only  a  change.  Nor  was  it  a 
chsoge  affecting  the  whole  landed  interest 
but  only  a  part  of  it.  The  real  question 
was,  whether  the  repeal  of  the  Ckm-lawt 
was  necessary  for  the  nation  at  large,  and 
not  whether  it  was  unfavourable  to  a  part 
of  a  particular  interest  in  the  nation. 
This  was  the  question  in  eterv  change 
which  affected  a  class.  Did  tney  pause 
in  admitting  changes  in  machinery  be- 
cause a  class,  like  unfortunately  the 
handloom  weavers,  might  suffer  from  the 
progression  of  manufactures?  No;  the 
change  was  deemed  advantageoua  for  the 
nation.  Partial  interests  were,  therefore, 
disregarded.  So  it  most  be  in  the  case  ot 
the  Corn-laws.  The  question  was  not, 
whether  the  cultivation  of  certain  lands 
might  be  injured,  but  whether  the  mea- 
sure proposed  would  benefit  the  nation  at 
large.  Next  came  another  fallacy.  It 
was  said  com  h  cheap,  yet  there  is  great 
distress ;  therefore,  altering  the  Corn-laws 
would  be  useless.  But,  what  they  wanted, 
was  not  the  low  price  of  corn,  bat  the 
means  of  purehasiiir  com ;  not  dieapoess, 
but  employment.    What  wu  the  wse  of 


reducing  the  price  of  an  article  whidi  the 
people  could  not  buy  ?  Com  might  be  low, 
vet  the  people  wretched.  Where  was  eon 
lower  than  in  Poland  ?  Where  was  the 
people  leu  able  to  consume  it?  The  fact 
was,  it  mattered  little  whether  prices  were 
high  or  low,  if  the  people,  being  fully  em- 
ployed, were  able  to  pay  them.  But  of 
all  the  fallacies  be  had  heard,  the  worst 
was  that  uttered  by  the  hon.  Member  fiir 
Newcastle  (Mr.  Colqahoun)— should  he 
call  it  a  fallacy,  or  the  omission  of  a  legi- 
thnate  inference?  That  hon.  Member 
said,  "  In  no  country  has  agriculture 
made  suqh  advances  as  in  England."  And 
he  spoke  traly.  But  he  cautiously  feibore 
to  state  the  cause  why  it  had  advanced  so 
pre-eminently  in  England.  It  was,  be- 
cause of  the  commerce  of  England— and 
the  question  now  before  the  House  was, 
whether  we  should  feed  or  eabaust  the 
sources  of  the  agricultural  pre-emineoee 
of  England,  its  trade  and  Bsanufactaius? 
The  r^t  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  R.  Peel)  in- 
deed added  to  all  these,  as  be  (Mr.  Ewart) 
must  deem  them  errora  of  reasoning,  this 
remarkable  condition ;  that  they  were  to 
wait  till  all  protecting  duties  could  be 
abolished  at  once.  Were  thev  so  to  wait  ? 
or  was  the  great  fundamental  ertor  in  le- 
gislation to  be  removed,  and  the  souJIer 
delusions  to  follow  it?  The  nation,  ia 
his  opinion,  would  not  be  satisfied  to  wail 
for  this  tardy  system  of  reform.  But  he 
turned  from  these  fallacies  in  aigument 
to  the  state  of  the  question  before  them* 
What  was  the  commercial  character  of 
the  times  in  which  we  lived  ?  The  tiases 
were  gone  when  we  ctmld  maintain  owr 
commereial  superiority  by  amount  of  priee. 
It  must  be  maintained  bv  extent  of  ssar* 
ket.  That  country  would  be  most  suc- 
cessful which  could,  first,  extend  ita 
markets  most,  and  next,  in  each  markec, 
supply  the  greatest  mass  of  consumen. 
To  do  both  these  was  the  peculiar  capa- 
bility of  this  country.  Capital,  coal,  iron, 
mechanical  habits,  almost  mechanical 
minds,  were  ours — all  combined  to  enable 
us  to  supply  manufactures  more  cheaply 
than  other  nations ;  one  only  element  oif 
doing  so  was  wanting,  cheap  food.  YeC 
this  our  legislaton  denied  us ;  and  denied 
us  at  a  time  irhcn  they  had  made  favour- 
able eooceuions  to  our  opponents.  We 
now  allowed  the  free  export  of  our  maebi- 
nery.  Rightly  in  principle ;  but  fiavoum* 
Uv  to  the  competition  of  foreignera.  And 
wtaat  had  iN«|w  natiens  done  in  tfrnir 


S4I 


Aif&urud  Dihate 


{Mat  I<) 


CKfth  Day  J. 


Mt 


fiscal  cbaogM?  Allnsion  bad  been  al» 
ready  made  to  Ibe  unfavourable  amouut 
of  the  duties  imposed  by  them.  But  there 
was  an  impediment  on  our  commerce  in 
their  mode  of  imposing  foreign  duties. 
England's  strength  lay  in  supplying  the 
cheap  article.  Continental  nations  had 
recently  introduced  the  system  of  leyying 
duties  on  the  weight  of  the  article,  not  its 
▼aloe.  Consequently  the  lowest  priced 
article  paid  as  much  as  the  highest  priced 
article.  This  was  a  heavy  additional  bur- 
then (justly  pointed  out  in  a  recent  work 
by  Mr.  Bischoff,  of  Leeds)  on  the  English 
manufacturer.  Such  was  our  condition  i 
such  our  reasons  (at  this  particular  crisis) 
for  demanding  a  repeal  of  the  Corn-laws. 
What  hopes  had  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
eiven  us  ?  He  gave  us  the  tariff.  But 
he  now  owns  that  it  was  not  the  cause  of 
doing  any  good  by  lowering  prices;  or 
rather,  be  told  the  farmer  it  was  not  the 
cause,  and  the  merchant  that  it  was.  It 
was,  therefore,  at  least  ambiguous  whe* 
ther  the  tariff  had  done  anything  for  them. 
In  commercial  treaties  had  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  done  anything  ?  Unfortunately, 
nothing.  Why,  then,  did  he  not  put  in 
practice  his  own  avowal,  and  buy  in  the 
cheapest  market  and  sell  in  the  dearest, 
without  regard  to  commercial  treaties? 
Yes ;  there  remained  a  third  remedy •  It 
was  the  famous  Canada  Corn  Bill.  In  his 
opinion  this  was  a  complete  delusion. 
Nay,  it  was  a  delusion  practised  on  Ca- 
nada as  well  as  England.  Whom  was  it 
to  benefit?  What  we  really  wanted  was 
a  com  trade  with  America.  Did  it  give 
OS  this  ?  No.  It  was  based  upon  the  ex- 
elusion  of  American  corn  by  way  of 
Canada.  Was  it  a  help  to  the  Canadians? 
No ;  fbr  its  avowed  character  was  to  leave 
the  British  farmer  in  folly  as  good  a  con- 
dition as  it  found  him  in.  Yet  it  was 
stated  to  be  a  measure  fbr  the  good  of 
Canada.  If  so,  the  Canadian  could  build 
mills,  invest  money,  becooM,  in  fact,  a 
British  miller — or  a  transatlantic  British 
miller.  Vain  hope  I  The  day  must  ine- 
vitably come  when  the  corn  trade  must  be 
opened.  Then  would  vanish  all  this  arti- 
ficial fabric.  The  Canadian  would  be  un- 
deceived, but  undeceived  at  the  cost  of 
fruitless  investments  and  enormous  losses. 
So  much  for  these  remedies.  What  other 
remained  ?  Hope— at  the  bottom  of  the 
box,  when  all  else  had  fled  out  of  it— the 
hope  that  prosperity  would,  of  itself,  re* 
turn.    Happy  cfeduUty !  happier,  tf  not 


defeated !  It  was  indeed»  possible!  be  would 
admit,  that  the  reviving  aemltod  of  foreign 
nations  might  restore  to  us  a  temporary 
prosperity— but  it  would  be  evaDesceBt, 
and  unsteady— 'While  steadiness  and  per- 
manency  were  our  real  objects.  We  might 
see  a  calm  diffused  around  the  vessel  of 
the  state,  but  its  course  would  be  one  of 
uncertainty  and  dangeri*-^ 

"  In  i>ainted  pomp  the  gilded  vessel  goes, 
Uncertain  of  the  whirlwind's  s weepy  sway*'— . 

which,  at  any  time,  might  overtake  and 
overwhelm  it.  The  nation  was  beginnisf 
to  understand  the  difference  between  reaL 
solid,  lasting,  and  unreal,  fleeting^  aoa 
unsubstantial  prosperity.  The  Anti-Corn* 
law  League  had  taught  them  the  philosophy 
of  the  question.  Even  the  farmers  were 
beginning  to  awake.  They  perceived  that 
they  had  been  doubly  deluded :  first,  by 
the  state;  and  secondly*  by  their  lanlU 
lords.  They  perceived,  and  justly,  that 
they  must  act  for  themselves.  The  wbote 
tide  of  opinion  was  changing,  except  in  tWB 
solitary  creeks,  or  inlets,  and  one  of  them 
vras  the  House  of  Commons.  Here,  in« 
deed,  the  backwater  still  prevailed. 
Amidst  such  a  revolution  of  opinion^ 
ought  not  the  right  hon.  Baronet  to  have 
eome  forward  and  long  since  openly  ei- 
pressed  his  own }  How  much  more  open, 
sincere,  and  lastingly  benefieial  to  himself 
to  have  done  so.  The  right  hon.  Baronet 
was  about  to  find  this  question  the  Catholic 
question  of  commerce.  The  farmers  would 
tell  him  what  the  Protestants  had  told  him 
of  yore.  The  Anti-Corn-law  League  had 
opposed  the  farmers.  Yet  they  were  now 
turning  from  the  right  hon.  Baronet  to 
the  League.  They  practically  applied  to 
the  League  the  two  first  lines,  and  to  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  the  two  succeeding 
lines  of  the  well-known  satire  of  Mr. 
Canning-** 

**  Give  me  the  erect,  the  ftrn),  the  manlv  foe; 
Calm  I  may  meet,  perhaps  avert  the  olow ; 
But,  of  all  curses  angry  Heaven  can  send. 
Save,  save,  O  save  me,  tkam  the  candid 
friend  T* 

The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had,  indeed, 
candidly  told  them  that  he  could  pledge 
himself  to  nothing.  Much  as  he  wae 
rejoiced  to  see  the  right  hon.  Baronet  be* 
come  a  repealer,  he  should  have  been 
better  pleased  to  see  him  become  so  in  a 
more  open  and  bolder  manner.  Eipedi- 
ency  was  a  tribute  to  necessity-- cgnais^ 
tency  a  trtbate  to  ttodi.    Tbe  right  bsm* 
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Barooet  must  change  his  couria ;  why  not ' 
aTOw  it  now?  If  he  did  not  he  would 
establish  a  sort  of  free-trade,  or  rather 
contrabandism  of  opinion ;  and  he  would 
Onally  hate  done  as  much  as  any  living 
man  to  erase  the  minor  virtue  of  conist- 
ency  from  the  code  of  political  morality. 

Mr.  Childers  said,  that  iti  the  present 
state  of  the  country  he  did  not  think  the 
Corn -laws  could  be  with  safety  repealed. 
At  the  same  time,  he  thought  that  when 
the  laws  were  repealed  the  measure  would 
Tery  much  disappoint  the  expectations 
both  of  its  opponents  and  its  supporters. 
Prices  would  not  be  altered  by  a  system  of 
free-trade  to  anything  like  the  extent  that 
some  people  supposed :  foreign  corn  would 
assimilate  itself  in  price  to  English  corn, 
rather  than  English  to  foreign.  In  this 
opinion  he  was  strengthened  by  the  man- 
ner in  which  he  saw  the  prices  of  corn  in 
Jersey  follow  the  prices  in  London ;  and 
yet  in  Jersey  there  existed  a  perfect  free- 
trade  in  corn.  At  the  same  time,  he  most 
maintain  that  the  sliding.scale  had  com- 
pletely failed  in  its  object,  and  could  not 
long  be  maintained.  The  measure  of  last 
Tear  might  struggle  through  this  Session, 
but  it  could  not  exist  much  longer. 

Captain  Layard  said,  that  the  last  time 
this  measure  had  been  brought  forward  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Wolverhampton,  he 
bad  not  given  it  his  support,  neither  had 
he  voted  against  it,  believing,  as  he  then 
did»  that  a  dxed  duty  would  be  more  be- 
neficial to  the  country;  and  that  by  a 
small  fixed  duty  the  revenue  might  be  im. 
proved,  trade  and  manufacture  benefited, 
and  some  protection  given  to  the  agricul- 
turist interest.  Another  reason  he  had 
for  not  then  voting  in  favour  of  this  mea- 
sure was,  that  he  believed  the  alteration 
in  the  Corn-law  brought  forward  by  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  would  give  great  dissa- 
tisfaction to  the  agricultural  interest,  and 
would  prove  to  that  body  the  uncertain 
support  which  Government  was  likely  to 
afirord ;  and  that  such  being  the  case,  it 
would  oblige  the  right  hon.  Baronet  to 
bring  forward  a  small  fixed  duty ;  and  by 
this  compromise  to  allay  the  feverish  anx- 
iety which  now  pervaded  the  country.  In 
the  first  part  of  that  supposition  he  believed 
he  had  been  correct.  If  any  hon.  Gentle- 
nan  denied  that  to  be  the  fact,  and  denied 
that  the  farmers  were  greatly  discontented ; 
if  they  were  not  convinced  by  the  meetings 
that  bad  taken  place  throoehout  the  couii- 

Uy»  he  felt  thai  Ibt  speech  made  by  the 


hon.  Member  for  Wallingford  (a  speech 
that  did  that  hon.  Member  great  credit 
for  its  boldness  and  its  truth),  must  have 
convinced  them  of  the  fact,  however  an 
unpleasing  one,  and  must  have  convinced 
the  Government  that,  though  they  might 
have  been  brought  in  on  the  tide— the 
flood-tide  of  agricultural  opinion — yet,  hj 
the  vacillating  and  uncertain  coarse  which 
they  pursued,  that  that  tide  might  be 
quickly  on  the  ebb.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Wallingford  said  most  truly  that  the 
farmers  dare  not  trust  those  they  had  be- 
fore trusted.  Look  at  the  election  for  East 
Suffolk.  What  did  they  do  there  .^  They 
made  the  noble  Lord  whom  they  had  re- 
turned,  pledge  himself  to  vote  against  the 
Canadian  Com  Bill.  In  that  instance  the 
noble  Lord,  the  Secretary  for  the  Colonies, 
had  again  sown  the  serpent's  teeth,  and 
he  would  find  the  agricultural  Members 
rise  as  a  body  of  armed  men  to  oppose  the 
bill.  He  had  no  doubt,  that  shortly  the 
Government  would  find,  particularly  on 
the  Canadian  corn  question,  that  those 
who  had  been  their  firmest  supporters, 
might  become  their  bitterest  opponents. 
Upon  the  present  Ministry  commg  into 
office,  many  had  been  deceived  by  the 
unfounded  opinion  that  a  brighter  day 
was  about  to  dawn  on  the  fortunes  of  this 
country,  and  that  those  who  had  found 
such  fault  with  the  late  Government,  par« 
ticularly  with  their  financial  arrangeraentSi 
had  found  out  tome  good  measure  which 
would  counteract  the  baneful  effects  of 
which  they  complained.  What  are  the 
measures,  and  how  have  they  answered  T 
An  alteration  in  the  Corn-law,  by  which 
little  or  no  good  was  done  to  a  suffering 
and  patient  people ;  while  the  agricultural 
interests  were  shaken  to  the  foundation 
from  the  uncertainty  that  hung  over  them, 
and  as  the  farmers  expressed  it,  they 
sowed,  not  knowing  who  might  reap. 
Next  came  the  Income-tax,  where  a  slid- 
ing-scale  might  have  been  used  with  ad- 
vantage,— a  tax  which,  from  its  inquisi- 
torial character  alone,  would  make  it  in  a 
commercial  country  most  unpopular ;  and 
which,  from  the  different  kinds  of  pro- 
perty, all  taxed  in  the  same  wav,  made  it 
most  unjusL  Examine  the  trade  of  Lon- 
don. Ask  any  of  the  shopkeepers  were 
ever  times  so  adverse  to  their  prosperity? 
And  what  did  they  lay  it  to  but  this 
baneful  tax?  A  more  melancholy  state* 
ment  than  that  made  by  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  in  bringing  foiwai4  hia 
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budget,  he  had  never  witnessed ;  and  as 
the  noble  Lord,  the  Member  for  Sunder* 
landy  said,  what  was  brought  in  last  Ses- 
sion by  the  right  hon.  Baronet  at  the 
head  of  her  Majesty's  Government  with  a 
flourish  of  trumpets,  was  this  year,  by  a 
change  of  performers,  carried  out  with  an 
humble  voice,  and  far  from  any  flourish 
at  all,  leaving  a  debt  of  two  millions  and 
a  half  as  a  deficiency.  Still  there  was 
hardly  anything  so  bad,  that  some  good 
might  not  be  learnt  from  it,  and  we  learn 
this  even  from  the  miserable  budget  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  the  nearer 
he  had  approached  free-trade,  as  in  coifee 
and  timber,  the  better  he  had  succeeded. 
The  further  he  had  receded  from  it,  as 
was  the  case  in  coals  and  whisky  the 
more,  bad  he  been  mistaken  in  his  calcu- 
lations. The  hon.  Member  for  Somerset- 
shire said,  that  the  main  spring  of  all 
action,  both  private  and  public,  was  self- 
interest.  He  wished  to  know  if  suqh  was 
the  case,  if  any  fair  and  unprejudiced 
man  could  say,  that  agricultural  gentle- 
men were  a  fair  jury  upon  such  a  ques- 
tion. Upon  the  very  face  of  it  they  were 
not.  See  the  diiference  of  the  land-tax 
in  France,  and  in  this  country,  why  the 
land-tax  in  France,  allowing  for  the  dif- 
ferent size  of  the  country,  has  above  five 
limes  what  it  has  here.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Newcastle  had  said,  how  much 
better  it  would  be  not  to  use  harsh  lan- 
guage. He  agreed  with  that  hon.  Mem- 
ber; but  that  hon.  Member  ought  to 
remember  it  was  much  easier  for  those 
who  reaped  all  the  advantage,  to  preserve 
equanimity,  from  those  who  were  them- 
selves suffering,  or  representing  those  who 
were  suffering,  from  misery  and  distress. 
For  his  part,  he  thought  the  present  law 
oppressive  and  unjust.  He  could  not  bear 
that  those  lines  of  Burns  should  be  applic- 
able to  him. 

^  See  yonder  poor  overlaboured  wight 

So  abject,  mean,  and  vile. 
Who  begs  his  brother  of  the  earth. 

To  give  him  leave  to  toil ; 
And  see  his  lordly  brother  worm. 

The  poor  petition  scorn  ; 
Unmindful,  though  a  weepiug  wife, 

And  helpless  children  mourn/' 

He  wished  that  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
would  no  longer  think  it  necessary  to 
stand  by  men  who  had  avowed,  if  they 
could  help  it,  they  would  no  longer  stand 
by  him.  He  appealed  to  the  hon.  Mem- 
bers for  Wallingford  and  for  Bridport,  if, 
at  the  dinner  which  had  taken  place  at 


Wallingford,  the  cry  had  not  been,  tuni 
out  the  right  hon.  Baronet;  and  if  the 
answer  was  not,  we  wish  our  power  was 
equal  to  our  will.  If  any  Gentleman  in 
that  House  brought  forward  a  small  fixed 
duty,  if  the  right  hon.  Baronet  would  do 
so,  he  should  have  his  humble  support. 
But  as  this  did  not  seem  likely  to  take 
place,  thinking  as  he  did,  the  present  law 
most  injurious  in  every  way  to  the  well- 
being  of  the  country,  feeling  most  deeply 
for  the  distress  and  misery  of  the  people, 
he  could  no  longer  consider  himself  justi- 
fied in  withholding  his  vote,  and  which 
vote  he  should  give  in  favour  of  the  mo- 
tion so  ably  brought  forward  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Wolverhampton,  and  likewise 
calling  upon  hon.  Members  to  consider 
well  before  they  gave  their  vote  against 
this  measure — for  he  believed,  that  in  after 
life,  when  as  men  grew  older,  party  feel- 
ing and  private  interest  became  less  pre« 
dominant,  when  they  did,  as  all  men 
must  do,  look  back  upon  the  course  they 
had  run,  whether  that  course  was  for  evd 
or  for  good,  that  voting  in  favour  of  thia 
measure  would  never  be  a  source  of  regret 
but  one  of  satisfaction,  for  it  would  be  a 
vote  given  in  support  of  the  principles  of 
strict  justice,  as  well  as  the  dictation  of 
humanity. 

Mr.  E.  Buller  said,  though  he  intended 
to  support  the  motion  of  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Wolverhampton,  he  was 
not  of  opinion  that  the  time  was  come  when 
it  woula  be  safe  or  expedient  to  remove  all 
duty  on  the  importation  of  grain.  Still 
less,  hotfever,  could  he  vote  with  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite,  if,  by  so  doing,  he 
was  to  be  supposed  to  express  approba- 
tion of  the  existing  law.  Hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  said,  that  the  principles  of  free 
trade  were  sound  and  true,  but  that  those 
sound  and  true  principles  were  not  applic* 
able  to  a  country  so  burthened  with  debt 
as  our  own ;  but  how  could  it  be  argued 
that  a  course  would  be  impolitic  for  a 
country  to  pursue  when  out  of  debt,  and 
yet  that  the  country  would  grow  rich  by 
pursuing  that  course  when  in  debt  P  The 
way  to  grow  rich,  is  the  way  to  pay  debts. 
An  enormous  debt  required  a  large  revenue, 
and  that  revenue  must  be  derived  from 
various  sources.  There  was  no  source 
from  which  revenue  could  be  derived  in  a 
less  oppressive  manner  than  from  the  cus- 
toms, if  levied  upon  a  reasonable,  regular, 
and  fair  principle.  But  the  present  law  at 
one  time  prohibits  importation,  at  another 
sacrifices  revenue.    Much  had  been  said 
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about  the  peculiar  burdens  to  vbich  land 
was  subject,  nnd  he  was  prepared  to  admit 
the  justice  of  the  daim  to  a  limited  extent 
with  regvd  to  poor  rate,  county  rate, 
highway  rate*  and  other  local  rates ;  but 
be  denied  that  either  tithes  or  marriage 
jointures  or  the  malt  tax  were  burthens  on 
land  establishing  a  hk  ground  for  a  claim 
for  compensation.  When,  on  the  occasion 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Sheffield's  motion, 
tithes  werespoken  of  as  apeculiar  burthen  on 
land,  he  realty  expected  tnat  some  one  would 
have  risen  on  the  Opposition  side,  and,  by 
way  of  a  reduclio  ad  absttrdum,  have  asked 
whether  jointures  ought  not  also  to  be 
reckoned  in  that  light.  Why,  what  was  a 
jointure  but  a  transfer  of  a  portion  of  the 
freehold  to  another  party  ?  A  man  might 
as  well  ask  for  compensation  because  he 
did  not  happen  to  possess  the  whole  of  an 
estate.  Adam  Smith,  while  he  treated 
tithes  as  a  distinct  property,  described 
them  as  a  discouragement  to  agricultural 
improvements,  and  so  they  certainly  were 
as  long  as  they  continued  to  be  taken  in 
kind,  and  on  that  account  might  constitute 
a  claim  to  equivalent  protecting  duties, 
but  by  the  commutation  of  tithes,  the  tithe 
rent  charge  becomes  a  fiscal  payment,  no 
longer  varying  according  to  the  cultiva- 
tion, and  has  no  more  ethct  in  increasing 
the  expences  of  the  farmer,  or  the  price  m 
his  produce,  than  rent  itself,  of  wbioh  it 
nsay  justly  be  oonsidersd  a  portion.  With 
respect  to  the  poor-rates,  inasmuch  as 
they  increased  in  amount  as  the  land  im« 
proved  in  value,  he  admitted  there  was  a 
claim  to  a  limited  extent  t»  compen- 
sation. Again,  the  malt-tax  limited  the 
demand,  and,  by  so  doing,  reduced  the 
price  of  barley ;  therefore,  to  a  certain  ex- 
tent, there  was  a  claim  for  compensation 
by  a  protecting  duty  on  that  ground} 
but  that  it  was  a  tax  on  the  firaer,  as 
the  duty  on  printed  cotton  was  a  tax  on 
the  manufacturer,  was  a  proposition  so 
stran£e  that  he  was  perfectly  thunder- 
struck  when  he  heard  it  from  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  the  Member  fbr  Tamwortb. 
He  thought  the  agriculturists  were  en- 
titled to  have  a  duty  on  min  the  produce 
of  foreign  countries,  similsr  to  the  duty 
imposed  on  articles  of  raw  material  by  the 
tariff.  That  duty  was  one  of  five  per 
cent,  and  he  thought  a  dntv  of  five  per 
eent.  on  min  was  Justifiable  on  that 
graund,  while  the  claim  on  the  ground  of 
peculiar  burthens  would  be  amply  met  by 
another  duty  of  five  per  cent  A  fixed  duty 
ef  ten  per  cent  upon  eom,  or  less  than  61. 
a  quansr^  was  IhevtSMst  tiuHcoold  be  j«sl* 


Iv  and  reasoiiabl]p'  granted  to  the  daiBS  of 
the  agricultural  interest,  consistently  wi& 
the  interests  of  the  public  in  generaL    A 
fixed  duty  would  obriate  those  ol|jectioBS 
which  were  brought  against  the  C^m-law 
of  last  Session,  to  which  it  was  liable 
equally  with  that  of  1828.  The  right  hon. 
Baronet  said,  that  law  had  lowered  the 
prices  of  food ;  but  if  there  had  been  any 
reduction,  it  arose  from  the  diminished 
consumption  of  food  by  the  peojde.    So 
long  as  that  law  existed,  the  Legislature 
would  be  open  to  the  reproach  that  they 
raised  the  price  of  food  to  an  artificially 
high  point,  in  order  tu  put  money  into  the 
pockets  of  the  agricultural  interest,  and 
thus  created  a  scarcity  of  the  great  artidea 
of  sustenance,  which  added  immenselT  to 
the  distresses  of  the  people.    The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Vice-prendent  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  had  argueo  that  the  expe» 
rience  of  last  vear  was  favourable  to  the 
new  law,  but  he  had  forgotten  to  mention 
that  last  year  was  one  calculated  to  show 
its  operation  to  advantage,  while  the  pre- 
cedinff  year  was  of  a  character  equalhr  well 
calcuhted  to  show  the  defects  of  the  rormer 
law.     In  the  spring  of  1841  there  existed 
the  strongest  hopes  of  an  abundant  harvest. 
He  had  conversed  with  many  OentleeMB 
interested  in  the  result,  who  assured  bim 
they  expected  that  it  would  turn  out  quite 
an  annus  nurabilis.  But  these  were  speed* 
ily  overclouded  by  rains  and  unfiivoonbb 
weather,  and  the  harvest  proring  defident 
a  great  quantity  of  com  was  imported  fai 
the  course  of  a  few  weeks.     Last  year,  oa 
the  contrary,  apprehensions  as  to  the  cha- 
racter of  the  harvest  prerailed  in  the  early 
part  of  the  season,  and  the  importation 
was  more  gradual  and  constant.   In  April, 

1841,  there  were  in  bond  only  107,000 
quarten;  in  April,  1843,  311,000.  la 
May,  1841,  the  quantity  bonded  was 
415,fX)0;  in  May,  1842,  1,082,000;  ia 
June,    1841,  it  was  579,000;    in  June, 

1842,  1,253,000.  In  Ma^ .  June,  and  July 
last,  with  this  large  quantity  of  grain  in  the 
country  in  bond,  the  e&ct  of  the  piesent 
Corn-law  was  to  keep  the  price  up  to  60«. 
and  65t.  a  quarter,  a  price  infinitely  be- 
yond what  80f.  would  be  at  other  times, 
considering  the  distress  of  the  people, 
and  then,  when  prices  had  been  forced  up 
to  the  highest  point  attainable,  2,240,000 
quarten  were  poured  into  the  narkeC  in 
one  week,  and  the  price  Ml  from  Sfts. 
down  to  48f.  7d.  The  regularity  of  the 
importations  during  the  sfirinff,  arising 
out  of  the  expectation  of  a  defijeat  bar- 
test,  ftdly  aeeoiuiled  fiv  no  ballioa,  in 
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comporiKni  with  1841,  hanog  been  ex- 
ported bom  tbe  country  Ust  year ;  there 
wa*  no  proof  that  the  law  of  last  yeai  wu 
tbe  cauae  of  the  better  state  of  thiagt ;  on 
the  contrary,  he  thought  the  present  law 
had  all  the  defects  of  the  last,  and  under 
ainilar  circumstances  to  those  in  existence 
in  1S41  would  give  rise  to  similar  digas> 
trous  results.  It  bad  been  said  that  the 
advocates  of  the  motion  ought  to  ima- 
gine the  possibility  of  its  being  carried ; 
nedid  so,  though,  of  course,  with  no  saa- 
guine  expectations.  If,  howerer,  by  any 
ininde,  ■  majority  should  affirm  tbe  mo- 
tion, he  was  sure  that  bon.  Members  op- 
posite would  «oon  support  the  moderate 
advocates  of  a  fixed  duty.  It  was  said, 
indeed,  a  fixed  duty  would  not  last,  but 
would  a  sliding-scale?  Hie  policy  of 
the  Cabinet  bad  been  ably  expressed  as 
that  of  allowing  manufactures  a  fair  and 
open  rivalry  with  continental  competitors, 
and  why  should  not  agriculture  be  exposed 
to  tbe  same  trial  i  There  were  Pharisees 
aa  well  in  politics  as  religion,  and  it  wae 
just  possible  to  "  take  the  tithe  of  mint, 
and  anise,  and  cummin,  and  omit  tbe 
weigbtier  matters  of  tbe  law."  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Vice-president  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  had  made  a  very  stout 
speech,  and  had  spoken  of  some  contract 
with  the  agriculturists  in  hroat  of  the 
Corn-laws;  an  idea,  however,  which  the 
Premier  took  care  to  repudhite,  using  lan- 
guage similar  to  that  which  had  been  used 
by  "g>y  deceivers"  ever  since  man  was 
first  fickle  and  woman  cmifiding.  "I  did  not 
make  any  promiBes."  "  1  uttered  no  rowB."* 
"  You  threw  yonnalvea  into  my  anni  to- 
luDtariiy  and  unreservedly."  [Sir  R.  Peel 
juit  berora  re-entered  tbe  Hoiue.J 

"  Nee  conjugis  uoqusm, 

"  PrKtendi  wdu  «ut  bac  in  ftadara  veni." 
And  soon  the  time  would  come  when  tbe 
right  hon.  Baronet  would  lament  to  them 
the  painful  necessity  for  surrendering  tbem 
to  further  sacrifice,  dexterously  excusing 
himself  for  the  apparent  unkindoeifl. 

" Ipse  Deum  msnifeilo  in  Innine 

vidi 
IntranteiD  mnrog,  vocemqoe  his  auribus 

"I  hare  aeeo  Mr.  Cobden  within  the 
walla  of  the  House  of  Commons,  and  heard 
him  with  my  own  ears,  he  speaka  so  pow~ 
erfully  and  so  pcdntedly  that  the  temper  of 
Minieters  cnn't  stsnd  it."  The  time  has 
anirad  I— 

-  Deslne,  msqua  mis  incenderc :  teque 
^uei^it: 
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"My  afibctioDS— my  attachments  an 
with  jou;  but— cease  ^our  complainings 
—hard  hta  and  necessity  compel  me  to 
change  I" 

Tbe  bon.  Member  concluded  by  express- 
iog  his  hope  that  they  mi^ht  get  a  major- 
ity for  going  into  committee ;  and  if  by 
«)ine  miracle  that  were  attained,  then  he 
was  satisfied  all  the  moderate  men  would 
combine,  and  form  a  majority  for  a  fixed 
duW. 

Sir  C.  BvTTtll  said,  nobody  could  re- 
gret having;  heard  the  speech  of  the  boa. 
Member  for  Slsgbrd  (Mr.  Bul]er),  whose 
clever  speeob  must  have  sufficiently  shown 
ihe  incorrectness  of  the  idea  that  country 
gentlemen  were  ill-educaled  and  ill-in- 
formed persons.  Nothing  could  be  more 
pleasing  than  the  hon.  Member's  classical 
allusions,  but  his  argumenli  had  not  been 
10  convincing  as  his  quotations  had  been 
happy.  The  land-tax,  which  had  been 
called  a  compotition  for  the  old  feudal 
services,  had  not  been  imposed  till  the 
reign  of  William  3rd,  while  ths  feudal 
burthens  bad  been  finally  abolished  in  tbe 
time  of  Charles  2ad.  So  long  as  the 
naiioDBl  debt  remained,  we  could  not  have 
free-trade.  He  believed,  that  if  thej  took 
from  agricnlture  its  fair  proteclion,  they 
would  injure  the  home  trade  to  a  de- 
gree they  could  hardly  conceive ;  and  on 
that  ground  he  should  certaialyvoteagaiint 
the  motion.  The  bon.  Member  who  pre* 
ceded  him  had  drawn  also  wrong  cooda- 
sions  as  to  the  amount  of  the  land-tax 
being  greater  in  France  than  in  England, 
forgeitmg,  or  perhaps,  as  an  Irish  Mem- 
ber, not  being  aware,  fiom  Ireland  being 
free  from  land-tax,  that  it  was  a  verj 
heavy  and  productive  tax,  wholly  testing 
on  land  in  England,  but  which,  by  the 
sacrifice  of  much  capital  for  its  redemp- 
tion, bad  been  much  reduced  in  annual 
amount,  the  redemption  money  having 
been  applied  to  tbe  purposes  of  the  nation. 
And  it  was  not  to  be  forgotten  that  tbe 
Ministry  of  that  day,  to  induce  redemp* 
tion  of  the  land-tax  to  a  certain  amouiit, 

Sve  to  the  parlies  tbe  right  of  voting  for 
embers  of  Parliament,  the  same  as  it 
possessed  of  land  or  tenements, — a  right 
guaranteed  by  Parliament,  but  which, 
without  regard  to  socb  enactments,  tbe 
Reform  Act  had  swept  awav.  Casting 
aside  tbe  obloquy  which,  witn  much  illi- 
berality  and  injustice,  some  parsons  had 
tried  to  attach  \o  the  landowners,  endca* 
ninring  to  make  it  appear  that  tbe  land 
OGcufiMn  iMd  aboUy  aepvaU  iM«ntU 
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fioa  their  Itodlordi,  u  regardi  protection 
tCaioit  foreign  corn  and  capiti),  I  con- 
tend (hat  nch  opinion!  ire  nntcnable  and 
nnfbunded, — for  ibose  who  so  argue 
caimot  be  aware  of  the  Iom  of  capital  in 
the  raloe  of  hii  live  and  dead  >tocL  which 
inevitably  eniDCf  to  the  landholder  when- 
ever the  pricei  of  apicultural  produce 
■re  leriouily  depreciated.  And  with  all 
ibeir  vaanttd  feelings  for  the  labourers,  I 
ean  from  long  experience  assure  faon. 
GeDllemeti  hofding  such  opinions,  that 
they  are  practically  wrong;  for  low  prices 
of  produce  inevitably  tend  to  reduce 
labour  value, — and,  what  it  far  worse,  to 
narrow  greatly  the  means  of  employment ; 
■nd  Uie  cooiequences  of  disastrous  timet 
to  agriculluie  cramp  and  injure  the  home 
trade  to  a  degree  of  which  experience 
atone  can  furoiah  the  idea.  At  this  mo  - 
ment,  on  the  iarormaiion  of  a  partner  in  a 
great  wholesale  house,  I  can  slate,  that  to 
■end  riders  ont  of  town  for  fresh  orders  is 
of  little  avail,  while  to  obtain  money  from 
■bopkeepers  is  out  of  the  question  in 
general  owing  to  the  failure  of  custom, 
and  eventually  the  evil  reaches,  or  will 
reach,  the  manufaciuren.  If  the  argu- 
menu  of  the  Anti-Corn-law  party  mean 
anything,  when  talking  of  the  impoiiibility 
of  competing  with  low  prices  of  continental 
labour,  it  can  alone  mean  and  imply,  at 
clear  as  day,  the  desire  to  reduce  tbe  price 
of  labour  in  this  country,  and  especially  of 
manufacturing  operatives,  to  the  scale  of 
continental  labour  pricei :  for  no  one  will 
be  so  absurd  as  to  suppose  they  entertain 
the  project  of  raising  the  prices  of  conti 
nental  labour  to  our  prices.  At  to  the 
Free-trade  so  much  called  for,  it  is  a  mere 
delusion  without  reciprocity ;  and  rio  what 
we  may,  it  is  (luite  clear  that  the  conti- 
nental powers  will  not  heed  our  example, 
but  consult  wisely  the  intercsta  of  their 
own  countries,  laying  luch  duties  on  oor 
manufactures  ai  ihall  protect  their  own, 
as  any  one  may  see  by  reference  to  their 
respective  tariffs.  Take  the  tariff  of  the 
United  Slates, — that  country  which  is  the 
theme  of  so  much  eulogium,  though  de- 
graded by  the  toleration  of  slavery  in  some 
of  their  states.  Their  tariffis  as  follows : — * 
Next  lake  the  example  of  the  Pruuian 
government  in  1816  and  1817,  when  a 
dearth  extited  in  England,  and  immedi- 
ately that  government  laid  on  an  export 
doty  of  20  per  cent.,  thus  preventing 
•  lowering  of  the  price  of  bread  corn  in 

*  See  table  (as  ootc)  following  colann. 
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tbii  eonntry.  Snch  wooM  ba  tba  can 
with  all  exporting  coontriea  in  timea  of 
dearth  here ;  and  it  bebovea,  therefore, 
the  British  Government  to  Foster  and 
promote  British  agricnitnre.  so  as  to  make 
us  generally,  and  to  fair  teasoos,  independ- 
EOt  of  foreign-grown  corn.  I  now.  Sir, 
turn  to  a  comparison  of  the  number  of 
labourers  on  the  land,  and  of  maoufac- 
turiog  operative!,  aecording  to  retnma  of 
1836,  shewing  the  great  excess  of  (ha 
foriner  over  the  latter  claac  of  labonren;^ 


If,  then,  these  returoi  were  correct,  wiQ 
any  man  presume  to  say  that  the  iotereata 
of  the  smaller  population  ihonld  take  pit- 
cedeoce  of  (he  greater  indnsliial  popnli^ 
tion,  the  excess  of  which  was  do  leaa 
than  7,051,000.  Let  us  now  compare  tbe 
relative  burthens  by  the  poor-rates,  ac- 
cording to  Parliamentary  returns : — 

£4,350,000 
n     300,000 

Exceu  of  burthens  on  land  £1,750,000 
And  I  am  persuaded  that  if  the  relative 
proceeds  of  the  lacome-uz  were  aUted, 
A  similar  proportional  exceu  of  banheo 
would  be  found  to  lie  upon  the  land. 
Now,  Sir,  let  us  see  if  the  oolcriea  made 
by  the  Anti  Corn. law  aoioniits  and  maaa- 
fac(urers  of  cotton  are  well  founded.    I 
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take  the  return  of  the  3rd  May  1843, 
respecting^  the  import  of  cotton  wool  for 

manufacturing  purposes. 

lbs. 
In  the  quarter  ending  5th  April> 

1842,  imported     .        .         .     132,272,762 
While  to  5th  April  1843  were 

imported      ....      181,823,116 

There  being  in  the  latter  year  an 

excess  imported  in  the  quarter  of   49,550,354 

This  fact  I  leave  to  speak  for  itself. 
We  have  heard  of  trades  being  willing  to 
abandon  protection  to  their  interests  ,  but 
I  call  on  hon.  Gentlemen  to  produce  a 
tingle  instance  of  any  manufacturer  or 
trader  that  has  come  forward  to  renounce 
its  especial  claim  to  protection,  whether 
hosiers,  silks  or  cotton  manufacturers, 
clothiers  carpet  makers,  glovers,  &c., 
&c.,  &c.,  not  forgetting  the  shipping 
interest,  which  at  a  sliort  distance  of 
time  cried  out  for  more  protection  to 
British  bottoms.  Some  Gentlemen  have 
talked  of  the  Corn-laws  as  of  late  origin ; 
but  if  they  look  into  history,  they  will  Bnd 
that  the  Corn-laws  commenced  in  the 
early  periods  of  our  history,  as  far  back 
as  Edward  the  3rd's  reign  ;  and  by  wise 
laws,  under  different  reigns,  England, 
when  its  agricultiire  was  protected,  be- 
came an  exporting  instead  of  an  importing 
country,  and  when  agriculture  flourished, 
manufactures  and  trade  flourished  likewise, 
and  when  unwise  laws  injured  agriculture, 
then  manufactures  and  trade  languished 
and  decayed  ;  and  such  will  be  the  certain 
result  now,  if  due  and  fair  protection  to 
agriculture  is  unwisely  withdrawn.  I  shall, 
Sir,  conclude  with  a  quotation  from  Mr. 
Alexander  Divom,  the  talented  writer  on 
the  Corn-laws.  Mr.  Divom  thus  writes  in 
page  107 : — 

**  We  write  for  no  partial  purposes,  nor  for 
or  against  any  man  or  set  of  men  ;  it  is  for  the 
benefit  of  the  public  in  general  that  our  agri- 
culture  should  be  restored  to  its  former  effici- 
ency, aud  that  our  children  and  manufacturers 
should  be  fed  with  the  bread  of  our  own  hands ; 
it  is  the  only  bread  that  can  be  eaten  in  plenty 
and  with  safety  :  for  if  we  shall  be  brought  to 
depend  upon  the  bread  of  foreign  nations,  our 
manufactures  will  be  buried  in  the  ruins  of  our 
agriculture.'' 

I  have  now  only  to  thank  the  House  for 
the  patient  hearing  which  it  has  granted 
me,  at  the  same  time  that  I  re-state  my 
intention  to  vote  against  the  motion  for  a 
committee. 

Mr.  P.  Scrape  trusted  the  House  would 
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permit  him  to  state  the  reasons  which  in- 
duced him  to  give  his  support  to  the 
motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Wolver- 
hampton. It  appeared,  that  the  debate 
was  to  be  carried  on  mainly  by  Gentleman 
on  his  (the  Opposition)  side  of  the  House, 
but  he  hoped  the  silence  of  hon.  Members 
opposite  was  not  to  be  attributed  to  an 
order  which  was  supposed  to  have  been 
given  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet  at  the 
head  of  the  Government,  for  them  not  to 
come  down  to  the  House.  He  would  not 
attribute  it  to  that,  and  he  thought,  that 
as  the  debate  would  apparently  be  confined 
to  hon.  Gentlemen  on  his  side  of  the 
House,  it  might  be  finished  that  evening. 
The  right  hon.  Baronet,  in  his  speech  on 
this  question,  began  by  using  an  argument 
in  a  most  triumphant  tone,  and  which  he 
conceived  to  be  unanswerable,  and  defied 
any  hon.  Member  on  that  (the  Opposition) 
side  of  the  House  to  answer.  The  argu- 
ment he  alluded  to  was,  that  if  they  carried 
the  principle  of  free-trade  to  its  extreme 
length,  they  must  effect  a  complete  revo- 
lution in  the  whole  financial  system,  that 
they  could  not  abolish  the  Corn-laws  with- 
out abolishing  the  diflerential  duties  in  the 
colonies,  and  repealing  all  the  taxation 
which  savoured  of  protection.  He  agreed 
with  the  right  hon.  Baronet  entirely. 
He  went  even  further.  He  would  state^ 
that  all  taxation— he  meant  indirect  tax- 
ation— savoured  of  protection.  It  was  al- 
most impossible  to  name  any  tax  that  did 
not  in  some  degree  protect  some  interest 
which  would  be  placed  in  a  less  favourable 
situation  without  it.  Take,  for  instance, 
the  tax  upon  foreign  wine;  it  was  quite 
clear,  that  were  it  removed,  there  would 
be  a  diminished  consumption  of  beer,  cider, 
and  other  articles  produced  in  this  country. 
But  taxes  should  not  be  imposed  for  the 
purpose  of  protection  alone ;  for  the  pur- 
pose of  revenue ;  for  the  payment  of  the 
debt  and  the  charges  of  the  country — 
there  must  be  taxes ;  they  could  not,  on 
that  account,  carry  the  system  of  free- 
trade  to  the  extent  of  repealing  all  taxation ; 
but  they  ought  to  proceed  in  their  financial 
system  upon  the  principles  of  levying 
taxes  for  revenue,  and  not  for  protec- 
tion. Those  principles  were,  first,  the 
productiveness  of  the  tax ;  and  secondly, 
to  weigh  as  lightly  as  possible  upon  the 
great  masses  of  the  community — to  tax 
the  wealthy,  not  the  poor — to  tax  articles 
of  luxury,  not  those  of  necessity.  By  im- 
posing a  tax  upon  wine,  what  was  the 
consequence?  Fewer  people  drank  wine 
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in  this  country.  He  did  not  tbiok  that  scriptive  right  oo  the  part  of  the  igricoU 
was  of  much  consequence  dow,  that  those  turists  to  this  protection*  But  becauae 
who  drank  it  paid  more  for  it.  It  was  the  the  landed  interest  had  at  one  tiaie  in- 
same  with  spirits  and  tobacco ;  but  when  duced  the  Legislature  to  grant  them  pro. 
they  went  further,  to  articles  that  had  tection,  and  because  that  protection  had 
some  relation  to  the  necessary  wants  of  the  been  continued  durine  many  years,  was 
people,  their  taxation,  although  it  should  that  a  reason  why  it  should  be  continued 
not  stop  short,  should  press  as  lightly  as  for  ever  ?  How  long  did  they  wish  their 
possible.  A  tax  upon  sugar,  coffee,  and  prescriptive  right  to  last?  When  the 
tea,  might  be  justifiable  ;  but  by  such  Corn-law  of  1828  was  passed  there  was 
a  tax  some  other  interests  in  this  country  this  excuse  for  it — that  the  proposers  be« 
were  protected.  He  said,  therefore,  that  lievcd  in  the  wisdom  and  necessity  of  their 
when  they  were  regulating  their  system  of  own  measure  ;  but  that  excuse  was  want- 
taxation  the  last  object  upon  which  they  ing  to  them  now.  So  far  from  the  Minis- 
should  impose  a  tax,  was  that  which  .  ters  who  now  upheld  the  Corn-law,  he- 
formed  the  main  subsistence  of  the  great :  lieving  it  to  be  a  wise  measure,  they  had 
body  of  the  people.  The  right  hon.  Ba-  ,  admitted  the  fallacy  of  the  principle  on 
ronet  appeared  to  agree  with  him  in  the  '  which  it  was  founded.  To  the  farmer, 
principles  lie  had  laid  down,  at  all  events  >  the  uncertainty  produced  by  thn  inconsist- 
in  the  principles  with  respect  to  free-trade,  j  ent  course  was  worse  than  a  repeal  of  the 
—namely,  that  every  interest  found  its  '  Corn-law  itself  would  be.  Better  fell  them 
greatest  advantage  to  consist  in  being  lefl  I  that  their  protection  would  be  reduced  grm- 
to  its  own  resources  ;  that  all  interference  dually  at  the  rate  of  U.  a-yenr,  than  keep 
of  the  Legislature  in  protecting  one  in-  on  a  protection  which  they  were  taug^it 
terest  must  be  at  the  expense  of  another,  to  fear  might  at  any  time  be  taken  away 
and  that  such  interference  was  mischievous  !  from  them,  if  they  knew  tbat  they  were 
and  should  be  avoided  as  for  as  it  couki  be  j  to  expect  a  given  change  at  a  given  period, 
consistently  with  raising  the  revenue.  I  they  would  know  how  to  act  tad  invest 
Some  hon.  Gentlemen  in  the  course  of  the  '  their  capital  accordingly.  It  would  be 
debate  had  shown,  that  they  had  not  quite  better  for  them  to  have  a  com  rent  and  no 
understood  these  arguments.  Now,  if  he  Corn.law,  than  to  be  deluded  with  a  pn»- 
had  100/.  and  laid  it  out  in  British  labour  I  tection  that  was  slipping  from  under  tlie« 
—  he  said  labour  alone,  and  did  not  speak  -every  year,  while  in  the  meantime  thej^ 
of  rent,  and  grew  fifty  quarters  of  corn  and  were  compelled  to  pay  their  present  fixed 
were  to  bring  them  to  market,  and  if  he  rents  even  to  the  extent  of  the  Inst  faiu 
had  another  100/.  which  he  laid  out  in  :  thing  of  their  very  capital  itadf.  No  line* 
cloth,  took  the  cloth  abroad  and  sold  it  for  !  he  felt  satisfied,  could  be  chosea  more 
corn,  he  would  ask  why  should  the  Legis-  favourable  for  a  repeal  of  the  Corn-lava 
luture  give  protection  to  one  of  these  ;  than  the  present,  whi:n  prices  were  an 
parcels  of  corn  over  the  other?  Why  low,  and  were  likely,  in  consequence  of 
should  they  not  both  come  into  the  market  the  expected  favourable  harvest,  to  eon« 
upon  terms  of  equality,  for  both  were  the  tinue  ^o  low,  and  when  the  panic  created 
produce  of  British  industry,  the  foreign  by  the  late  change  and  the  present 
corn  being  introduced  only  in  exchange  prices  was  such,  that  even  repeal  could 
for  articles  produced  here  ?  He  would  not  increase  it.  Id  the  present  state  of 
turn  to  the  arguments,  that  were  urged  ,  things,  too,  it  was  not  likely  that  there 
ill  favour  of  the  continuance  of  this  tax.  would  be  any  great  importation  of  com 
They  were,  first,  the  special  burthens  upon  from  abroad  in  tlie  event  of  the  mea- 
land ;  and,  secondly,  the  vested  interests  sure  being  carried,  for  no  arrangements 
in  agriculture.  He  thought  it  had  been  for  that  purpose  appeared  to  have  been 
shown,  that  tliose  special  burthens  did  not  made.  For  these  reasons  he  thought  tlie 
fall  exclusively  upon  the  land.  For  in-  present  the  most  favourable  op|X)rtunity 
stance,  the  hon.  Member  for  Staffordshire  for  a  repeal  of  the  Corn-laws.  If  we 
had  shown,  that  tithe  was  not  exclusively  hniked  to  our  foreign  relations  we  should 
a  biirtlien  upon  the  land  ;  and  the  argu-  find  that  the  time  was  come,  and  %ms  fost 
ments  from  iUcardo  and  Adam  Smith  in  passing  away,  when  we  could  effect  ar- 
favour  of  such  an  opinion  were  now  cut  rangements  favourable  to  our  trade.  Had 
short  by  the  Tithe  ( 'omtuutatlon  Act.  it  not  lieeu  for  the  law  of  1815,  we  shovM 
TIk*  «ith«^r  argument  was,  that  then*  was  now  huve  an  iiiralmlablo  trade  with  both 
a  s«»rt  of  vciiCcil   iutcre»t,  u  sort  of  pre-    Europe  and  America.  Those  hostile  tariflF* 
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that  had  heen  so  often  deplored  had  arisen 
out  of  our  own  protective  tariff —r  they 
were  the  spawn  of  the  Corn.Iaws.  Ail 
oiir  negotiations  with  foreign  countries  for 
commercial  treaties  agreed  in  representing 
one  fact ^  that  the  frrst  step  towards  ob« 
taining  a  modification  of  foreign  tariffs 
must  be  to  take  off  our  own  corn  duties. 
Though)  we  had,  perhaps,  lost  some  of  the 
European  markets,  yet  he  appealed  to  the 
right  hoD.  Baronet,  whether  he  was  not 
OMirioced  that  a  more  liberal  course  of 
policy  would  secure  and  preser?e  for  us 
the  immense  markets  of  America  ?  He 
believed  that  it  was  very  probable  if  we 
showed  such  ^  disposition  we  should  get 
next  year  a  more  favourable  tariff  from 
the  United  States.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Somersetshire  had  put  forth  the  existence 
of  the  national  deb^  as  one  argument  for 
the  maintenance  of  the  Corn-laws.  Why, 
the  landed  interest  paid  this  year  through 
the  Income-tax  3,000,000/.  more  to  the 
national  debt  than  they  did  last  year^  and 
if  the  revenue  fell  off  they  might  have 
next  year  to  pay  5^000,000/.  In  fuct, 
they  might  go  on  till  the.  whde  bur- 
then of  the  national  debt  lay  on  their 
shoulders,  for  their  land  was  mortgaged 
to  the  national  debt,  and  could  not  es- 
cape. Manufacturing  capital  was  not  so 
situated  ;  it  could  go  abroad,  and  escape 
the  payment  of  the  Income  tax.  In  hct^ 
that  sort  of  emigration  was  going  on 
every  day.  Since  he  entered  the  House 
that  day  he  h&d  seen'  one  manufacturer 
who  had  been  compelled  to  discharge  his 
workmen  and  shut  up  his  milL  His  fore- 
man, whom  he  copld  not  keep  at  remune- 
rating wages,  had  been  obliged  last  year 
to  leave  home,  and  had  gone  to  the  United 
States.  That  manufacUirer  bad  a  few 
days  ago  received  a  letter  from  him  from 
America,  saying  that  he  got  double  wages, 
while  his  expenditure  was  two.thirds  what 
it  had  been  at  home,  and  that  he  was  now 
three  times  as  well  off  as  before.  He  en- 
treated his  late  fellow- workmen  to  come 
out^  and  many  were  foUowiog  his  recom- 
mendation. Now,  this  sort  of  thing  was 
inoreasiogv  and  would  go  on,  unless  the 
manufacturing  interest  was  put  on  a  level 
with  the  others.  Some  hon.  Gentleman 
had  alluded  in  very  strong  terms  to  what 
they  alleged  to  be  the  motives  of  the  laud- 
Iprds  in  endeavouring  to  keep  up  the  Corn- 
laws.  * .  As  far  as  the  House  was  concerned^ 
he  thought  they  had  nothing  whatever  to 
do  with  the  motives  of  a  Legislator.  But 
the  case  was  far  different  as  it  regarded 


the  opinion  entertained  by  the  starving 
millions  out  of  doors  as  to  the  motives  of 
the  landlords.  That  was  a  question  of 
much  importance,  and  he  could  not  hut 
regard  it  as  dangerous  to  the  peace  of  the 
country,  that  the  opinion  should  get  abroad 
among  the  people  that  the  landlords  kept 
up  the  price  of  food  for  the  advancement 
of  their  own  pecuniary  interest.  Two  facts 
there  unfortunately  were  to  influence  their 
opinion.  The  first  was,  that  the  landlords 
were  the  makers  of  the  laws,  and  the 
second  was,  that  it  was  declared  to  be  their 
interest  to  keep  up  the  Corn-laws.  Such 
being  the  facts  presented  to  the  people,  it 
was  most  natural  for  them  to  come  to  the 
conclusion  that  the  landlords  were  keeping 
up  the  Corn-laws  for  the  sake  of  their  own 
interest.  What  must  they  think  when 
they  sa<r  a  Cabinet  Minister  come  down 
and  tell  the  House  of  Commons  that  it 
was  necessary  that  they  should  keep  up 
the  Corn-laws  in  order  to  pay  the  jointures 
and  other  charges  for  their  families  with 
which  they  had  mortgaged  their  estates  ? 
[Sir  E.  Knatchbull:  No,  no.^ ;;He  should 
be  sorry  to  misrepresent  the''rig'ht  hon. 
Baronet,  and  would  be  happy  to  retract 
if  he  had  misrepresented  him. 

Sir  E.  Knatchbull  interposed,  and  was 
understood  to  say  that  his  argument  was, 
that  the  repeal  of  the  CornJaw  would 
work  eonsiderable  injury  to  persons  having 
made  engagements  for  marriage  settle- 
ments and  other  pecuniary  obligations,  on 
their  laith  in  the  continuance  of  the  pre- 
sent law. 

-  Mr.  P.  Scrape :  It  was  said  that  the 
landowners  had  mortgaged  their  estates, 
and  had  executed  a  variety  of  family 
settlements.  Now  what  was  the  value 
of  that  argument,  unless  it  was  consi- 
dered that  it  was  not  the  interest  of 
the  landowners  to  repeal  the  Corn-law—- 
that  they  bad  a  deep  pecuniary  interest  in 
maintaining  that  law,  and  that  they  could 
not  pay  the  charges  effected  by  their 
family  settlements,  unless  the  law  was 
maintained?  The  people  out  of  doors 
would  believe  that  the  law  was  main- 
tained for  that  purpose.  That  was  a 
most  dangerous  feeling  to  exist.  It  was 
a  feeling  which  might  not  have  existed  a 
year  ago;  but  he  believed  that  public 
opinion  had  now  denounced  the  law  so 
strongly  that  it  was  most  dangerous  to  the 
peace  of  the  country  to  allow  such  an 
argument  any  longer  to  be  put  forth. 
These  were  pot  new  opinions  taken  up  by 
him,  in  consequence  of  the  strong  feeling 
N2 
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that  DOW  existed  against  this  law.  Ten 
years  ago  lie  published  his  thoughts  upon 
this  subject,  and  argued  in  favour  of  free- 
trade,  more  especially  in  the  article  of 
corn,  and  lie  contended  that  if  there  were 
exclusive  burthens  on  the  land,  they  ought 
to  be  equalized,  because  the  effect  of  an 
inequality  of  charges  on  land  was  the 
creating  the  necessity  of  imposing  a  tax 
on  the  poor  man's  food.  Another  argu- 
ment in  favour  of  repealing  the  Corn-law 
was,  that  now  many  poor  men  were  sup- 
ported out  of  the  )K)or-rate8.  These  per- 
sons were  unproductive  labourers ;  but  if 
the  Corn-law  were  repealed  they  would 
obtain  employment,  and  thus  thousands 
would  be  supported  by  wuges  for  labour 
instead  of  by  the  Poor-law.  His  opinion 
was,  that  the  population  of  the  country 
might  be  doubled  without  decreasing  the 
growth  of  com  or  diminishing  its  price. 
He  saw  no  reason  why,  by  an  increasing 
population,  agriculturaJ  produce  should  be 
decreased  in  price,  or  why  rents  should 
fall ;  while  he  was  sure  that  a  free-trade 
in  com  would  extensively  devolope  the  re- 
sources of  the  country,  and  essentially  pro* 
mote  the  prosperity  of  the  whole  com- 
munity. 

Colonel  Wood  said,  that  if  he  did  not 
sincerely  believe  the  Corn-lawi  were  cal- 
culated to  promote  the  interest  of  the 
manufactures  of  this  country  as  much  as 
the  interest  of  the  agriculturists,  he  would 
not  for  a  moment  vote  for  their  conti- 
nuance. But  if  hou.  Gentlemen  opposite 
were  advocates  for  free-trade,  he  presumed 
they  were  also  advocates  for  free  cultiva- 
tion. Now,  it  was  well  known  that  a 
farmer  could  not  put  a  sickle  into  his  corn 
without  paying  a  duty  on  the  malt  of 
which  the  beer  of  his  labourers  was 
brewed.  Was  that  the  case  in  Poland, 
Prussia,  and  America  ?  The  farmer  was 
prohibited  from  growing  tobacco.  The 
year  before  that  prohibition  was  passed,  a 
nobleman  directed  his  steward  in  Ireland 
to  confine  the  growth  of  tobacco  to  one 
acre,  and  the  produce  of  that  acre  yielded 
him  500/.  [Mr.  M.  Gibson:  We  do  not 
eat  tobacco.]  Thou{;h  they  could  not  eat 
tobacco,  what  did  they  think  of  sugar  ? 
No  less  than  4/.  per  ton  was  imposed  in 
Ireland  on  sugar  made  from  wlieat  during 
the  last  year;  and,  lastly,  ihe  farmer  was 
prohibited  from  malting  his  own  barley. 
Thus  the  British  farmer  was  put  to  a 
heavier  expense,  and  was  hedged  about  by 
prohibitions    beyond    what    any    foreign 


farmer  was  subjected  to.  If,  then,  a  largt 
supply  of  foreign  coro  were  brought  into 
this  country,  a  great  portion  of  the  land 
must  be  put  out  of  cultivation;  and* 
finally,  England  would  be  dependent  upon 
foreign  nations  for  the  supply  of  coro. 
What  were  the  reasons  for  supporting  Ihe 
Corn-law  of  1815?  The  present  Lord 
Fitzwilliam,  then  Lord  Milton,  supported 
that  law,  saying  that— 

**  After  duly  weighing  both  sides  of  the 
question,  he  wished  to  state  it  to  the  House. 
The  question  lay  between  two  evils :  and  aU 
though  in  the  alMtract  he  was  friendly  to  a  free 
trade,  yet  in  this  case,  as  it  would  not  depend 
upon  ourselves  alone,  he  was  inclined  to  !%• 
vour  a  measure,  the  object  of  which  was  to 
render  us  independent  of  foreign  assistance. 
He  could  bear  witness,  from  his  own  personal 
experience,  to  the  severe  distresses  of  the  la» 
bourers  in  husbandry,  to  whom  the  cheapness 
of  corn  {so  much  wished  for  by  those  who 
argued  on  the  other  side),  was  a  dfisad vantage, 
because  that  very  circumstance  threw  them  oot 
of  woik  ;  he  was  informed  that  in  the  Bedford 
Level  half  the  population  were  receiving  par»> 
chial  relief.  Although  the  adoption  of  this  bill 
might  be  partially  disadvantageous,  he  was 
convinced  it  would  be  generally  beneficial, 
and  without  it  he  thought  that  the  farmer 
would  be  ruined  and  the  labourer  starved." 

He  ought,  perhaps,  to  apologise  for 
troubling  the  House  with  these  qooUtiooi, 
but  as  the  question  was  an  important  oot, 
it  was  desirable  that  the  reasons  for  pat- 
sing  the  Corn-law  of  1815  should  be 
known.  Hear  what  another  Gentleman 
stated— not  a  Tory,  but  a  Whig— like 
Lord  Milton,  and  who  was  unfriendly  to 
the  Government  of  that  day.  Mr.  Thom- 
son (afterwards  Lord  Sydenham)  followed 
the  noble  Lord,  and  observed — 

*'  In  a  small  village  near  Hull,  where  a 
number  of  labouring  poor  resided,  he  inquired 
what  was  the  reason  of  their  distress,  now  that 
the  com  was  at  such  re<luced  prices  ?  *  Why, 
Sir,  said  some  of  the  poor  people,  '  it  is  very 
true  that  corn  can  be  purchasea  cheaper  than 
at  any  former  period  ;  but  then  this  is  of  no 
importance  to  us,  for  we  can  gel  no  work,  and, 
consequently,  have  not  the  means  of  buying 
it.'  When  he  asked  the  cause  of  this,  they 
said, '  tlie  farmers  have  no  money,  and  cannot 
pay  us  for  our  labour." 

He  immediately  offered  to  give  some 
twenty  of  them  employment,  and  a  person 
present  said,  if  he  could  employ  forty 
more,  they  would  be  most  aniious  10 
obtain  his  patronage  at  any  rate.  Nothing 
could  be  more  obvious  than  that  the 
reduction  of  the  price  of  corn  had  pro- 
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duced  these  events,  and  that  reduction 
manifestly  was  attributable  to  the  importa- 
tioD  of  foreign  grain.     He  did  not  wish 
the  farmers  to  have  a  very  high  price  for 
their  corn,  but  he  wished  them  to  have 
such   a  price  as  would   protect  them  in 
their  labours  ;  and  if  he  wished  plenty  to 
the  poor,  he  certainly  did  not  wish  to  see 
them  fed  with   French  corn^  or  clothed 
with   foreign    manufactures.     He  wished 
everything   lo  be  English,   and   for  this 
reason) he  would  protect  the  agriculturist 
as  well   as   the  manufacturer.     Hitherto 
the  manufacturer  had  been  protected  in 
every  |K)ssible   way.     There  was  a  duty 
upon  everything  which  could  in  the  slight* 
est  way  interfere  with   his  interest,  and 
every  facility  given  to  the  exportation  of 
his  commodity.     But  how  was  the  farmer 
treated  ?     He  was  prohibited  from  export- 
ing his  wool  and  his  cattle ;  and  even  after 
his  sheep  were  killed,  he  was  not  allowed 
to  export  their  skins.     The  manufacturer 
of  leather  was  protected  in  a  monopoly  of 
the  skin,  while  the  farmer  was  prevented 
from  deriving  the  advantage  which  similar 
privileges  would  give  him.     Why  should 
this  be  the  case,  and  why  should  the  in- 
terests of  one  class  of  society  be  sacrificed 
for  the  sake  of  promoting  those  of  another? 
To  export  all  we  could,  and  to  import  as 
little   as  we  could   help,  was  a   maxim 
which  any  one  would  allow  was  applicable 
to  the  real  interests  of  this  country ;  and 
if  it  applied  to  one  species  of  commodity, 
why  should  it  not  apply  to  another  ?    If  it 
applied   to  manufactures,  why  should   it 
not  apply  to  corn?    The   disadvantages 
arising  from  its  not  being  applied  to  corn. 


tween  those  who  were  then  in  the  habit  of 
opposing  the  Government,  and  who  said, 
'*  We  will  not  lay'a  tax  on  corn,  but  we 
will  give  you  an  act  that  shall  prohibit  the 
importation  of  foreign  corn  until  the  price 
indicates  a  deficiency  of  supply,  and  the 
ports  shall  be  open  and  importation  shall 
be  free.'*  He  had  himself  supported  that 
measure,  but  he  owned  it  turned  out  a 
complete  failure ;  for  in  the  autumn  of 
1816  it  had  inflicted  on  the  country  all  the 
evils  of  a  panic  price,  and  in  1818,  when 
the  grain  in  this  country  was  sufficient  for 
the  population,  it  poured  in  the  whole 
harvest  of  the  Continent  to  swamp  native 
agriculture  for  four  successive  years.  The 
Act  of  1815  was  adopted  in  lieu  of  the 
siiding-scale  proposed  by  Mr.  Haskisson 
in  1814 ;  and  what  was  it?  Mr.  Huskisson 
proposed  three  resolutions : — 

1st.  That  it  is  the  opinion  of  this  committee 
that  it  is  expedient  that  the  exportation  of  corn, 
grain,  meal,  maltf  and  flour,  from  any  part  of 
the  united  kingdom  should  be  permitted  at  all 
times  witliout  the  payment  of  any  duty  and  with* 
out  receiving  any  bounty  whatever;  2nd,  that  it 
is  expedient  that  the  several  duties  now  payable 
in  respect  of  all  corn,  grain,  meal,  and  flour, 
imported  into  the  United  Kingdom  should 
cease  and  determine;  and  that  the  several  du- 
ties in  the  following  schedule  shall  be  paid  in 
lieu  thereof." 

When  the  average  price  of  corn  was 
under  63s.,  the  duty  was  to  be  24s. ;  and  for 
every  advance  of  Is.  in  the  price,  there 
was  to  be  a  corresponding  decrease  in  the 
duty,  from  63s.  to  85s.  when  importation 
was  to  be  free.  Up  to  the  period  to  which 
he  referred,  there  had  been  no  warehoase- 
ing,    but  when    a  ship   arrived    in    port 


had   been  seriously  fell,  and    he   appre-    the  duty  was  paid  on  the  day  of  arrival. 


bended  would,  ere  long,  be  very  generally 
acknowledged.  Already  did  the  shop- 
keepers in  market  towns  view  with  dismay 
the  distresses  of  the  farmer;  in  vain  did 
they  look  for  that  custom  to  which  they 
had  heretofore  be.n  accustomed ;  the 
farmer  passed  their  doors  dejected  and 
distressed,  he  was  no  longer  able  to  pur- 
chase those  little  articles  of  luxury  and 
manufacture  which  had  given  spirit  to 
trade,  and  that  friendly  intercourse  which 
had  in  former  times  subsisted,  was  broken 
up.  These  were  the  reasons  assigned  for 
supporting  the  act  of  1815,  an  act  which 
was  not  passed  for  the  unworthy  purpose 
of  propping  up  rents  and  giving  farmers 
an  undue  advantage  in  the  market.  What 
was  the  history  of  the  act  of  1815? 
It  was,  in  point  of  fact,  a  compromise  be* 


Mr.  Huskisson,  however,  wished  to  permit 
the  warehousing  of  corn  in  this  country 
without  the  payment  of  duty,  and  he  pro- 
posed his  sliding  scale  to  permit  corn  so 
warehoused  to  be  gradually  brought  into 
the  market.  Mr.  Huskisson's  third  reso- 
lution was, — 

''  That  it  is  the  opinion  of  this  committee, 
that  it  is  expedient  that  all  foreign  corn,  grain, 
meal,  and  flour,  should  at  all  times  be  imported 
and  warehoused  free  of  all  duty  until  taken  out 
for  home  consumption,  and  should  at  all  times 
be  exported  free  of  all  duty." 

Mr.  Huskisson's  object,  then,  in  1814, 
was  to  permit  the  introduction  of  corn  at 
a  duty  regulated  by  a  sliding-scale  ;  and 
he  wished  that  at  that  time  the  sliding- 
scale  proposed  by  that  statesman  had  been 
adopted.  But  what  had  since  taken  place  ? 
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In    1822   the  import    price  was   lowered  i  but  in  our  iDaiDUiDiagoumUes  bibitually 


rrom  80s.  to  70f. ;  Mr.  Canniog  redi 
ft  to  6Ss.  I  the  prescDt  graduaied  scale 
reduced  Ihc  import  price  rrom  GSi.  to 
50s.,  and  llie  reduction  of  duty  was  regu- 
Lled  in  a  manner  similar  to  that  propoipd 
by  Mr.  HuskiMoii.  He  conaidered  Mr. 
tluskiison's  proposal  a  very  fair  and  proper 
one  ;  and  he  thoueht  that  when  hon.  Gen- 
llcmen  oppotile  found  that  there  was  so 
much  similarity  between  the  present  sys- 
tem and  that  proposed  by  Mr.  Huskisson, 
they  would  not  entertain  lo  bad  an  opinion 
of  the  existing  lystem  as  they  had  hitherto 
profeMcd.  He  would  ask  the  indulgence 
of  ihe  House  while  he  quoted  Mr.  Hus- 
kiison's  reasons  for  the  proposal  which  he 
made  in  1814.     Mr.  Huskisson  said,— 

"  ir  I  were  not  Tully  convinced  lliat  the  con- 
sumer in  gciiL-ral,  but  more  especially  ilial 
cicus  uf  consumers  whose  subsistence  depends 
on  ilieir  own  industry,  would  be  benefitted  by 
the  proposed  alteration,  it  would  not  have  had 
my  support.  My  sole  object  is  lo  prevent  (at 
Tur  as  human  means  can  prevent)  bread-corn 
from  ever  again  Teaching  the  late  extravagant 
prices.  Can  any  man  hnve  witnessed  the  scar- 
cities and  consequent  privations  of  the  ]>eople 
during  six  or  seven  difiurent  seasons  of  the 
last  twenty  years,  without  feeling  anxious  to 
l{uard  the  country  against  the  return  of  such 
severe  distress  ?  Bui  if  we  wisli  to  cure  an 
evil  of  lliisaliirmirig  m;igniiudi:,  wg  must  first 
Ifricc  it  lo  ils  source.  What  is  that  source?  Ul>- 
tiouslythis,  that  uiiiit  now  we  did  not,  even  in 
Uood  ytar-sgruw  torncntiugh  for  ouruwncoii- 
aumption.  lUhiiually  dcpeuding  on  furei{:n 
supply,  that  supply  was  interrupted  hy  nar  or 
by  bud  seasons  abroad.  Tlie  present  war,  it 
is  true,  is  now  at  an  end ;  hut  peace  h,  at  all 
tunes,  loo  prccaiious  not  to  induce  us  to  guard 
ainiust  the  reiKliiiou  of  similar  calamities 
whenever  hostilities  may  be  renewed.  But, 
even  in  peace,  the  habitual  dependence  on  fo- 
reign supply  is  danf;crous.     We  place  ihi 


dependent  of  foreign  supply.  Let  Ihe  I 
we  eat  be  the  produce  of  com  grown  amani 
ourselves,  and  for  one  t  eare  not  bow  ctteap  it 
is ;  the  cheafier  the  better.  It  is  cheap  now, 
and  I  rejoice  at  it ;  becaose  it  is  altogetlwr 
owing  to  a  sufficiency  of  com  of  our  OWM 
growth.  But  in  order  to  insure  a  cooiinuanoe 
of  that  cheapness  and  that  sufficiency,  we  muM 
insure  lo  our  own  growers  that  protection 
aftainst  foreign  impott  which  has  pradtKcd 
tliese  bleuings,  and  by  wbioh  alooe  they  can 
be  permanently  maintained." 

He  thought,  theo,  thai  hoD.  Qentlemen 
opposite  would  admit  that  the  exisliog 
system  was  not  a  meuure  of  tbe  day,  but 
that  it  was  first  suggested  by  Mr.  Huskit- 
son,  who  defended  it  by  the  argamcnls 
which  he  had  now  adduced.  It  had  been 
argued  that  tbcy  were  to  apply  tbe  princi- 
ples of  free  trade  toa|ricuJture — that  thej 
were  to  buy  cheap  and  to  sell  dear.  He 
protested  against  the  application  of  tbii 
principle  of  buyiag  cheap  and  selling  dear. 
Would  any  one  tell  him  that  tbe  British 
farmers  ought  to  go  into  the  market  and 
beat  down  the  price  of  tbe  laboaren' 
wages — only  caring  to  get  bit  work  done 
at  a  cheap  rate  7  His  creed  was,  "  a  lair 
day's  wages  for  a  fair  day's  work.^  Ho 
protested  equally  against  buying  cheaply 
and  selling  dearly,  so  far  as  the  agricultu- 
rist was  concerned.  The  object  of  the 
British  farmer  was  only  to  obtain  a  fair 
n'lnunerating  price,  which  would  enable 
him  to  cultivate  his  land  to  support  him- 
self, and  to  pay  a  fair  rent  |r>  his  landlord, 
^his  maxim  indeed  wus,  "  Live  and  let 
live."  He  believed  that  the  n;reat  body  of 
tbe  landed  prrjprietors  of  this  country  were 
fully  impressed  with  the  conviction  that 
they  had  duties  to  discharge  aa  wc|l  as 
ighis  to  maintain,  and  that  tbej  fell  their 


reign    sunuiy  is    oanccruus.       "e    uiacc    me        "  .  ■  i. 

subsisieiice  of  our  own  iiopulation  not  only  at  I  ouly  "a«  to  promote,  as  far  as  ihey  could 


'rcy  of  foreign  powers,  but  also 
beiiii;  able  lo  spuie  as  much  corn  as  wc  mny  '  educ 
want  to  buy.     Suppose,  r%  it  frequently  hap-  1  men. 
pens,  the  harvest  in  t>ie   same   year  to  be  a  |  ^g,,) 

slion ',  not  only  in  this  country,  hut  in  the 

furcij-n  countries  from  which  wc  arc  Icd^ 
wliHt  folInwsT  The  habitually  c:iporiiug  coun- 
try, Krauce  for  inslancu,  stops  the  export  uf  its 
ciirn,  HOil  feeds  its   people  without  any  great 

treasure.  The  habitually  importing  country, 
Incl.md,  which,  even  in  a  good  season,  has 
liillii^rlii  dcpcnilcd  nn  the  aid  of  foreign  com, 
di'priied  uf  that  aid,  in  a  yenr  of  scarcity,  is 
dnvL'n  tn  dMlresi  bordering  upon  famine. 
There  i«,lherrfo'c,noclfcrtual  sccurily,eiihei 
ur,  againat  the  frequent  return  of 


happiness,  the  comfort,  and  the 
lion  of  their  poorer  fellow  country- 
He  was  prepared  to  ijive  a  full 
conlradiction    to   tbe   assertion  that  the 
landowners  supported  the   Corn-hwa  in 
order  to  keep  up  their  rents  and  to  fill  their 
own   pockets.     The  wish  of  the   landed 
proprietors  was,  he  was  convinced,  to  sec 
all  interests  in  a  prosperous  and  Rouriati- 
ing  iiaie;  and  they  believed  that,  in  sup- 
porting the  laws  regulating  tbe  import  of 
forcifin   corn,    ihcy  were    promoting  tbe 
welfare  and    prosperity  of  the    country. 
Members  opposite  bad  staled 


SI  arcity  approaching  lo  sisrvaiion,  such  as  of  |  that,  if  Oic  House  went  into  comrailtee  od 
tale  years  we  have  so  fretjueDlly  cipcricDced,    thit  subject  they  would  support  t  filed 


mDD 


A4iawrned  Ikh^te 


f  May  15> 


rfiftkDayJ. 


366 


duty ;  but  he  £eared  that  those  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen would  abandon  their  principle  of  a 
^xed  duty,  and  join  in  the  attempt  to  ob- 
tain the  total  repeal  of  the  Corn-laws. 

Mr.  Thoitiely  said,  he  wished  to  make  a 
few  observations  as  to  the  influence  of  the 
present  Corn-laws  upon  our  commercial 
intercourse  with  foreign  countries.     He 
believed  that  if  the  subject  were  carefully 
investigated,  it  would  be  found,  that  the 
hostile  tariffs  of  foreign  nations  had  been 
adopted  mainly   in    consequence  of  the 
Corn-laws  and  other  commercial  restric- 
tions established  by  Great  Britain.     Re- 
ference had  been  made  to  the  tariffadopted 
last  year  by  the  legislature  of  the  United 
States  of  America,  which  had  produced  a 
most  extensive  and  injurious  effect  upon 
our  exports,  and  it  had  been  stated  that 
large  imports  of  bullion  were  now  taking 
place   from  this  country   to    the  United 
States.     He  had  last  autumn  visited  the 
United   States,  and  he    arrived   in   that 
country  just  at  the  period  when  the  Con- 
gress had    adopted    the    high   tariff    to 
which  he  had  alluded.     On  several  occa- 
sions he  informed  Americans  that  we  had 
reduced  the  duty  upon  numerous  articles 
of  their  export,  but  their  invariable  answer 
was,  "That  may  be  the  caise;  but  look  at 
your  Corn-laws.    In  the  month  of  October 
last  he  visited  Washine;ton,  and  paid  his 
respect  to  the  President  of  the   United 
States,  and   he  took  the   opportunity  of 
presenting  to  that  Gentleman  a  statement 
of  the  reduction  effected'  by  our  new  tariff 
in  the  duties  on  the  importation  of  many 
articles  of  American   produce,    and   ex- 
pressed a  hope  that  this  reduction  would 
tend  to    increase   the  coroipercial   inter- 
c(5urse  between  the  two  countries.     Mr. 
Tyler  replied — 

**  I  value  this  document,  but  I  do  not  see 
how  we  can  trade  largely  with  your  country, 
while  your  present  Corn-law  exists." 

He  thought  that  the  Governments  of 
this  country,  whatever  might  have  been 
their  political  opinions,  had  not  sufiiciently 
estimated  the  importance  of  the  American 
trade.  In  the  year  1832  an  act  was 
passed  by  the  Congress,  commonly  called 
Air.  Clay's  Compromise  Act,  which  pro- 
vided that  a  gradual  reduction  should  be 
effected  annually  during  a  period  of  ten 
years  in  the  duties  on  British  goods,  and 
that  at  the. end  of  that  time,  which  expired 
on  the  30th  June,  1842,  the  duty  should 
be  20  per  cent,  ad  valorem.  The  duty 
€0^1d  QoC,be  fediacQ4  fmtber,  becaust  iho 


government  of  the  United  States  depended 
loT  its  revenue  upon  the  duty  on  imports, 
and  a  duty  of  less  than  20  per  cent,  would 
not  enable  them  to  maintain  their  estab- 
lishments.    During  the  whole  period  of 
ten  years  to  which  he  had  alluded,  this 
country  inade  no  endeavour  to  meet  Ame- 
rica on  the  question  of  the  Corn-laws* 
The  sliding-scale  had  been  continued,  and 
whenever  we  needed  corn,  the  near  ports 
of  Europe   had   an   immense  advantage 
oreir  those  of  the  United  States.    We  had 
endeavoured   to  conclude   a  commercial 
treaty  with  Portugal^  which  received  our 
manufactures  to  the  value  of  little  more 
than    1,000,000/.   per  annum,  while  we 
had  made  no  such  attempt  with  respect  to 
tbe  United  States — a  country  which  for 
several  years  past  had  been  a  customer  for 
our  maniifactures  to  the  extent  of  nearly 
7,000,000(.  a-year.     During  the  last  tea 
years,  great  progress  had  been  made  in 
the   manufactures  of  the  United  States, 
and  he  could  state  that  the  high  tariff 
party  was  at  present  the  popular  party  in 
that  country.     The  Americans  had  now 
their  annual  exhibitions  of  home  manu- 
factures ;  he  had  attended  Xwo  of  them 
last    autumn    at  New  York  and   Phila- 
delphia, and  was  surprised  at  the  advance 
which  had  been  made  in  the  manufacture 
of  woollens,  cotton,  glass,  hardware,  and 
cutlery.     With  respect  to  the  proposal  pf 
the    Government,    that    American    coin 
should  be  admitted  into  Canada,  his  opin- 
ion was,  that  no  great  quantity  of  grain 
would  be  imported  into  this  country  from 
Canada  under  that  act,  and  he  did   not* 
believe  that  by  that  measure  we  should 
g^in  any  credit  with  the  American  govert- 
ment.    The  shipowners  of  America  were 
extremely  jealous  of  foreign  interference, 
and  they  complained  that  while  we  wanted 
their  wheat  or  grain,  we  wished  to  obtain 
it  through  a  British  colony,  in  order  that 
it  might  be  imported  into  this  country  in 
British  vessels,  to  the  exclusion  of  Ameri- 
can ships.     He  believed,  that  by  delaying 
to  adopt  measures  of  free-trade,  the  com- 
mercial intercourse  of  this  country  with 
foreign   nations  had  been  materially  in- 
jured.     He  had   received  a   letter   from 
the  United  States,  in  which   the  writer 
stated : — 

"The  movement  on  your  side,  in  relation  to 
lower  duties,  is  too  late ;  besides,  our  people 
know  from  the  discussions  on  the  subject  that 
an  admission  of  corn,  timber,  &c.,  at  more  fa-* 
vourable  rates,  is  a  policy  forced  upon  you  by 
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cironDstances  iodepeodent  of  toy  regard  to 
the  priociples  of  freC'tnuie.  If  fucb  be  the 
case,  I  hey  la^  that  we  shall  have  access  to  yea 
for  those  articles  whatever  may  be  the  terms 
of  our  tariff.  If  such  changes  had  been  made 
in  iH2H  or  1832,  when  the  Compromise  Act 
was  enacted,  I  doubt  if  the  terms  of  that  act — 
namely,  for  a  revenue  duty  of  20  per  cent. — 
would  have  been  altered,  or  materially  so. 
The  wheat^owers  would  have  been  on  the 
aide  of  moderate  duties,  whereas  they  are  now 
indiflereni,  because  even  now  the  sliding-scale 
is  prohibitory,  or  nearly  so ;  besides,  the  tariff 
party,  during  this  long  period,  have  gained  a 
vant  deal  of  strength,  especially  in  the  west, 
the  south,  and  south-west.^ 

That  very  dav  he  had  received  a  letter 
from  a  friead  lu  America  by  the  packet 
which  came  in  yesterday,  aod  the  writer 
stated  as  his  opinion  : — 

"  Now  is  the  time  for  England  to  act ;  the 
longer  the  delay  the  greater  the  difticulties  to 
contend  with ;  and  bear  in  mind  the  future 
greatness  of  a  country  that  must,  if  undisturbed 
by  civil  wars,  continue  to  double  her  popula- 
tion every  twenty-four  years,  for  at  least 
three-fourths  of  a  century, and  probably  longer, 
and  having  wealth  so  great  and  so  equally 
distributed,  as  to  render  a  commerce  with  us 
twice  as  much  per  head  as  a  nation  like  France 
and  (jermany,  and  five  limes  as  much  per 
head  as  with  an  equal  number  of  Spaniards, 
Portuguese,  or  Russians.'' 

Let  it  be  remembered,  that  the  Con- 
gress which  voted  the  high  tarifT,  was  no 
lonf^cr  in  existence,  and  that  the  new 
Coii(;res8,  which  was  to  meet  in  Decem- 
ber next,  was  composed  of  members  very 
many  of  whom  were  favourable  to  a  lower 
tariff.  If  Parliament  persisted  in  adhering 
to  the  sliding-scale,  lie  for  one  had  no 
idea  that  America  would  relax  her  tariB'; 
but  if  the  Corn-laws  were  once  put  upon 
a  rational  footing  he  had  very  little  doubt 
that  the  Congress  which  was  to  meet  in 
l)i  comber  would  modify  the  tariff  and 
cnuct  measures  so  as  to  favour  the  intro- 
duction of  British  manufactures.  lie  was 
convinced  that  it  was  impossible  to  over- 
ate the  importance  of  this  motion.  To 
tiic  dcciition  of  the  llou^e  upon  it  the 
country  was  looking  with  great  anxiety. 
The  debate  on  the  Budget  had  been  most 
nil  satisfactory*  because  the  ministry  had 
held  out  no  hope  of  a  reduction  of  the 
duties  on  imports.  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Hxchc(|uer,  did,  indeed, allude  to  the  fact, 
that  there  was  some  improvement  in  the 
cotton  trade ;  and  some  improvement 
there  undoubtedly  was,  but  no  thanks  to 
our  legislation.     It  had  so  happened,  that 


been  ooosaally  great,  and  there  was  an 
importatioo  of  749,000  bales  into  Liver* 
pool  this  year,  while  last  year  only  510,000 
bales  bad  been  imported.  Hot  the  reatoa 
was,  that  io  consequence  of  the  increaacd 
crop,  the  price  had  fallen,  and  cotton  waa 
cheaper  than  at  any  former  period^  mano* 
facturers  bad  bought  largely,  nooey  being 
abundant,  and  an  increase  of  trade  had 
accordingly  taken  place ;  but  if  the  crop 
had  been  as  moch  below  the  average  as  it 
was  above,  there  woold  have  been  great 
embarrassment  in  the  cotton  trade.  It 
could  not  be  too  often  repeated  that  Ame- 
rica, for  the  last  ten  years,  had  been  re- 
ducing the  duties  on  British  imports, 
whilst  we  had  not  met  them  in  a  corre- 
sponding spirit;  conieqently,  we  had 
sacrificed  our  trade  to  our  sliding-scale. 
The  right  hon.  Baronet  had  spoken  of  the 
depression  of  trade  in  this  country;  he 
(Mr.  Thornely)  would  not  admit  that 
there  would  be  any  depression  except  for 
the  restrictions  on  trade.  Do  away  with 
them  aod  allow  your  merchants  and  ma^ 
nufacturers  to  go  forth  freely  and  estab- 
lish markets  foi  themselves,  and  they 
would  do  so  and  establish  a  trade;  but  if 
they  were  shackled  with  restrictions  of  all 
kinds,  restrictions  on  the  corn  trade,  and 
restrictions  on  the  sugar  trade,  and  the 
rest  which  prevented  them  doitog  io,  it 
could  not  be  expected  that  our  commerce 
should  flourish. 

Mr.  Struit  must  say,  in  reply  to  the 
hon.  Baronet,  the  Member  for  Sborebam 
(Sir  C.  Burrell),  that  the  silk  trade  was 
not  acttiated  by  selfish  or  exclusive  mo- 
tives in  their  opposition  to  the  Corn-laws. 
He  had  the  honour  to  represent  the  town 
where  the  silk  manufacture  was  first  intro- 
duced, a  century  ago ;  and  though,  (or 
several  years,  he  had  presented  petitions 
horn  his  constituents  for  the  abolition  of 
these  laws,  not  one  of  them,  he  believed, 
failed  to  pray  that  the  same  measure 
might  be  dealt  out  to  the  manufacturers 
as  to  the  corn-growers,  all  they  asked  be- 
ing fair  play.  He  had  been  the  more 
anxious  to  state  the  grounds  on  which  he 
supported  the  motion,  because  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  (Sir  R.  Peel)  had  made  a 
powerful  and  earnest  appeal  to  the  House 
not  to  give  their  assent  to  so  precipitate 
and  sweeping  fa  motion,  which  must  lead 
to  the  total  abolition  of  the  Corn-laws,  and 
compared  the  conduct  of  the  House,  if  thev 
should  do  so,  to  the  conduct  of  the  Frencn 


the  cotton  crop  in  America  lust  year  bid  I  National  Assembly  on  the  4th  of  August^ 


809 


Adjtmmed  DAate 


{Mat  15} 


C Fifth  Day). 


870 


wheD  by  one  vote  they  destroyed  all  the 
privileges  which  were  enjoyed  by  the 
higher  classes  in  France.  Now,  he  was 
anxious  to  state  why  he  thought  that 
charge  to  be  wholly  unfounded.  On  that 
(the  Opposition)  side  of  the  House,  the 
principle  of  buying  in  the  cheapest  market 
and  selling  in  the  dearest  (which  the  right 
hon.  'Baronet  supported),  was  considered 
to  be  exactly  applicable  to  this  question. 
What  course,  then,  had  been  taken  by  hon. 
Members  on  his  side  ?  One  of  the  very 
first  motions  of  the  Session  had  been  that 
of  his  hon.  Friend,  the  Member  for  Shef- 
field (Mr.  Ward)  for  a  committee  of  in- 
quiry into  the  burthens  which  pressed  on 
the  landed  interest,  in  order  to  discover 
what  they  were,  so  that  there  might  be 
grounds  laid  for  legislation.  They  said 
to  the  landed  proprietors,  **  Only  let  us 
have  a  statement  of  your  own  case  as  to 
these  burthens,  and  what  compensation  you 
set  against  them,  but  let  us  have  a  com- 
mittee chosen  by  yourselves,  if  you  will." 
Now,  he  asked  whether  that  was  a  preci- 
pitate or  sweeping  course,  or  like  the 
course  of  the  National  Assembly  of  France 
on  the  occasion  to  which  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  had  alluded.  Had  that  commit- 
tee been  appointed,  the  very  information 
wanted  might  have  been  obtained  ;  but  as 
it  had  been  refused  by  Government,  those 
who  supported  the  motion  for  the  com- 
mittee, had  no  choice  left  but  to  follow  up 
their  own  opinions,  and  adopt  their  own 
course.  He  had  listened  with  some  curi- 
osity to  hear  the  right  hon.  Baronet  ex- 
plain in  what  manner  the  malt  duty  fell 
upon  the  corn  grower ;  but  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  had  carefully  avoided  the  main 
point,  and  had  only  contended  that  it 
did  not  fall  upon  the  consumer.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  also  referred  to 
the  burthen  of  poor-rates  and  of  tithes,  and 
spoke  of  them  as  another  important  ground 
for  the  imposition  of  a  duty  on  corn.  It 
appeared  to  him,  looking  nt  these  taxes  as 
having  long  existed  upon  property,  as 
having  especially  existed  during  the  last 
century,  during  which  the  corn-trade  was 
comparatively  free,  and  seeing  that  when 
the  landed  property  was  bought  it  was 
purchased  subject  to  those  burthens,  and 
had  been  so  handed  down — he  owned  that 
it  hardly  appeared  to  him,  according  to 
the  principles  which  he  had  heard  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  advocate  in  that  House 
that  those  burthens  did  justify  any  taxes 
as  a  compensation.  He  well  recollected, 
wheo   the  subject  of  Church-rates  was 


before  the  House,  that  he  was  forcibly 
struck  with  the  argument  of  tfie  right 
hon.  Baronet,  when  he  said^  *'  True,  the 
Dissenters  complain,  and  say  that  this  tax 
is  a  burthen  on  land,  but  by  what  right  do 
they  complain,  when  they  have  purchased 
their  property  subject  to  this  tax  ?  The 
produce  of  this  tax  is  a  portion  of  the  land 
reserved  for  the  Church,  and  if  the  Dis- 
senters wished  to  lay  their  hands  on  this 
portion  they  would  be  taking  what  was 
not  their  own.  They,  therefore,  have  no 
right  to  resist  this  tax ;  but  if  they  did 
resist  it,  they  would  violate  the  property 
of  others."  The  right  hon.  Baronet  went 
on  to  ask  whether,  if  he  were  to  go  to 
Scotland,  and  buy  an  estate  subject  to  the 
payment  of  ecclesiastical  dues  to  the  esta- 
blished Church  there,  he  would  have  a 
right  to  complain  of  having  to  defray  that 
permanent  cnarge.  How  this  argument 
could  be  applicable  to  the  case  of  the  poor 
Dissenter,  when  he  complained  of  a  griev- 
ance, but  not  applicable  to  that  of  the 
wealthy  landlord,  when  he  claimed  com- 
pensation, he  (Mr.  Strutt)  was  at  a  loss 
to  conceive.  If  the  right  hon.  Oentleman 
and  the  Government  were  prepared  to 
come  down  to  the  House,  and,  actine  upon 
the  principles  they  theniiselves  professed, 
would  say  that  they  would  deal  with  com 
as  they  would  with  all  other  commodities, 
and  that  they  disapproved  of  the  principle 
of  protection  altogether,  and  were  prepared 
to  act  up  to  their  principles,  only  claiming 
that  it  should  be  fully  considerea  how  they 
could  be  applied,  so  that  the  least  injury 
could  be  inflicted  on  existing  interests,  if 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  either  now  or 
at  any  future  time  would  take  such  a  pro- 
ceeding, he  would  pay  that  attention  wnich 
such  a  proposition  as  coming  from  a  Go. 
vemment  would  deserve.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  however,  not  only  persisted  in 
maintaining  the  existing  law,  but  he  re- 
fused inquiry  into  the  burthens,  on  the 
ground  of  which  he  rested  the  protection 
he  claimed.  So  long,  therefore,  as  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  refused  inquiry;  he 
must  act  to  the  best  of  his  judgment,  and 
give  his  cordial  support  to  the  motion  of 
his  hon.  Friend,  the  Member  for  Wolver- 
hampton. He  thought  that  the  opponents 
of  the  Corn -laws  had  reason  to  congratu- 
late themselves,  when  they  saw  the  condi- 
tions on  which  the  question  noiV  rested, 
compared  to  those  on  which  it  was  de- 
fended a  few  years  ago.  He  remembered 
that  he  had  sometimes  since  seconded  the 
motion  of  his  hon.  Friend,  and  he  then 
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said  that  h^  looked  upoo  it  only  as  the 
begioiiiO(^  of  a  struggle^  which  might  be 
protract<^y  but  which  would  lead  ooly  to 
one  result.    The  motion  was  treated  almost 
with  ridicule,  and  it  was  hoped  that  after 
the  large  division  then  against  the  motion^ 
the  question  would  not  be  revived.     Not 
only  had  he  seen  it  revived,  but  he  had 
seen  two  Governments  coming  forward  to 
oppose  a  Corn-law,  they  had  then  joined 
to  support;  be  had  seep  the  ri^ht  hon. 
Gentleman  not  even  pledge  himselif  beyond 
the  present  year  to  maintain  a  law  which 
he  nad  on!  v  passed  iu  the  last ;  and  he 
had  seen  Members  on  both  sides  of  the 
House  showing  such  a  strong  and  growing 
opposition  to  the  Corn-law,  that  he  was 
convinced  it  could  not  last  He  entertained 
a  strong  opinion  that  no  class  in  the  coun- 
try was  so  deeply  interested  in  a  change 
of  this  Uw  as  the  farmers :  he  believed  that 
if  the  law  of  1815  had  never  been  passed, 
they  should  at  this  moment  see  agriculture 
in  an  infinitely  advanced  state.     He  be- 
lieved that  if  any  system  would  be  more 
injurious  to  any  employment  of  capital 
than  another,  it  was  a  constant  change, 
which  led  persons  to  have  no  confidence 
in   the  permanence  of  the  existing  law. 
And  this  inijurious  consequence  had  been 
aggravated  by  the  farmers  beln^  taught 
tu  look,  not  to   their  own  exertions,  but 
to  the  Jjcgislature,  to  secure  them  a  cer- 
tain   price,    which    it    was    thought    to 
lie  equally  its  duty  to  maintain.      And 
here  he  must  refer  to  one  argument  in 
favour  of  a  totally  free  trade  in  corn  which 
hail  not  been  noticed.     It  appeared  to  him 
that  when  the  formers  were  placed  under 
the  new  system,  and  when  rents  were  ad- 
juHted,  the  farmers  themselves  would  be 
in  a  better  position  under  a  perfectly  free 
trade  than,  perhaps,  even  under  a  fixed 
duty,     buppose  2,000,000  or   3,000,000 
quarters  to    be  the   |)ermanent    amount 
wantcfl  from  abroad  ;  then  supposing  that 
ill  that  case  tlie  production  of  anyone  year 
were  to  exceed  by  that  quantity  the  pro- 
duciioii  of  average  years,  the  farmer  would 
be*   relievetl   by  the   exclusion  of  foreign 
grain  during  that  year,  but  if  under  the 
prohibitory  system  any  surplus  production 
took  place,  the  farmer  was  not  able  to  dis- 
pose of  it  either  at  home  or  abn>ad,  and 
the  conse<|ucnoe  was  a  ruinous  depression 
of  prices,  the  consumer  not  beinff  able  to 
consume  much  more  in  a  plentiful  year 
than  iu  any  other.     AlthoUf^h  he  should 
probably  vote  in  a  small  minority  at  the 
present  momenty  he  did  Bot  feel  any  de« 


spondency;  the  relief  must  be  afibrded, 
aad  he  only  trusted  it  would  not  beioloog 
delayed  as  to  inflict  serious  injury  on  the 
permanent  interests  of  the  country. 

Sir  Howard  Donglas,  Sir,  it  was  not 
my  intention  to  trouble  the  House  on  this 
occasion,  but  the  hon.  Member  lor  Dum- 
fries has  put  a  question  to  roe,  which  it  is 
not  my  intention  to  evade.     Previously, 
however,  to  answering  that  queMm,  I  b^ 
the  permission  of  the  House  to  make  a 
few  observations.     I  shall  not  take  up  the 
time  of  the  House  by  going  into  the  intii- 
oate  questions,  which,  more  or  less  oovem 
the  relations  between  the  price  of  labour 
and  the  price  of  food,  theeroetsof  depre»- 
sion  in  the  value  of  farm  produce,  on  rent, 
agricuUnral  improvement,  and  hone  pro- 
duction.    I  shall  only  assert,  what  no  one 
can  dispute,  that  a  total  repeal  of  the  Corn- 
laws  would  displace,  to  an  unlimited  extent, 
British  grown  com  in  thg  home  market. 
This,  the  free-traders  must  admit,  for  if 
repeal  did  not  act  thus,  it  would  not,  as 
according  to  their  theory,  induce,  or  as  they 
assert,  compel,  foreign  governments  to  dia- 
plaoe  the  productions  of  their  manufactur- 
ing industry  in  their  own  markets,  by 
admitting  freely  the  productians  of  British 
manufacturing  industry,  in  exchange  for 
their  surplus  agricultural  productiiiis.     If 
the  total  lepeal,  is  not  to  dinplaoe  Biitirii 
grown  com,  by  foreign  grown  oom,  in  the 
home  market,  what  becomes  of  the  theory 
of  contem|N)raneous  and  coextensive  ex- 
change, even  if  this  should  be  reciprocated 
by  foreigners ;  and  if  this  displacement  be 
effected,  whether  icdprocutcd  or  unreci- 
procated,  what  u   to  beeome  of  British 
agriculture^     I  have,  on  former  occasions, 
asserted,  and  no  one  will  now  attempt  to 
dilute  this,  that  foreign  nations  will  not 
receive,  freely,   British  manufactures,  in 
exchange    for   their   surplus    agricultural 
produce,  even  if  we  were  to  receive  it  free, 
as  the  repeal  proposes.     Under  these  dr- 
cumstanoes,  the  repeal  of  the  Corn-laws, 
would  doubly  defraud  British  labour;  it 
would  displace  the  producticms  of  British 
labour,  in  the  home  market,  by  the  absence 
of  protection ;  and  it  would  exclude  British 
productions  from  foreign  markets,  by  the 
existence  of  protection  there.    There  arc 
not  two  sorts  of  free- trade.  There  cannot  be 
a  perfectly  free  foreign  trade,  and,  at  the 
same  time,  a  protected  home  and  colonial 
trade.  We  must  make  our  eleaiun  which  to 
prefer.  We  cannot  deprive  the  home  produ- 
cer of  food,  of  the  benefit  of  pruCixtion ,  by  the 
repeal  ef  tha  Com-lawi^  u>  reduce  the  price 
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of  the  pfoductions  of  hjs  industry,  without 
a  corresppiiding  action  upon  a]l  other  pro- 
ductions, by  which  to  give  the  agricultural* 
]6t8  the  reciprocal  compensation,  of  cheap- 
ening, .  to  them,  all  other  prodyctionis,  by 
free  foreign  competition  likewise.  Free- 
trade  in  oorn»  then,  m^ans,  and  must  be 
followed,  if  not  immediately  at  least  speedily, 
and  inevitably,,  by  free-  (rade  in  every  thing 
else.  Thi^y  therefore,  i&  a  laige  question, 
affecting  the  interests,  not  of  any  jiarticular 
dass,  but  of  the  whole  community,  and  of 
vital  impqrtance  to  the  empire.  So  far 
from  relieving  the  distress  which  has  un- 
fortunately prevailed  among  the  labouring 
population  of  this  country-^^so  far  from 
pceventing  the  recurrence  of  thote  vJcissi- 
ludes  which^  if  not  past,  are  I  trust  passing, 
the  total  repeal  of  the  Corn-laws  would 
vastly  aggravate  all  existing  evils,  and  pro- 
duce others  of  the  most  ibraiidahk  descrip- 
tions* And  now  to  answer  the  question  whidi 
the  luui.  Member  for  Dumfrm  has  put  to 
me,  whether  I  have  not  rebently  received  a 
inandate  from,  a  meeting  of  the  Anti- Corn- 
law  League,  at  Liverpocd,  jC^ing  upon  me 
to  support  ^e  motion  of  the  hon.  Member 
€or  Wolverhampton,  and  what  answer  I 
have  returned  to  that  oommunieation. 
Sir,  on  the  grounds  which  I  have  stated, 
1  have  replied,  that,  asserting  the  right, 
which  I  told  the  electors  of  Liver- 
pool I  would  always  exercise,  of  acting 
as  their  free  representative,  and  not  as 
their  delegate,  and  convinced  of  the  truth 
of  what  I  am  now  asserting,  I  not  only 
would  not  support  the  motion  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Wolverhampton,  but  do  every 
thing  in  my  power  to  dtfeat  it :  .believing 
that  not  only  the  agricultural,  but .  the 
matiufiacturix)^  interest,  and  all  other  in- 
terest^ would  suffer,  immeasureably  and 
perma|iently«  were  this  motion  carried. 
I  trust  I  know  in  what  way  agricul- 
ture, manufactures  and  commerce,  act 
and .  react,  upon  each  other  ;  that  they 
axe  doseiy  interwoven  ;  that  neither  can 
suffer  any  serious  depression,  without  a^ 
fecting,  prejudicially,  the  others;  but  then 
I  know  that  agriculture  is  the  root  of  all ; 
and  that  if  its  root  be  sapped,  and  its 
branches  whithered,  no  other  branch  of  our 
national  industry  can  flouri^ ;  and  that  no. 
greater  evil  could  be^l  the  manufac' 
turing  interests  in  particular,  than  the 
depression,  or  supersession  of  British  agri- 
culture, by  an  unlimited  Importation  of' 
foreign  com.  I  know  the  difierenoe  be- 
tween the  e&ets  of  cheapaess  of  food  pro- 
duced  by  abundance  of  hoow  fueodnclMm,  J 


and^hat  cheapness  which  results  from  unit 
limited  foreign  importation.  The  one 
quickens,  the  other  deadens,  the  home  mar- 
ket. Bngland  is  England's  best  cufttomer. 
Tite  homp  market,  says  Adam  Smith,  is  the 
best  of  all  markets/  and  shoidd  be  preferred 
to  all^  and  Huskiasdii  terauiiates  a  pow-* 
erlul  passage  in  one  of  hit  besf  upeickM,' 
which  i'  wHl  not  read  fuUy^  to  the'  HoiMi^ 
by  saying,  *^  that  to  protect  ^dn  small  faitoer^ 
is  ukimately  to  proteot^ihe  people."^  The 
hee  traderaopposite^howMreffi  persist  in 
repudiating  ^  protections  they  say  they 
have -no  protection,  and  that  they  desm 
none*  This  may  be  ail  very  weU^for  ^ 
cotton  aptnners,  and  the  ootton  priateas; 
they  may,  if  they  please,  desire  taxenounco 
the  vast  advantages  of  a  home  market,  Ibv 
the  consumption  of  about  28,<KX),000/^  stw- 
liag  of  their  cottons ;  but  what  say  the  othev 
ioteffests?  FiKst  of  idi  the. ootton  nmaufoe- 
ture^,  as  weH  as  all  others,  have  protection 
itk  the  colonial  market,*  and  in  the  hcmie 
BMrket,  .without  which  they  could  not  eon- 
pete  with.foreigners.  What  say  the  shtfipiBg 
interests?  1  c^  upon  die  representatives 
of  i  that  great  national  interest,  in  this 
House,  to  state,  whether,  to  withdraw  pro- 
tection  (ai^  further  froa  British^, shippings 
for  the  purpose  of  buying,  freight. cheap, 
would  not  subvert  the  maritime  power  if 
England  ?  Adam  Smith  says,  '*  that  the 
navigation  flaws  are  the  wisest  of  all'the 
laws  of  England,  inasmuch  as  aeeurity  and 
power  are  better  than  opulence."  What 
say  the  hardware  interests,  represented  by 
the  hon.  Members  for  ^effield  ?  I  caU 
upon  them  to  answer  me  ?  The  value  of 
hardware,  of  all  sorts,  wrought  aud  un- 
wrought,  exported  in  1841,  was  about 
6,600,000/.  sterling;  but  the  value  le- 
tained  for  home  consumption  was  upwards 
of  11,000,000/.  eteiling.  What  say  the 
leather  interest,  of  whAse  preduotions 
about  432,000/.  only  wa»  exported,  ^  and 
1^,0000,00/.  consuBwd  at  home.  The  lioea 
interest^  of  whose  productions  ^000,000/. 
worth  were  retained  for  hoaK  ^consttfajp* 
tion,  being  double  the  amount  of  the  vme 
exported.  '  Then  books,  printing,  paper, 
what  say  these  interests?.  -  Of  thMBse, 
JL4|OQ0,p00/.  worth  were  retained  for  home 
consumption,  and  not  half  a  million  >ex. 
ported.  Of  the  productions  of  our  siUc 
industry,  6,000,000/.  worth  were  retained 
for  home  donsumption,  and  not  near  a 
piiUion  in  value  exported.  Of  china,  glass, 
imd  earthenware,  only  1,000,000/.  value 
.Was  ei^rted,  whilst  4fl00fi00L  value 
were  retained  for  home  oonsumption.    Of 
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mAAlery  aod  plate,  8,000,000/.  value  were 
consumed  at  home,  agaiiut  about  200,000/. 
exported.     Of  many  miscellaneous  articles, 
which  I  have  classed  together,  25,000,000/. 
value  were  consumed   at    home»  against 
about  8,000,000/.  value   exported.     And 
then    the    mining    interests,    what     say 
they  ?    Where  are  now  the  Members  oppo- 
site, who  advocated  so  warmly  their  inter- 
ests in  discussing  the  tariff  last  year  ?  do 
they  repudiate  protection,  with  respect  to 
the  21,000,000/.  worth,  at  which  the  total 
produce  of  British  mines  is  estimated,  of 
which   no  less    taan   17,800,000/.   value 
were  retained  for  home  consumption  ?  And 
how  much,  I  ask,  of  aU  this  enormous  va- 
lue consumed  in  the  home  market,  would 
continue   to  find    profitable  consumption 
and  active  reproduction,  if  free  and  unli- 
mited importation  of  foreign  articles,  of 
like  kinds,   were  permitted?     It  would 
produce  the  most  unmitigated  misery.     I 
feel  convinced  that  the  distress  which  still 
prevails,  is  in  great  part    owing  to  our 
having  opened   the  sluices  for  Uie  regu- 
lation of  trade,  a  little  too  freely.  I  believe 
that  the  depression  in  the  value  of  British 
labour,  in  relation  to  foreign  labour,  and 
the  consequent  deterioration  in  the  physical 
and  moral  condition  of  the  British  labourer, 
arise  from  foreign  competition ;  and   that 
free- trade  woula  still  further  depress  Bri- 
tish labour  not  only  to,  but  beneath  the 
level  of  the  most  wretched  foreign  serf. 
But  free  traders,  reckless  of  all  this,  insist 
upon  goinff  on,  reducing  the  price  of  pro- 
duction, Imxnir  one  of  its  elements,  to  buy 
cheap,  without  regard  to  the  country  of 
origin,  growth  or  production,  for  that  to 
buy  cheap,  is  to  sell  dear ;  and  here  I  must 
advert  to  the  manner  in  which  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  at  the  head  of  her  Majesty's 
Government  is  frequently  taunted  with  his 
observation  on  the  advantage  of  buying  in 
the  cheapest  market,  as  if,  by  tliis,  he  went 
all  the  length  of  their  theory  of  buying  cheap 
without  regard  to  the  country  of  origin, 
growth  or  production,  or  as  to  the  nation- 
ality of  the  vessels  employed  in  carrying. 
The  right  hon.  Baronet's  observation  is  a 
mere  abstract  proposition }  a  truism  not  to 
be  denied.    But  1  deny  that,  to  buy  cheap, 
is  necessarily  to  sell  dear,  in  an  economic 
sense ;  and  I  asMsrt  that,  in  a  national  sense, 
this  must  very  oflcn  be  political  prodiga- 
lity ;  because  it  would  be  prodigal  of  secu- 
rity and  power.     In  the  practice  of  buying 
and  selling,  there  must    be  two  parties; 
each  buys  as  cheap  as  the  other  can  afford 
to  scUy  and  sells  as  dear  as  the  other  can 


afibrd  to  buy ;  and  these  transactions,  eon- 
pounded  together,  bring  out  something  like 
the  exchangeable  value  of  the  subjects  of 
the  transaction.    I  by  no  means  assert  that 
we  should  refuse  to  buy  any  articles  or  ma- 
terials which  we  can  produce  at  home; 
because  that,  carried  out  to  its  extremet 
would  put  an  end  to  all  external  trade ; 
but  between  this  extreme,  and  the  extreme 
of  abolishing    protection    altogether,   we 
should  regulate  our  intercourse  with  foreign 
nations,   by  reciprocal  engagements  for  a 
fair  exchange  of  each  others  surplus  pro- 
ductions,   on    principles    of  mutual    ad- 
vantage.    The  hon.  Member  for  Sheffield 
(Mr.  Warde)   does  not  deny  the  exist- 
ence, and  the  stringency  of  foreign  tai^Fs, 
nor  the  advances  and    indications  whidi 
we  have  made  to  foreign  nations,  on  several 
occasions,   to  relax  our  several  restrictive 
and  prohibitive  enactments  on  the  principle 
of  reciprocity,  but  which  no  fcveign  natHm 
has  fairly  met     The  hon.  Member  says 
that  we  b^an  this  too  late :  that  in  1815 
we  had  the  whole  game  in  our  own  hands  ; 
that  the  foreiffn  protective  systems  were 
not  then  in  existence,  and  that  we  might 
then  have  moulded  our  trade  to  suit  our 
own  purpose,  by  deterring  foreigners  from 
adopting  the  manufacturing  system.    This 
b  a   very  great    mistake,  as    1  think  I 
have  already  shown.      The  French  proteo* 
tive  system  is  at  least  as  old  as   1646. 
Colbert     extended    it  in    1665.       Then 
came   Napoleon's    continental    system    in 
1806 ;  his    decrees  in  1807  ;   the  estab- 
lishment everywhere    in  France  of  that 
remarkable  institution,    which  is  now    ao 
stringent,    a  sort  of   commercial   legisla- 
tion, organized    throughout   France  and 
ccntralixed  in  Paris,  namely,  the  Chambers 
of  Manufactures,  Commerce,  and  Agricul* 
ture,  with  the  supreme  councils,  general 
and  consultative,  which  must  be  consulted 
before    any    measure    affectine    commer- 
cial policy  be  propounded  to  &e  Legiala* 
tive  Chambers,  and  which  advice  no  Go- 
vernment in  France  will  dare  to  disreganL 
These  remarkable  institutions  had  thetr 
existence  even  before  the  Revolution  ;  they 
were  confirmed  and  extended  in  tftie  year 
eleven  of  the  Republic  ;  affirmed  by  Louis 
18th  at  the  Restoration  ;  made  more  effi- 
cient by  Cliarlcs  10th ;  and  never  were  ao 
stringent,  as  now,  under  Louis  Phillipe.     I 
have  already    shown  that   the  protective 
system  in  the  United  States,  had  iu  origin 
in  Washington's  time,  and  has  been  re- 
commended by,  and  prosecuted  under,  every 
President,  downwards  to  the  picsent  timt; 


377 


A^<^Tned  JMaie 


{Mat  16} 


(Fifth  Day  J. 


878 


and  I  need  not  say  how  stringent  the 
United  States  tariff  is  now.  Then,  with 
respect  to  the  German  League,  Prussia 
being  its  primary,  the  protective  system 
was  introduced  by  Frederick  2nd.  In  Aus- 
tria it  is  as  old^  at  leasts  as  Joseph  2nd. 
But  I  will  not  take  up  the  time  of  the 
House  in  reviewing  more  of  these.  I  repeat 
my  assertion,  that  the  foreign  protective 
systems,  from  the  rivalry  and  competition  of 
which  we  are  now  suffering,  were  all  estab- 
lished, or  commenced,  anterior  to  any  dis- 
cussions of  this  nature  in  this  country; 
that  they  were  interrupted  in  their  progress 
by  the  war — that  it  was  our  naval  superi- 
ority that  broke  down  Napoleon  s  conti- 
nental system ;  and  that  nothing  that  we 
could  have  done  in  1815,  would  have 
prevented  foreign  nations  from  reverting, 
at  the  peace,  to  their  principle  of  manufac- 
turing for  themselves,  and  that  it  is  utterly 
out  of  our  power,  do  what  we  may,  to  arrest 
the  progress  they  are  making,  in  rivalling 
us.  I  speak  on  the  authority  of  sound 
practical  men,  when  I  say,  that  what  this 
country  now  wants  is  not  free-trade,  but 
steadiness  and  confidence  in  the  stability, 
at  least  for  some*  years,  of  our  commercial 
policy.  We  have  abundance,  superabun- 
dance of  wealth ;  money,  its  symbol,  seek- 
ing conversion  into  active  capital,  at  the 
lowest  rate  of  interest  ever  known,  but 
cannot  find  profitable  employment :  labour 
languishing,  and  even  famishing,  for  work, 
anacannot  find  it.  The  great  problem  we 
have  to  solve  is,  to  bring  these  extremes  to- 

f  ether.  What  capitalist  will  adventure  to 
o  this,  under  the  agitation,  the  assurance, 
or  at  least  the  dread,  of  perpetual  change. 
Practical  men  of  all  theoretical  persuasions 
deprecate  any  further  change.  The  opinion 
of  the  present  President  of  the  United 
States,  is  no  bad  authority  on  this  subject. — 

*'  It  cannot  be  too  often  repeated,  that  no 
system  of  legislation  can  be  wise  which  is  fluc- 
tuating and  uncertain.  Fitful  profits,  however 
high,  if  threatened  with  a  ruinous  reduction 
by  a  vacillating  policy  on  the  part  of  Govern, 
roent,  will  scarcely  tempt  the  capitalist  to  trust 
the  money  which  he  has  acquired  by  a  life  of 
labour  upon  the  uncertain  adventure." 

For  myself,  were  I  disposed  to  go  fur- 
ther, which  I  am  not,  in  the  way  of  free 
trade,  I  should  remain  firm  in  mv  vote 
against  any  further  change,  until  all  agita- 
tion and  excitement  shall  have  ceased,  and 
until  the  practical  effects  of  recent  changes, 
shall  have  been  proved.  I  shall  not  allude 
to  certain  farces  and  other  proceedings  in 
appropriate  quarters ;  but  I  may  refer  to 
the  proceedingBof  a  recent  tea-drinking  visit 


with  which  the  League  have  favoured 
Liverpool.  In  a  discourse  made  by  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Bolton,  upon 
that  occasion,  adverting  to  a  late  stupencious 
explosion,  which  blew  up  one  of  the  far« 
famed  cliffs  of  Albion,  the  learned  Mem- 
ber made  a  very  significant  allusion  to  the 
popular  action  by  which  ,  it  appears,  the 
mountain  mass  of  monopoly  is  to  be  blown 
up.     The  learned  Gentleman  said>— - 

''And  what  had  the  people  been  doing? 
They,  too,  had  been  digging  under  the  basis  of 
the  mountain  mass  of  monopoly.  There  were 
many  magnificent  sights  in  nature — the  heaving 
of  the  sea,  the  rise  of  the  sun— but  in  his  view^ 
nothing  was  so  great,  nothing  so  noble^  no- 
thing so  exalting,  as  the  heavings  of  the  popu* 
lar  mind ;  and  here  he  witnessed  one  of  its 
noblest  efforts." 

Now  will  the  learned  Doctor  say,  what 
are  to  be  the  ingredients  of  his  politid^l 
gunpowder.  It  cannot  be  compounded  of 
reason,  moderation,  and  sense,  because  these 
are  not  explosive  in  their  nature ;  they  act 
benignly,  not  destructively^  gradually ;  not 
violently  and  suddenly.  How,  then,  are 
these  mines  to  be  charged  ?— -per  adven* 
ture  by  physical  force  ^— where ?  How? 
By  a  species  of  political  electricity,  fired  by 
animal  magnetism !  But  really.  Sir,  this  is 
too  serious  a  subject  for  jesting.  We  see. 
However,  that  it  is  determined  to  try,  by 
popular  aeitation  and  excitement,  to  bring 
all  monopmy,  as  it  is  called,  to  a  sudden  end. 
This  only  I  shall  say,  in  conclusion,  that  the 
repeal  of  the  Corn-laws,  followed  as  it  must 
be,  by  the  repeal  of  all  protection,  would 
so  alter  all  the  relations  between  debtor  and 
creditor,  whether  individual  or  national ;  so 
depress  the  price  of  all  commodities,  and 
raise  that  of  money ;  so  alter  all  the  relations 
between  landlord  and  tenant,  roaster  and 
servant,  mortgager  and  mortgagee,  national 
and  individuaT,  as  to  render  it  absolutely 
impracticable  to  raise  taxes  to  pay  the  in- 
terest of  the  national  debt,  and  to  provide 
for  active  revenue  purposes;  and  that 
bringing  monopoly,  as  it  is  called,  to  a 
sudden  and  total  extermination,  as  the 
Leaguers  propose,  would  bring  national 
credit  to  a  violent  death,  and  this  great 
empire  to  an  untimely  end. 

Mr.  MurUz  said,  the  hon.  Baronet 
(Sir  H.  Douglas)  was  right.  We  did  want 
confidence  and  stability,  but  the  hon* 
Gentleman  bad  not  condescended  to  tell 
where  that  confidence  and  stability  were 
to  come  from.  Was  it  (irora  a  starving 
population  ?  Was  it  from  an  unprofitable 
trade  and  a  sinking  revenue?     He  could 
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nothing  in  those  to  gi?e  confidence  or 
stabilitv.    It  had  not  been  his  intention 
originally  to  take  part  in  this  debate.     His 
intention  had  been  to  give  a  silent  vote  in 
favour  of  the  motion  of  his  hon.  Friend,  the 
Member  for  Wolverhampton.     He  would 
give  that  vote,  not  because  he  objected  to 
the  protection  claimed  by  hon.  Gentlemen 
on  the  other  side,  not  because  he  thought 
that  protection  too  large,  but  because  they 
took  that  protection  upon  principles  which 
were  not  in  accordance  with  right,  or  the 
principles  of  Clirbtianity,    because   they 
protected  themselves  without  protecting 
others.     He  had  listened  most  attentively 
to  the  course  of  the  debate,  but  lie  had  yet 
to  learn  why  they  required  protection  for 
one  class  of  the  community  more  than  an- 
other, and  lie  was  no  more  instructed  now 
than  at  the  commencement  of  the  debate. 
They  denied   protection  to  labour.      He 
admitted,  that  it  was  partially  protected. 
But  let  them  look  at  the  protection  of  all 
tlioee  concerned  in  the  export  trade.     He 
had  read  over  the  debate  of  1815,  when  the 
Com -laws  were  first  enactedt  and  it  con- 
firmed  him  in  his  convictions  on  this  sub- 
ject.   They,  the  then  supporters  of  the 
intended  Corn-laws,  said,  that  by  fixing 
the  price  of  corn,  they  would  fix  the  price 
of  labour.     Now,  he  asked  them,  had  they 
fixed  the  iirice  of  labour  ?     If  they  had, 
tbey  would  have  done  what  was  just,  up- 
right, and  honest.     If  they  had  no  trade, 
but  an   internal   trade,  they  might  have 
protected  and  fixed  the  price  of  labour,  by 
fixing  the  average  price  of  com.     But  let 
then  look  at  the  variatiea  in  the  price  of 
labour  now*  and  that  of  1815.     Let  them 
look  at  the  ditlerence  between  the  labourer  t 
for  the  home  market,  and  the  labourer  for 
the  foreign  market.     I^t  them  look  at  the 
labourers   who  were  employed  on   liome 
labour,  the  carpenters,  masons,  bricklayers, 
&c.,  who  were  wholly  employed  on  home 
lubour,  and  they  would  find  their  waives 
had  not  been  reduced  more  than  one- fifth 
iu  the  last  twenty-five  years  ;  but  contrast 
their  condition  with  that  ci(  the  labourers  j 
who  were  employed  in  Birmingham,  at  the  ■ 
artinaus  who  were  employed  in  manufac-  I 
tures,  the  production  of  articlos  of  cxp>rt ;  ' 
their  industry   was    not   protected,  they  . 
were  f<»rced  to  compete  with  the  labourers  i 
of  the  continent,  and  their  waxes  were  not  i 
reduced  iNie. fifth,  bat  to  one-ififa.    Their  < 
wages  were  reduced   four- fifths,     labour  ; 
was  not  protected.     It  hwl  bi«u  said,  that 
the  Corn- law  was  not  a  Christ iaa  law,  and  i 
he  believed  it.     No  law  could  be  a  Chris*  | 


tian  law,  that  did  not  sapport  the  interests 
of  the  poor  in  preference  to  those  of  the 
rich.  It  was  a  fundamental  principle  of 
Christianity  that  the  poor  should  have  the 
preference.  Now,  he  would  ask,  if  the 
poor  had  the  preference  in  the  enactment 
of  the  Corn-law  ?  He  would  ask,  if  they 
had  the  preference  in  the  general  legisla- 
tion of  the  country?  They  had  not. 
Whenever  a  new  law  was  nisaed,  there 
was  always  a  leaning  in  nvour  of  the 
rich.  It  could  not  be  expected  to  be 
otherwise.  Who  made  the  laws  ?  It 
was  the  old  fable  of  the  Hon  and  the 
man.  The  lion  said,  let  us  make  the 
statue,  and  we  will  make  the  lion  strid- 
ing over  the  man;  and  so  long  as  the 
rich  alone  made  the  laws,  ther  would 
naturally  lean  to  their  own  interest. 
He  did  not  charge  lion.  Members  with 
an  intention  of  doing  wrong.  He  had 
no  idea,  that  the  Members  dT  that  House 
wished  to  do  wrong  to  the  people.  He 
beliei'ed,  that  the  great  majority  of  them 
wished  to  do  right,  but  they  were  mis- 
taken, and  that  led  them  into  the  passing 
of  laws  which  were  most  unjust.  One 
reason  for  his  speaking  was,  that  he  had 
been  freqaentiv  referred  to  in  the  course  of 
this  debate.  He  did  not  object  to  have 
references  made,  either  to  what  he  had 
said,  or  to  what  he  had  written.  He 
never  either  said  or  wrote  anything  which 
he  did  not  believe  to  be  true,  and  he 
never  recommended  any  one  else  to  sub- 
mit to  what  he  would  not  willingly  have 
done  himself  under  similar  ctrourostancea. 
He  had  heard  many  remarks  fipom  gentle- 
men representing  constituencies  nearly  as 
large  as  his  nwa  all  bearing  witness  to  the 
great  distress  existing  among  them.  It 
had  been  saifJ,  that  that  distress  was  di* 
niinishing.  Now,  it  was  his  duty  to  his 
constituents  to  state,  not  only  that  the 
distress  in  Birmingham  had  not  dimi- 
nished, but  that  tliere  was  not  the  least 
prospect  of  its  diminishing,  it  was  coiiti- 
nually  incnasing.  He  spoke  this  from  his 
own  knowledge.  There  was  not  a  single 
article  connected  with  the  trade  of  Bir- 
mingham that  was  not  cheaper  now  tlian  it 
it  had  ever  been.  There  was  not  the 
remtKost  appearance  of  improvement.  !■ 
general,  a  purchaser  had  but  to  name  bb 
own  price,  and  at  that  price  he  might 
purchaK  the  article.  It  had  been  said, 
that  trade  was  improviag  in  .Manchcater. 
He  had  been  sarpriaeil  to  hear  it,  aad  he 
had  taken  pains  to  make  inquiries  on  the 
subject ;  and  in  answer  to  thoic  inquiries. 
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he  loani  thaty^wkh  one  eteeptfoo,  ^yerjr^lie  6>bM  Bot  be  serioas;  the  riffht  boii. 
^_i_  :.  I  1?      » .1^    .  -    Gtentleman  ought  not  to  £otg%t  that  they 

all  had  daughters  as  well  as  himself. 
Surely,  that  was  not  an  argument  for  up^ 
holding  the  Corn-laws.  There  had  been 
only  one  other  noticeable  speech  on  the 
other  side^  upon  the  subject  of  an  indivi- 
dual right  to  protection,  and  that  was  the 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  Grentleinan  at  the 
head  of  the  Government.  He  Was  sorry 
to  find  so  mtiich  sophistry  in  that  speech 
upon  a  subject  of  such  a  serious  natone. 
He  would;  with  the  leave  of  the  House, 
take  the  right  hon.  Baronet's  grounds 
seriaHfri,  and  endeavour,  by  a  little  com- 
nftod  sense  to  unrobe  them  of  their  super- 
ficial clothiufg.  In  the  first  place,  the  ngbt 
hod.  Gentleman  said,  that  the  tithe  was  a 
burthen  that  gave  the  landed  interest  a 
claim  to  jirot&ction.  Now,  surely  the 
tithe  had  from  time  immemorial  belon^ecl 
to  the  Church.  All  the  land  that  had  been 
purciiased,  had  been  purchased  subject  to 
tithei  How  tkal  could  give^  a  ■  right  to 
protection,  hii  coo  Id  not  understand.  Now, 
there  Were  the  rate*.  '  He  acknowledged 
tbM  the  liAtte  were  a  burthen  iip6n  the 
land,  to  a  certain  e&tent,  btit  when,  as  had 
been  stated  <ki  theopposite  benches  that 
night,  it  was  ree(>lkdted  the  much  larger 
number  entpleyed  in  agricultnre  than-'ln 
madltfaetDrM,  tt  would  be  found  that  it 
was  n  tiuithen,  but  Bdtan  exclusive  bor« 
then ;  every  clMS'  iras-  subfeet  to^  hatei. 
He  bimself  pud  dOCML  a-year  poor  rates. 
Then  there  was  the  iiiadt-t«t*«^4iow  •kafi^* 
that  oonld'be  a  burtlMtt  upon  the  kad^^^ba 
could  nor  tfaderstaad.  *  If  ef«s*  tfadre  was 
a  tax  that  Was  emnpletely  paid  by  the  osb- 
suioer,  it  was  the  nidt-t«X|  and-  if  that' 
tax  were  repealed  to-moirow,  the  price  of 
barley  would  not  ^ary  a  fi^ien,  being 
really  regulated  by  th^  import  duty  and' 
crop.  The  right  hon.  Baronet  had  auide 
a  comparison  l^ween  the  malt  tax  and  a 
tax  imposed  upon  cotton,*  and  had  said 
that  the  latter  would  be  objeetionable, 
although  it  would  be  paid  by  the  consuaier ; 
that  was  true,  but  did  not  the  right  hof|. 
Baronet  recollect  that  a  great  proportion 
of  the  cotton  manuftfcturra  was  exported, 
to  be  consumed  abroad',  and  must  compete 
with  foreign  labour  ?  Then  there  was  the 
burthen  of  the  poor,  who  were  sometimes 
returned  from  the  manufacturing  districts- 
to  the  agricultural  districts,  by  superan- 
nuation, or  illness,  or  want  of  employmeQt. 
He  admitted  that  that  was  a  burthen,  hot 
what  was  that  to  be  put  against  50,000,000/. 


person  he  asked  believed  the  improvetnent 
to  be  speculative,  and  that  in  reality  every 
branch  of  trade  was  in  a  state  of  stagna- 
tfoii.  What  bad  canted  t%e  appearance  of 
improvement  was  the  speculative  demand, 
a  demand  without  any  fbundaiion— for 
goods  ibr  the  India  and  China  market. 
He  had  seen  a  gentlemau  who  had  left 
China  only  last  November,  and  that  Gen- 
tleman  haa  entirely  corroborated  the  views 
which  he  had  previously  entertained  as  to 
the  prosperity  of  the  trade  with  China. 
That  Gentlemati  said,  that  so  flEU*  from  our 
trade  with  China  being  likely  to  increase, 
it  would  mbst  probably  Contract ;  and  the 
reason  given  for  that  opinion  was  one  very 
easy  to  understand.  The  increfatein  trade 
during  the  war  had  been  veW  considerable, 
aad  the  reason  of  it  was  this:  in  Conse- 
quence of  the  war  the'pri<^  of  tte  had 
advanced,'  and  in  consequence  of  that  ad- 
vance infirice,  the  exports  had  been  greater 
than  usual,  and  an  increase  of  trade  had 
been  the  consequence.  Our  ^oods,  Itideed, 
had  not  been  introdueed'  by  onr  own  hdds^, 
but  they  had  been  introduced  through  th«! 
American  houses,  and  those  houses  had 
received  a  commission.  Vow,  the  trade 
would  be  lessened  from  the  reduction*  id 
the  price  of  tea,  and  the  parents  tlie 
Chinese  bad  to  make  to  us  would  tKminish 
the  power  of  purchasing.  There  'Wttd 
also  other  circumstances  to  be' ta1cen'lnt6 
the  account  of  far  greMer  ntomi^t,  UtiA 
deserving  the  most  sermnlscbnsideratidn  of 
both  the  House  aad  f  he  Government.  We 
were  completely  ^per^dcd  in  the  article  of 
common  woollens  br  Rusna,  which  codid 
supply  them  by  land  cheaper  than  wbcotdd 
— while  domestic  doth  could  be  furnished 
l)oth  to  India  abd  China  at  a  cheaper  ratte 
by  the  Americans  than  they  Coufd  by  our- 
selves ;  for  the  Americans  were  at  tH» 
moment  snccessAilIy  competing  with  our 
last  yeiH-'s  lowest  prices  6f  domestic  cottons 
in  Calcutta  and  Bombay,  although  they 
paid  an  extra  import  duty  there ;  there- 
fore, the  trade  now  engaged  in  was  a 
speculative  trade,  occasiof^  by  the  cheap- 
ness of  the  raw  material,  and  the  low  value 
of  money,  and  not  by  any  legitimate  de- 
mand, and  therefore  he  thought  that  it 
would  occasion  loss  to  the  parties  concerned 
in  it,  and  be  of  no  benefit  to  the  country. 
With  reference  to  what  had  fallen  from 
the  right  hon.  Genthsmafn,  the  Member 
fur  Kent,  as  to  the  prior  claim  of  the  land- 
lords to  protection,  because  they  had  to 


make  settfementiB  on  thefi^  daughters,  surely  I  per  annum,  the  amount  the  landed  inter- 
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est  acquired  from  the  Corn-laws  more 
than  the  amount  which  a  free-trade  aud 
continental  prices  would  give  them  ?  He 
admitted  that  that  sum  was  not  lost  to  the 
country,  it  did  not  go  out  of  the  country, 
but  he  would  tell  them  what  was  done 
with  it.  It  was  taken  from  industry  and 
given  to  idleness — and  no  man  could  say 
that  that  was  a  principle  of  justice  or  of 
Christianity*  The  right  hon.  Baronet 
had  said  that  the  Corn-law  in  1836  had 
not  prevented  prosperity,  and  that  the  pre- 
sent distress  was  owing,  not  to  the  Corn- 
laws,  but  to  diminished  power  of  consump* 
tion.  He  admitted  that  the  distress  was 
owing  to  diminbhed  power  of  consumption ; 
but  the  right  hon.  Baronet  ought  to  have 
gone  a  step  further,  and  have  told  them 
to  what  that  diminished  power  of  consump- 
tion was  owing.  He  believed  that  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  knew  the  cause,  .and 
he  would  convict  him  out  of  his  own  mouth, 
for  at  the  close  of  the  last  Session  he  had 
said,  that  he  could  produce  temporary 
prosperity  by  an  issue  of  one  pound  notes ; 
and  be  agreed  with  the  right  non.  Gentle- 
man, that  b^  such  means  a  temporary 
prosperity  might  be  produced,  and  also 
that  it  would  be  very  temporary.  That 
assertion  was  uncalled  for,  and  he  could 
hardly  tell  what  could  have  made  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  volunteer  such  a  statement. 
If  he  knew  how  to  produce  a  temporary 
state  of  prosperity  by  depreciating  the  value 
of  the  circulation,  he  ought  to  devise 
means  of  making  that  temporary  prosperity 
(lermanent.  He  begged  to  remind  the 
House,  that  he  had  not  the  slightest  shade 
of  party  feeling  in  his  composition,  neither 
had  he  any  prejudice  against  the  right 
hon.  Baronet's  person  or  Government ;  but 
differing  from  him  as  he  did,  in  opinion, 
upon  many  very  important  subjects,  he,  as 
a  Member  of  that  House,  and  the  repre- 
sentative of  a  large  constituency, — and, 
he  was  sorry  to  have  to  say,  although  a 
very  intelligent,  yet  a  very  miserable  con- 
stituency—be was  in  the  habit  of  taking 
cognisance  of  every  thins  that  came  before 
the  House,  and,  he  hoped  the  House  consi- 
dered, in  as  gentlemanly  a  manner  as  was 
poatible.  He  was  not  in  the  House  the 
night  the  budget  was  brought  forward, 
and  he  trusted  hon.  Members  would  ex- 
cuse him  if  he  did  just  aUude  to  it.  The 
right  hoD.  Baronet  at  the  head  of  her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  had  last  year  spoken 
very  sanguinely  of  the  result  of  this  year's 
fioaocial  proceeds,  aud  the  House  ought, 
in  coQsideriog  the  budget,  to  look  at  bis 


expectations  and  intentions;  but  thoae 
expectations  had  not  been  realised.  If  it 
had  not  been  for  a  property-tax,  which 
brought  in  1,500,000/.  more  than  calcu- 
latea  upon,  and  the  duties  on  com,  which 
brought  into  the  exchequer  1,300,000/., 
and  the  China  money  500,000/.,  the  reve- 
nue would  indeed  have  been  miagraUiy 
deficient.  There  were  two  ways  of  being 
deceived — one  by  others,  another  by  your^ 
self,  the  latter  being  much  the  most  inju-> 
rious.  He  thought  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
had  deceived  himself,  and  he  thought  the 
budget  of  this  year  proved  it.  How  often, 
during  the  last  two  years,  had  he  cautioned 
the  House  not  to  look  at  the  black  side  of 
things!  How  often  had  he  come  down, 
and  acknowledged  his  disappointment  that 
no  improvement  or  reaction  took  place! 
And  only  in  the  last  budget,  he  had 
said  he  would  be  careful  how  he  ex- 
pressed  himself  sanguinely  again,  after 
the  lesson  he  had  lately  had;  and  yet 
the  House  was  called  upon  to  expect 
great  things  from  those  who  had  so  con- 
stantly and  entirely  deceived  them.  He 
never  found  the  anticipations  Govern- 
ment realised,  and  he  had  been  listening 
to  their  sanguine  declarations  for  the  last 
tweoty.five  years.  If  they  spoke  truly, 
they  would  do  what  they  never  did  befinv. 
He  did  not  see  the  slightest  probability  of 
improvement  in  the  condition  of  the  people 
— everything  looked  black  and  miserable. 
There  was  an  increase  of  crime — lest 
labour— every  nation  competing  success- 
fully with  the  manu^cturers  of  this  coon- 
try— and  with  all  this,  an  increase  of 
population.  They  had  been  told,  and  moat 
correctly,  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
the  Vice-President  of  the  Board  of  Trade, 
that  three  millions  of  bullion  had  already 
been  sent  from  this  country  to  America, 
and  that  if  the  Corn-laws  were  repealed, 
there  would  be  a  much  greater  drain.  He 
quite  agreed  with  this  statement.  It  was 
a  great  mistake  to  suppose  that  a  free- 
trade  in  corn  would  imnu^iately  produce 
an  increased  export  of  manufactures.  The 
first  payment  would  be  made  in  the  article 
which  paid  best  to  export,  and  that  would 
be  bullion  to  such  an  extent,  that  the 
bank  would  be  forced  to  contract  the  cir- 
culation, and  reduce  our  prices  even  much 
lower  that  at  present.  Then  we  should 
have  increased  exports  without  profits  or 
remuneration  ;  the  Americans  having  once 
determined  upon  having  gold  and  silver 
money,  had  acted  very  shrewdly  io  increas- 
ing their  import  duties,  for  by  that  plan 
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only  could  tbey  get  it ;  they  not  only  were  |  laws  or  not,  tbeir  estates  would  be  taken 
taking  our  bullion,  but  they  would  take  .  from  them,  and  giren  to  otbera. 
mucb  more,  for  we  must  hare  their  pro-  Mr.  Cobden  said:  I  think  we  ma* 
duce.  Yet,  in  the  fece  of  alt  this,  up  |  fajtty  consider  the  speech  of  the  bon. 
starts  the  bon.  Member  for  Bath,  and  says  ;  Member  for  Birmingham  as  an  episode  in 
u  i.  .  ™™  chimera  to  expect  fr^^'J^de  |  (hi,  debate.     I  was  going  to  remark  that 


to  cause  an  export  of  gold.  He  bad  been 
forty  years  !o  business.  He  bad  a  fair 
opportunity  of  understanding  business— 
manufacturing  and  mercantile.  He  con- 
gratulated himself  on  having  a  babit  of 
Took'  -    '■ 


by  bon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  and  by  many 
upon  this  side  of  the  House,  althongh  we 
have  had  five  nights'  debate,  the  question 
proposed  by  the  bon.  Member  for  Wol^ 
,pton   has  been   scarcely  touched,' 


Uking  at  things  as  they   were  ;  yet  in  !  ^^,^^  ,    ''^ow  far  you  are  justified  in  main. 
!^"„Tyi°  ™™vi^^!!L"T"iIn^r''J']'''S«  !«w."bich  restricts  the  supply 


went,  out  of  it,  everybody  seemed  to  know 
bis  business  better  than  he  did  himself. 
Every  doctor,  every  parson,  and  ecery  ' 
lawyer,  knew  the  principles  and  routine  of 
business  better  than    he   did,    who    bad 


,  .  ]7  I  of  fooit  to  the  people  of  this  country.  In 
supporting  the  present  Corn-law,  you  sup- 
port a  law  which  iafltcls  scarcity  on  tbe 
people.     You  do  that,  or  yon  do  nothiog. 


vTi.^     .-  T  T'f    ,  You  cannot  operate  in  anyway  by  this 
worked  hard  at  it  tor  nearly  forty  years.    ,        u  .  u    •  u-  .■  -  .l 
.         ...        .„.'..-''.       I  law.  but  bv  intiiclinp'  scarntv  on  the  rtea- 


Tbe  bon.  Member  for  Bath  had  stated 

f;reat  many  things  wbicli  nobody  else  be- 
ieved  or  would  agree  to.  He  had  said  last 
year,  on  the  Property-tax  debate,  that 
neither  credit  nor  secrecy  were  of  any 
importance   to  a  tradesman.     He  might 


,  law,  but  by  inflicting  scarcity  on  the  peo- 

I  pie.     Entertain  that  proposition,  and  you 

^."^!  cannot  escape  it,  and  if  it  is  true,  how 

I _f    ym,     „j||     (Jg^g     Iq     ,Qjg     foji    (Jjg     (,Qjj_ 

of  the  present  law  ?    You  cannot 
ihance  the  price  of  corn,  or  any  other 


irictUe  very  .iicee..fully  in  other  m'f,    "'"'.'■  ''"'  Jj.™t™l'"5  lb"  '"PPly-   At^ 


would  succeed  ,  ?°"  juntihed  in  doing  this, 


Eracti 
ut  be  felt  certain  be  n 
in  the  court  of  commerce.    There  appeared    pose  of  raismg  your  prices 
something  mavellously  strange  in  the  word    '"buimg  motives  to  bon.  Gentlemen  op- 


circulation  ;    for  be  having  lately 


posite,  I   tell  them,  and  they  may  rely 


dentally  taken  up  a  book  which  treated    "PO"  ''  "»  *>^>"S  l"ie,  that  they 
»» •! ; In..! ,.r  4.i.„  i.i.,»j    ._     false  nositioo  when  thev  have  to  a 


upon  the  circulation  of  the  blood, 
minded,  that  when  Hervey  discovered  tbe 
circulation  of  the  hlood,  there  was  no  pby. 
ucian,  or  apothecary,  or  barber,  that  did 


not  endearour  to  write  down  the  new  dis-  |  P"^^  ' 


false  position  when  they  have  to  deprecate 
the  imputation  of  motives.  We  never  hear 
of  ajuktjudge  on  the  bench  fearing  the 
imputaiion  of  motives.    But  I  will  not  ir 


although    they  hai 


been 


covery.     But  Hervey  was  right,  and  the  i  impaled  by  bon.  and  right  hoo.  Gentlemen 
nilati       "■     '        ■         ■■" ' ■"■    ^'•—•—  '"••' ■- ' 


ulationofbloodwentonstill.not  at  al|l  opposite.  Downes,  settlem 


aflkcted  by  these  arguments.     So  it 
with  the  circulation  of  money.     There  was 
(  degree  of  ignorance  upon  the  subject,  , 


all  been  avowed  as  motives  from  iha 
benches  opposite  ;  but  I  will  take  things 
I  find  them.  Upon  what  ground  do  you 


which  was  unaccountable,  and  every  b^ber  i  raise  the  price  of  corn  ?  For  the  benefit 
ridiculed  the  opinions  of  those  who  had  of  the  agricultural  interest?  You  have 
studied  the  subject,  although  the  proper  not,  in  the  whole  course  of  the  debate, 
circulation  of  money  was  as  important  to  touched  upon  the  farmers'  or  agricultural 
tbe  social  well-being,  aa  that  of  blood  was    labourers' interest  in  this  question  ?     No; 


to  the  body.  The  right  hon.  Baronet  might 
legislate  as  he  pleased  for  the  Corn-laws,  ' 
ir  ag^Qst  the  Corn-laws ;  but  if  ever  In 


Gentlemen  opposite,  who  represent 
counties,  instead  of  taking  up  the  old  theme 

and  showing  the  benefit  of  ihit  law  ti 


legislated  successfully  for  the  permanent ,  mers  and  to  farmers'  labourers,  have  been 
prosperity  of  the  country,  without  consi-  '  smitten  with  a  new  light.  They  haTe 
dering  com  and  money  together,  he  would  mken  the  stalistics  of  commerce  and  the 
submit  to  be  called  the  grossest  idiot  that '  cotton  trade  to  ar^ue  from.  Will  the  hon. 


ever  stood  upon  two  legs.  He  warned  the 
House  and  the  Government.  Tbe  hand- 
writing was  on  the  wall.  What  had  passed 
during  the  debate  convinced  him  more  and 
more  that  he  was  right  in  his  idea — that 
if  they  continued  the  present  monetary 
system,  whether  they  repeated  the  Com- 
VOL.  LXIX.     J™i) 


for  Shoreham,  who  took  the  sta- 
tistics which  the  right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir 
R,  Peel),  four  years  ago,  cast  aside,  lell 
the  House  bow  it  is  you  do  not  take  tbe 
agricultural  view  of  the  question,  And 
show  the  farmers'  interest  in  it?  There 
is  something  ominous  in  your  course. 
0 
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Shall  I UU  yoo  the  letten  ?  Beeaoie  the 
present  coiidilioo  of  tbe  ftmerB  and  la- 
bourers of  this  coootrj  is  the  severest 
condemoatioo  of  tbe  Coro-lavrs  that  can 
possibly  be  produced.  During  the  whole 
operation  of  this  law,  or  during  that  time 
when  prices  were  highest  under  this  law, 
the  condition  of  the  agricoltoral  labourers 
was  at  the  worst.  [Crtfs  of**  No.**\  An 
hon.  Gentleman    opposite    says    *'  No." 

9  Has  he  looked  at  the  state  of  pauperism 
of  this  country  in  the  last  return  which 
was  laid  before  the  House  ?  There  he  will 
find  that  up  to  Lady-day,  1840,  the  pro- 
portion of  paupers  in  the  difierent  conn- 
ties  in  this  country  showed  that  the  ten 
which  stood  highest  in  the  list  were  ten  of 
the  purely  agricultural  counties,  and  that 
after  your  law  had  for  three  years  main- 
tained corn  at  67s.  per  quarter.  If  any. 
thing  could  have  benefitted  the  labourer, 
it  should  have  been  three  years  of  high 
prices,  and  after  trade  had  suffered  the 
greatest  depreuion  in  consequence  of 
your  law.  If  the  agricultural  labourer  had 
not  prospered  up  to  the  year  1840,  what 
has  been  his  condition  since?  The  returns 
of  pauperism  show  an  increase  in  the 
number  of  the  poor;  and  what  is  the 
present  condition  of  the  labourer  in  the 
agricultural  districts?  Is  not  crime  in- 
creasing in  the  same  proportion  as  pau- 

^  per  ism  has  increased  ?  i  heard  it  stated, 
that  the  actual  returns  of  jour  petty  ses- 
sions and  your  assizes  furnish  no  criterion 
as  to  the  state  of  demoralization  in  your 
districts ;  nay,  1  heard  that  such  was  the 
extent  of  petty  pilfering  and  crime,  that 
you  are  obliged  to  wink  at  it,  or  yon 
would  not  be  able  to  carry  out  the  busi- 
ness of  your  criminal  courts.  [*'  No^  no.**] 
I  heard  that  both  in  Somersetshire  and  in 
Wiltshire.  P*  M),  mo/']  Hon.  Gentlemen 
r,  ••  No, 


may  cry, 


no."  but  there  is  an  in- 


telligent audience  outside  which  knows 
that  I  am  stating  the  truth.  And  what 
are  the  crimes  these  poor  people  are 
brought  up  for  ?  Why,  one  old  woman 
for  stealing  sticks  of  the  value  of  1  \d.  was 
sentenced  to  a  fine  of  15s.  Another  case 
was  a  charge  for  stealing  turnip  tops ;  and 
at  Chichester  an  individual  had  been  con- 
victed of  stealing  mould  from  tbe  Duke  of 
Richmond.  Such  was  the  state  of  poverty 
and  distress,  that  they  were  glad  to  steal 
the  very  earth.  Again,  what  was  the  fact 
urged  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Dorsetshire 
(Mr.  Biinkes)  in  extenuation  of  the  con- 
ditiou  of  his  labouring  poor  but  this?  that 


he  allowed  tkeei  to  gather  up  the  ilieke 
which  were  blown  from  tbe  tieca  m  hia 
park.  It  was  browght  forward  as  a  piwof 
of  the  hoD.  Members  beoevoleiioe  thai  he 
allowed  hb  labourera  to  gather  the  crowiT 
neata  which  were  blown  fron  tbe  treea; 
and  what  does  all  this  aigae  ?  Why,  il 
argues  that  which  yoo  cannot  <laiy, 
namely,  that  the  agrienltnral  peasantry  of 
this  country  are  in  a  state  of  the  dcepeet 
suffering  at  this  moment,  and  that  if  then 
has  been  any  benefit  from  the  Com-lawa, 
they  at  least  have  not  derived  one  pnrtiele 
of  a  share  of  it.  I  now  come  to  the 
fanner,  and  I  ask  how  it  is  that  yon  who 
support  this  law  have  not  addneed  the 
case  of  the  fanner?  Are  there  no  farmenf 
friends  present  who  will  state  his  condi- 
tion ?  Yoo  know  that  his  capital  is  wasting 
away — that  he  cannot  employ  his  labonr- 
en — and  why?  Becanse  that  mooej  which 
should  go  to  pay  them  is  absorbed  in  jonr 
rents,  ["i^o,  no."]  Hon.  Gentlesaen 
opposite  cry  '*  No,  no,**  but  the  farmeti 
of  this  country  will  corroborate  me,  and 
that  you  well  know.  Does  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  for  Sussex  (Colonel 
Wyndham)  say  ''  No "  ?  If  ao,  I  leavn 
the  farmers  of  Sussex  to  say  whether  I  am 
ottering  the  troth  or  not.  [Colonel  Wfndm 
ham:    •' Go  to  Sussex." j     The  hon.  and 

rillant  Member  tells  me  to  go  to  Sosaas. 
mean  to  do  so,  and  perhapa  the  hon.  nnS 
gallant  Member  will  meet  me  there*  Now, 
I  want  to  ask  what  benefit  the  farmer  effv# 
derived  from  the  Corn-laws  ?  I  have  asked 
the  question  of  hundreds,  nay  thonaanda  of 
farmers,  and  as  I  am  now  in  the  piesenea 
of  landlords,  I  ask  it  of  yon.  I  aak  yon 
to  go  back  to  the  Corn-law  of  1815. 
What  was  the  object  of  the  Corn-law  of 
1815?  Why,  to  keep  np  the  price  of 
wheat  at  80s.  per  quarter.  Did  at  prodooa 
that  effect  ?  No,  for  in  1823,  seven  years 
afterwards  wheat  was  soU  aa  low  as  A29^ 
and  yet  yoor  agents  and  Yalnera  rained  to 
your  tenants  upon  the  ealculatioo  that  they 
wouU  get  80s.  per  quarter  for  their  wheat* 
You  eannot  deny  that?  And  whatwna 
the  consequence?  Why,  in  1823,  the 
farmers  were  ruined  by  hundreds,  and 
thousands.  One  newspaper  in  Norwieh 
contained  120  advertiaements  of  the  aab 
of  stock  in  one  day.  The  farmera  then 
came  to  ask  you  for  another  law.  Yon 
appointed  committees,  yon  went  throngh 
the  farce  of  inquiring  into  agricultural 
distress,  and  vou  paased  another  law,  that 
of  the  year  1828,  gi? ing  the  aliding-acale 
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protection  to  secure  them  Sis.  per  quarter 
tor  their  wheat ;  and  then,  again,  the  red- 
tape  men  went  about  lo  ralue  your  farms 
on  the  calculation  that  the  price  obtained 
would  be  64s,  Another  seven  years 
elapsed,  and  then  wheat  was  selling  at 
365.  Then  came  general  distress  again, 
and  an  application  for  a  fresh  committee. 
You  gave  them  another  act ;  and  I  now 
come  to  the  act  passed  in  1841  by  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  at  the  head  of  the  Go- 
vernment, and  now  the  farmers  are  again 
distressed,  and  blame  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet for  deceiving  them.  [**  No,  no"] 
They  do  blame,  and  they  are  justified  in 
blaming  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  and  I  will 
tell  you  why.  The  right  hon.  Baronet  in 
the  speech  in  which  he  proposed  that  law, 
said  that  he  intended  it  to  give  to  the 
farmer,  as  far  as  legislation  could  give  it, 
56s.  per  quarter  for  his  Corn.  Now,  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  will  remember  that  I 
cfdled  his  attention  at  the  time  to  that 
point.  I  saw  the  importance  of  it  then, 
and  I  see  it  now,  and  I  wish  the  House 
to  see  clearly  how  the  matter  stands.  The 
right  hon.  Baronet  said,  that  on  taking  a 
comprehensive  view  of  the  cost  of  produc- 
tion and  the  then  state  of  the  country,  he 
thought  if  he  could  secure  the  farmer  a 
price  not  rising  higher  than  58s,  nor  going 
lower  than  54^.,  that  these  were  about  the 
prices  the  farmer  ought  to  obtain.  It  is 
true,  that  afterwards,  in  the  course  of  the 
same  speech,  the  right  hon.  Baronet  said, 
that   no  legislation    could    secure    that 

Erice.  Now,  I  do  not  charge  the  ri^ht 
on.  Baronet  with  intending  to  deceive 
the  farmers,  I  do  not  attribute  motives  to 
the  right  hon.  Baronet ;  but  this  I  do  say, 
that  in  dealing  with  plain  and  simple  men, 
men  accustomed  to  straightforward  and 
intelUgible  language,  this  was  calculated, 
however  intended,  to  mislead  the  farmers 
in  their  calculations.  But  it  was  a  most 
convenient  thing  for  the  landlords  to  go 
to  the  tenant  with  a  promise  to  secure  him 
56s.  per  quarter  for  his  wheat ;  and  it  was 
very  convenient  for  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
to  say,  at  the  same  time,  that  though  the 
law  purports  to  give  you  56s,  per  quarter, 
still  I  have  not  the  power  to  secure  it  to 
you.  And  now,  what  is  the  price?  45s, 
or  46s,f  instead  of  56$.  The  right  hon. 
Baronet  distinctly  says  now,  he  never  in- 
tended to  maintain  the  price,  and  that  he 
could  not  maintain  it.  Now,  then,  I  ask, 
what  is  this  legislation  for  ?  1  ask  what 
it  oieaii»?*— wImI  k  has  meant  from  1815 


downwards?  I  will  not  say  what  the 
motives  of  its  promoters  have  been  3  but 
the  effect  has  been  one  continued  juggle 
played  off  upon  the  farmers,  enabling  the 
landlords  to  obtain  artificial  rents,  which, 
being  paid  out  of  the  farmer's  capital,  oc- 
casions loss  to  him,  while  the  landlords 
are  enabled  to  profit  by  it  owing  to  the 
competition  among  tenants  for  farms.  We 
will  not  separate  this  night  until  we  have 
a  perfect  understanding  of  what  you  do 
propose  to  do  for  the  farmer.  I  ask  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  opposite,  when  he  talks 
of  the  prices  which  the  farmers  should 
obtain,  whether  he  can  prevent  wheat 
from  falling  as  low  as  36s.?— whether  he 
can  ensure  it  from  falling  as  low  as  30s.  ? 
As  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  says  nothing, 
I  will  assume  that  this  House  cannot 
secure  to  the  farmer  a  price  of  even  30s. 
per  quarter.  Let  this  go  forth ;  let  there 
be,  if  you  please,  no  ambiguity  upon  the 
point — no  more  deception  ;  let  the  farmer 
perfectly  understand  that  his  prosperity 
depends  upon  that  of  his  customers — that 
the  insane  policy  of  this  House  has  been 
to  ruin  his  customers,  and  that  acts  of 
Parliament  to  keep  up  prices  are  mere 
frauds  to  put  rents  into  the  landlords* 
pockets,  and  enable  him  to  joggle  his 
tenants.  Now,  we  shall  soon  be  able  to 
dispose  of  some  other  sophistries  upon  the 
CornJaws.  Wc  are  told  that  the  Corn- 
laws  are  intended  to  compensate  certain 
parties  for  excessive  burthens.  That  is  to 
Sfty,  that  the  landowners,  who  have  had 
the  absolute  command  of  the  legislature 
of  the  country,  and  who,  to  a  late  period, 
did  not  permit  a  man  to  vote  unless  he 
swore  he  was  a  land-owner,  —  have 
been  such  disinterested  angels  (for  no 
human  beings  would  do  as  much)  as  to 
lay  excessive  burthens  upon  their  own^ 
shoulders ;  and  when  they  found  it  neces- 
sary to  re-adjust  taxation  and  relieve 
themselves,  they  do  it  by  passing  a  Corn- 
law,  and  then  come  forward  and  confess 
that  the  law  is  inoperative.  Now,  in  the 
first  place,  I  say  that  the  disinterestedness 
of  the  landlords  in  this  instance  surpasses 
all  human  perfection ;  it  is  perfectly  an- 
gelical. But,  unfortunately,  the  contrary 
to  the  proposition  of  excessive  burthens 
falling  on  land  is  so  notorious  that  to  say 
a  word  upon  the  subject  would  be  a  work 
of  supererogation.  Let  a  copy  of  the 
statutes  be  sent,  if  it  were  possible,  to 
another  planet^  without  one  word  of  com- 
ment, and  the  inhabitants  of  that  sphere 
02 
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pftMfHi  \vo  Umlliirfiii.'*  The  partiiiOi;  ot* 
jonr  !e^«iar.cn  ^d  ncccrioiis ;  hut,  if  54311 
hart  i^ecn  mail?  m  diainxenued.  la  it  ace 

(tir«iui,  rhat  jna  wnaid.  han^e  put  taxadoa 
fiurW  fipun  the  thcntddn  'sf  die  people, 
initfi?^  of  iohnticarta^  a  e{amaj  law, 
•itif*Ji  jen  ^dtnic  dce^  not  reimhurie  joa 

ac  lu  ^  3f."*w  we  f!f)me  to  another  tiew  ot 
thm  yutatun.  We  ha^e  the  eoafeMi'oiu 
4^  cne  r^f.  hdo.  Earniiet  the  Paymaster 
ftf  rio*  tcjreei^  :  *r  E,  KnarehhnU'i,  and 
of  '!m  .v;ii.  K/emher  (be  Wiluhtre^  ( Mr, 
f>tnefr,;  che  C4ie  to  the  «ifect  Lhat  the 
Cor:wiaw  ^?;es  Co  pa^  marriage  setrlemeati, 
aiui  Che  ether  chat  it  ^nes  to  pay  mort-  [  ^t  another  batfloTd  wiiee  he 


hold  his  Censnts  to  any  fbti'^wii  tftsf  hiri 
made  onder  dnmoHCaacea  whic& 
beea  altered,  and  that  if  disy- 
he  was  willing  chat  thcr  sfumiit  thrav  ap 
their  leaa»  and  remm  their  ftrms  ndn  Im 
hnncfiL  S<sw  what  dJaen  that  «HMiiiit  m? 
Why,  OBerely  thac  t&e  Conii4Bir 
the  rent!  It  meams  that  or 
althoue^  I  moat  sy  suck  a  spcaeb 
ferj  liole  eare  ftir  the  fimBer,  who  pcF> 
hape  a  dc2sa  jsan  aga  pni  i:haaul 
and  went  rnco  hn  Cam,  aad  is  bow 
when  probably  the  priea  of  hm 
hWen  40  per  cenC,  that  H  ht 
may  §M  otf,  lea^e  his  htm,  retm 
his  eooaexioa  with  the  soUe  f^tkm^ 


AM 


chi^  ihows«   then,  that  cf  the  G 
operarai  to  raoae  a  pra€t  at  aS,  it 
operates  ro  pot  that  prodt  into  the 
of  the  landlord.     Now  ifo 
thac  I  wiah  to  deprfwc  mm  of 


ga^jM*  J^c^w,  if  it  g^fie^  ro  pay  these,  bo  w 
^aa  it  pay  the  farmer?  And  if  ;oii  ean'r 
maore  tlut  operarioa  of  the  Uw,  if  afr»r 
yoa  bate  pa«ied  it  fon  are  cbii^^  to  eon- 
Ujui  that  jofi  caoaoc  io^nre  rs  operation, 

why^  then,  who  pays  the  dowries  and  the  f  wish  joo  to  have  yoor  reots ;  bat 
aettiements  ?  Why,  in  that  ease,  they  I  I  lay  i**,  doo't  eooie  here  to 
■iiHK  he  paid  ont  of  the  porhets  of  r&e !  by  Legisfatrte  enaetsents.  I 
farsKfi.  Too  ha^e  eoofessed  that  a  law  j  nay  luve  as  good  reots  withoot  a  d 
cannot  secare  prices,  bat  as  mortgages  ^  bw  as  with  if,  and  what  I  toy  is  dkii» 
aod  aettUaienrs  are  paid,  then  I  say  that !  whew  yoo  eooe  here  to  r»e  the  price  af 
yoo  hai^e  confessed  that  the  mooej  cookcs  |  com  onder  the  prcteoce  of  Mpvg  iho 
?rom  the  fanners,  aad  sorely  this  is  sofi- 1  fenoer  and  the  farm  iabooicr* 
cient  to  accoont  for  their  diatre^s.  I  coo-  »  reality  joo  are  ooty  goiig  to  Mp 
tend,  then,  that  if  this  law  creates  a  profit  i  lelves,  then,  I  «y,  yoo  aie 
at  allf  that  fto^t  passes  into  rent.  And  j  fairly  by  the  faroKr,  oor  yet  by  the 
thi«  proposition  rests  00  more  than  the  I  try  at  large;  and,  onod  ok,  tbii  is  joil 
admission  of  the  Paymaster  of  the  Forces, ,  the  position  in  which  yoo  stood  with  the 
or  of  the  bon.  Member  for  Wihiihire.  We  j  country.  Ton  hare  decemd  the  fwuii, 
hate  other  acknowledgmeou  of  the  fact  and.  feeling  that  yoo  have  dccaved  thca, 
coming  from  still  higher  aothorify.  .See  |  they  hare  a  right  to  ask,  howyoo  iotcod 
a  rran«a/;tion  of  Mr.  Gladstone,  of  Fasque,  t  to  benefit  them  ?->nay,  nwre,  they  hoie 
in  Kincardineshire,  of  which  I  hare  an  J  a  right  to  inqoire  into  yoor  reotalB,  and 
account  in  a  peper  m  my  pocket.  Mr.  *  find  oot  how  yoo  hofe  benefitted  yoor- 
f^ladscone  was  applied  to  to  redoce  his  |  seUes.  [**  0&,  ok  r]  Tea,  I  wkj  they 
rents,  and  he  wrires  a  tetter  to  his  ag^nt  h-  re  a  right  to  inqoire  into  yoor  reotalk 
felling  him,  an/I  his  confession  ii  worth  [Lamgkter.]  The  boo.  Member  lor  Soa> 
SAvnething,  as  coming  from  a  prodent  and 
s^jacioas  merchant,  telling  him  that  he 
did  not  lo<#k  at  th«  alreration  in  the  Corn- 
law  as  calrulal«d  U>  rf.duce  prices,  snd 
that  rons^qnenflj  he  did  r»ot  feel  himself 
U>nrid  to  reduce  his  rrnts«  Now  this  is  a 
rlear  admission  that  the  benefit  from  the 
law  ^rns  into  the  shape  of  r^nt.  But  this 
is  not  all !  Th^re  is  his  f«race  the  f^uke 
of  Richmond.  The  other  day  he  was 
fiaiting  his  tenants  in  Scotland,  dining 
with  them,  and  looking  oter  his  estates, 
and  in  one  of  his  speeches  he  told  them, 
whiUt  speaking  of  the  alteration  in  the 
Corn-law,  that  be  was  oot  lbs  man  to 


(Col.  Wyndbam)  laogbs,  aad  troly 
ft  would  be  laughable  eooogb  were  be 
to  come  to  me  to  inqoire  into  the  profits 
of  mj  bosiness;  bot,  tbeo,  be  shoold  re- 
member that  I  do  not  ask  for  a  low  io« 
enhance  the  profits  of  my  Imsineis.  He, 
on  the  contrary,  is  the  strenooos  sop- 
porter  of  ■  law  which,  in  its  efiect — what- 
eser  may  be  its  ioteotioo^ benefits  his 
own  class  and  no  other  class  wbateter. 
This  language,  I  dare  say,  is  new  to  the 
Hooae.  I  dare  sa?  it  is  strange  aod  oo* 
esi^ccf ed  in  this  place :  bot  it  a  the  lan- 
goage  I  am  accustooMd  to  one  00  this 
soliject  oot  of  doors,  aad  I  do  Ml 
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say  aoythiog  behJDd  yoar  backs  that  I  am 
not  prepared  to  say   before   your  faces. 
Aod  here  let  me  ask  what  progress  has 
been  made  in  rents?     Since  1793  rents 
in    this  country  have  doubled,     I   have 
returns  in  my  pocket  sent  in  by  the  clergy 
of  Scotland,  from  which  it  appears  that 
the  rental  of  that  country  has  increased 
in  the  same  time  three-fold.    [Hear.^    In 
England  rents  have  not  increased  to  that 
extent;  but  I  can   say  with  safety  that 
they  have  more    than   doubled;   [Hear, 
hear ;]  and  there  is  something  beyond  even 
this.    You  have  had  a  considerable  ad- 
vance in   rents   since  1828.     There  has 
been  a  great  rise  since  that  year.     I  hold 
in  my  band  a  return  of  the  rents  of  the 
corporation  lands  of  the  city  of  Lincoln 
since  1828.    I  see  the  hon.  Member  for 
Lincoln  (Colonel  Sibthorp)  in  his  place. 
Now>  I  have  a  return  of  the  property  of 
the  city  corporation,  it  is  nearly  all  agri- 
cultural property,   and  I  find  that   that 
rental  has  increased   50  per  cent,  since 
the  year  1829.     Now,  I  do  not  say  that 
the  whole  rental  of  the  kingdom  has  in- 
creased in  the  same  proportion,  but  I  do 
say  that  we  have  a  right  to  inquire  what 
is  the  increase  in  that  rental,     [Colonel 
Sibthorp.—**  But  I  won't  tell  you."]     The 
bon.  Member  for  Lincoln  says  he  won't 
tell  me ;  but  I  will  tell  him  that  nothing 
is  so  easy  as  to  learn  the  history  of  rents 
in  this   country,  for   there  is  scarcely  a 
village  in  England  in  which  there  is  not 
some  old  man  who  can  tell  what  was  the 
price  of  land  in  his  parish  through  many 
succeeding  years.     I  say  it  is  the  business 
of  the  farmer  and  the  poor  labourer  to 
'  know  the  progress  which  rents  have  made 
since  the  Corn-law  passed,   and  if  they 
find  that  whilst  in  the  one  case  they  are 
losing  all  their  capital,  and  in  the  other 
their  condition  is  deteriorating,  and  they  are 
obliged  to  put  up  with  a  potatoe  diet;  if  they 
find,  I  say,  that  whilst  this  has  been  going 
on,  rents  have  increased  and  are  increas- 
ing, then  I  contend,  they  will  have  a  proof 
that  this  law  was  passed  for  the  landlords, 
and  that  it  operates  for  their  benefit  and 
their  benefit  only.  I  know  that  this  is  a  sore 
subject ;  but  I  am  bound  to  make  it  known 
that  this  is  not  the  only  way  in  which  you 
have  profited  by  political  delusions.   I  will 
now  show  you  another  view  of  the  ques- 
tion.   You  have  made  the  Corn-law  the 
subject  of  political  outcry  in  the  counties. 
You  have  made  it  a  Church  and  State 
question,  and  at  the  samie  time  you  have 
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made  the  farmers  your  stepping-stones  to 
political  power.     And  for  what  has  this 
been  done  ?    I  will  take  the  last  general 
election.     At  the  last  election  the  '*  farm- 
ers' friends"  were  running  through  the 
country,  and  with  the  purest  and  most 
disinterested  intentions,  no  doubt,  were 
making  all  sorts  of  promises  to  the  agri- 
culturists.    <*  Well,"  said  the  hon.  Mem* 
her,  "  well  there  they  are."    There  they 
are,  some  of  them  sitting  on  the  Treasury 
Bench.     The  right  hon.  Baronet  at  the 
head  of  the  Government  (Sir  R.  Peel),  he 
made  a   speech   at  Tarn  worth   as  "  the 
farmers'  friend."    The  hon.  Member  for 
Essex  (Sir  John  Tyrell)  says  he  quoted  it 
repeatedly,  but  I  don't  think  he  quotes  it 
now.      As   for   the  right   hon.   Baronet, 
however,  with  all  his  ability,  and  with  his 
thirty  years*  Parliamentary  experience,  he 
might  probably  have  obtained  the  situa- 
tion he  now  holds  whatever  might  have 
been  the  circumstances  of  the  time.    The 
post  was  due  to  him,   perhaps,  for  his^ 
talents;  so  of  him  I  shall  say  no  more 
just  now.    But  there  is  another  right  hon. 
Baronet  very  near  him  ;  I  mean  the  Pay- 
roaster  of  the  Forces  (Sir  E.  Knatchbull). 
There  is  no  disturbing  force  in  him.    The 
right    hon.    Member    is    the    "  farmers' 
friend."    There  he  sits.     O  I  was  struck 
the  other  night  at  the  fervour  with  which 
the  hon.   Member  for  Wallingford  (Mr. 
Blackstone)  apostrophised  this  "  farmers* 
friend,"  when,   with  clasped  hands  and 
uplifted  eyes,  he  said,  '^O  if  the  Paymas- 
ter of  the  Forces  were  himself  again !     A 
few  years  back  he  would  not  have  treated 
the  farmer  so."  [Cries  of  **  Question."] 
Question!   ay,  it  is  not  a  very  pleasant 
one,  certainly  ;  but  it  is  the  question.     I 
don't  complain  of  the  Paymaster  of  the 
Forces ;  I  have  no  reason.     He  has  made 
a  speech  which  is  more  to  the  point,-which 
is  better  calculated  to  serve  the  cause  than 
anything  that  has  occurred  in  this  debate^ 
excepting,  perhaps,  his  own  explanation.   I 
don't  complain  of  him  ;  I  pass  on.    There 
is  a  noble  Duke  (Duke  of  Newcastle)  who 
is  a  *'  farmers'  friend,"  and  he  has  a  son 
(Lord  Lincoln)  in  the  woods  aod  forests. 
The  noble  Lord,  I  dare  say,  performs  his 
duty  efficiently ;  but  I  want  to  show  the 
farmers  of  England — of  whom  there  is  not 
one  genuine  specimen  in  this  House— 
who  they   are  who   profit  by  this  law. 
Well,  then,  there  is  a  noble  Duke  (Buck- 
ingham) who  is  the  "  farmers'  friend"  par  ^ 
excellence.    He  has  reached  ths  summit 
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of  rank  already.  He  has  oo  too  requir- 
ing; a  place  under  Goferninent.  But  one 
prize  be  had  not,  and  that  he  soon  ob- 
taioerl — I  mean  the  bine  ribband.  Nov, 
these  are  but  the  outward  and  fisible  aigns 
of  the  gains  of  this  triumph ;  but  whilst 
all  this  patronage,  and  all  these  honours 
hate  been  showered  on  the  "  farmers' 
friendsp''  what  hare  the  farmers  zot  thero- 
aelfes  ?  [Cries  of  **  Quett'wmJ'^  You  think 
this  is  not  the  question,  but  I  can 
tell  you  we  have  no  hope  of  the  sal- 
vation of   the  country   but   by  showing 

*  the  farmers  how  you  have  cajoled  them. 
You  taught  the  farmers  to  believe,  that  if 
they  elected  you,  their  "  friends'*  to  Par- 
liament, you  would  speedily  repay  them 
for  their  trouble.  They  allowed  them- 
selves to  be  driven  to  the  poll  by  their 
landlords  who  raised  this  cry;  they  be- 
lieved the  landlords  could  by  act  of  Par- 
liament keep  up  the  price  of  corn.  Will 
you  now  confess  that  you  cannot?  You 
have  confessed  by  your  silence  that  you 
cannot  guarantee  the  fanner  even  30s.  a 
quarter.  That  delusion  is  at  an  end.  How 
is  it  now,  that  the  farmers  cannot  carry 
on  their  business,  without  political  inter- 
meddling, like  other  people?  "  Throw  the 
land  out  of  cultivation**  by  removing  the 
Corn-law!  who  say  that?  The  worst 
farmers  in  the  country.  The  landlords, 
rather,  of  the  worst  farmed  land.  Who 
tell  us  that  the  land  will  not  be  thrown 
out  of  cuhivalion  ?  The  landlords  of  the 
l>est  farmed  land.  I  put  one  prophecy 
against  the  other.  (I  do  not  think  we  have 
anything   to   do    with    them).     Let   the 

'  question  be  decided  as  are  other  matters, 
by  com  (petition.  1  object  to  your  pre- 
leiices  for  keeping  up  the  price  of  corn. 
Those  who  are  most  rampant  for  protec- 
tion are  the  landlords,  I  repeat,  of  the 
worst  farmed  land,  the  Members  for  Wilts, 
Dorset,  Bucks,  Somersetshire,  and  Devon- 
shire— the  worst  farming  in  the  kingdom  ; 
and  why  is  it  so  ?  Not  kK^cause  the  tenants 
arc  inferior  to  those  elsewhere — English- 
men are  much  the  same  anywhere ;  but 
the  reason  is  there  are  political  landlords, 
— men  who  will  not  give  their  tenants  a 
ti'iiurc,  but  with  a  view  to  general  elections. 
[.Vo.]  You  say,  •'  No,"  but  I  will  prove 
It.  Go  into  the  country  yourselves,  and 
where  you  find  the  best  farmed  land,  there 
you  find  the  longest  leases.  The  Lothians, 
Northumberland,  Norfolk,  Lincoln.  [Co- 
lonel Sihthorif : ' '  No,no.*'J  What,  no  leases 
in  Lincolnshire?  [Colonel SblAorp:  '<  Not 


long  leases.*^  Exactly :  I  mentiODed  Lin- 
coln  last  at  being  oearer  south.     WoH, 
00  the  estites  of  the  Dake  of  Northn»- 
berlandy  for  example,  yoa  will  fiod  no 
long  leases,  and  the  worst  fanaing;  and 
you  will  find  with  loog  leaws  good  fcnsh 
ing  even  in  the  midst  of  btd — and  raee 
verstf.    Thia   is  unpalatable  of  covme. 
[**  It  is  not  /me.")    Hon.  Gentlemen  My 
It  is  not  true.    I  uk  them  if  they  expeet 
fanners  to  farm  well  witfaont  long  leaaea?^ 
Can  you  really  expect  tenants  to  lay  out 
capital    in  draining    and    improvements 
without  long  leases?  I  should  fM  iosahml 
if  any  body  offered  me  a  fim,  expecting 
me  to  lay  out  money  without  the  security 
of  a  lease.    What  is  the  langoage  of  the 
farmers  themselves  ?   Yon  must  not  trent 
them  now  as  if  they  believed  yon  **  the 
farmers'  friends.**    Did  yon  hear  the  peti- 
tion I  presented  from  Dorsetshire,  agreed 
to  at  a  meeting  of  3,000  fmrmen  end 
others,  and  signed  by  the  chaimiMiy  n 
landholder,  for  the  total  repeal  of  the 
Corn-laws?  This  conid  not  be  trented  ns 
a  farmer's  question.    We  will  have  K  pnt 
upon  a  proper  footing  from  this  very  night. 
llie  Corn-law,  if  it  does  anything,  raiatt 
rents.     I  do  not  come  here  to  tell  yon  it 
does  so.    1  do  not  think  you  nndeietnnd 
your  own  interests.     Bnt  I  know  Ma, 
that   you   inflict    the    grenteat    poasiUe 
amount  of  evil  upon  the  mannfeetnring 
and  mercantile  community,  and  do  no 
good  to  either  the  farmer,  or  the  farmei^a 
labourer.    It  may  be  a  very  uopnlataWe 
question ;  but  what,  I  ask,  are  the  terms 
which  you  wish  to  make  on  the  new  hiw 
with  your  tenants?  I  do  not  like  the  lan- 
guage I  have  heard  upon  the  subject  from 
landowners.    The  right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir 
R.  Ptt\)  said,  the  protection  had  been  re- 
duced;  but  I  have  heard  little  talk,  nt 
least  in  public,  about  reducing  rents.  How- 
ever, I  have  heard  a  great  deal  abowt  the 
farmers  *'  improving,  and  curtailing  their 
expenses.**    What  says  the  MemlMr  for 
Worcestershire  (Mr.  Bameby)  ? 

"  I  have  been  in  Yorkshire,  and  the  worst 
land  there  produces  as  much  as  the  best  in  ddi 
country." 

What,  again,  was  the  language  of  n 
noble  Earl  (Verolam)  at  St  Alban's  ? 

"  You  must  no  longer  sit  before  your  doors 
with  your  pipes  io  your  mouths,  and  drinking 
your  ale,  but  you  must  at  once  bestir  your- 
selves .** 

What  said  the  Member  for  Somenet- 
shire  (Mr.  Miles),  who  sometimee  np- 
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peari  here  id  the  chanurter  of  the  *^  farm- 
iners'  friend  V  that 

^  To  ScotlaDd  they  have  double  our  crops, 
and  that  this  mieht  be  secured  in  this  country 
by  improved  husDandry." 

Now,  this  is  not  fair  language  on  the 
part  of  landowners  to  farmers ;  for  if  pro- 
tection be  reduced,  the  farmers  have  a 
right  to  reduced  rents ;  and  if  not,  let  us 
hear  what  is  the  intention  of  the  Corn- 
law?  We  have  heard  a  great  deal  of 
ambiguity,  during  the  debate,  from  the 
right  hon.  Vice-President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  (Mr.  Gladstone),  but  we  have 
not  yet  heard  what  the  Corn-law  and  the 
tariff  have  done.  At  one  time  we  hear 
an  avowal  of  reduced  prices;  next  (like 
putting  forward  one  foot,  and  then  with- 
drawing it,  and  advancing  the  other  to 
erase  the  foot-trace)  we  hear  that  credit 
was  not  taken  for  that.  This  might  not 
be  intended,  but  it  certainly  is  calculated 
to  deceive  the  farmers.  But  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  said,  "  Whether  the  tariff 
has  reduced  prices  or  not,  prices  had  been 
reduced;  and  there  had  been  no  reason 
to  complain."  This  sort  of  ambiguity  is 
not  the  way  now  to  deal  with  the  farmers. 
Gentlemen  must  not  regard  this  as  a  battle 
between  the  farmers  and  the  manufac- 
turers. We  propose  to  make  good  friends 
with  the  farmers.  Yes ;  we  are  their  best 
friends,  their  only  friends,  their  best  cus- 
tomers, and  I  can  tell  you  this,  they  are 
beginning  to  be  sick  of  the  political  land- 
lords. There's  a  small  section  of  this 
House  now  setting  themselves  up  as  the 
real  farmers'  friends,  upon  the  ruins  of  the 
old  friend^ip ;  and  I  can  say  this,  that  so 
badly  have  they  been  treated,  that  they 
are  now  inclined  to  suspect  even  these  new 
friends ;  and  they  say,  *'  What  are  they 
after  ?  Don't  you  think  they  want  to  get 
up  a  party  ?  Ben't  they  wishing  to  make 
themselves  troublesome  to  the  Minister, 
that  he  may  fancy  it  worth  while  to  offer 
them  something  ?"  The  farmers  are  now 
disposed  to  distrust  every  body  who  pro- 
mises them  anything ;  and  the  reason  they 
are  ready  to  look  on  us  with  friendly  eyes 
is,  that  we  never  promised  them  anything. 
We  tell  them  distinctly  that  legislation 
can  do  nothing  for  them.  It  is  a  fraud. 
They  must  never  allow  bargaining  for 
leases  and  rents  to  be  mixed  up  with  po- 
litics. They  roust  deal  with  their  land- 
lords as  with  their  wheelwrights  and 
sadlers,  with  a  view  to  business  and  busi- 
ness alone.    I  am  fuUy  avate  that  I  have 


said  more  than  may  be  quite  agreeable  to 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite.  I  think  it  is 
but  fair  to  exculpate  ourselves  from  the 
imputations  that  have  been  cast  upon  ns 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Sir  R.  Peel) 
and  the  Vice-President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade,  that  we  are  seeking  for  a  monopoly 
for  ourselves,  as  well  as  to  deprive  others 
of  their  monopoly.  Now,  what  I  have  to 
say  is  this,  we  want  no  monopoly;  and 
this  I  know,  that  the  moment  I  go 
amongst  the  farmers,  and  say  we  are  for 
a  free  trade  in  coffee,  in  sugar,  in  manu- 
factures, in  everything,  then  the  farmers 
like  honest  and  just  men  as  they  are,  at 
once  exclaim,  '*  That  is  right,  that  is  fair  I" 
Now  I  only  say  this,  but  I  complain  of 
something  else.  There  was  a  singular 
evasion  of  the  question  by  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  (Sir  R.  Peel)  when  he  talked  of 
colonial  maufactures  and  colonial  produce, 
and  mixed  them  up  with  the  corn  ques- 
tion. Now,  what  we  want  is  a  free  trade  in 
everything.  Then  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man amalgamated  duties  for  the  purposes 
of  protection,  and  duties  for  the  purposes 
of  revenue ;  and  he  would  have  it  be- 
lieved that  we  could  not  carry  free  trade 
without  interfering  with  the  Custom- 
house duties.  Now,  we  do  not  want  to 
touch  her  Majesty  at  all  by  what  we  do. 
We  do  not  want  to  touch  duties  simply 
for  revenue;  but  we  want  to  prevent 
certain  parties  from  having  a  revenue 
which  is  of  benefit  to  themselves,  but  of 
advantage  to  none  else.  On  the  contrary, 
what  we  seek  for  is  the  improvement  of 
her  Majesty's  revenue.  What  we  wish  to 
gain  is  that  improvement.  We  say  that 
your  monopoly  gives  you  a  temporary 
advantage,  a  temporary,  not  a  perma- 
nent advantage,  and  that  you  thereby 
cripple  the  resouces  of  the  revenue. 
What  is  the  amount  of  all  these  protecting 
duties?  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  spoke 
of  the  Herculean  task  of  sweeping  away 
the  protecting  duties.  I  this  rooming 
went  through  the  whole  of  those  revenue 
returns,  and  how  much  do  you  think  they 
amounted  to  ?  To  two  millions  per  annum, 
and  this  included  the  timber  duties, 
and  every  other  article  to  which  you  for 
your  own  views  give  protection.  This  is  the 
entire  question.  What  is,  I  ask,  the  difli- 
culty  of  abolishing  protecting  duties  on  u 
manufactures?  How  much  do  they  pro- 
duce to  the  Customs  ?  Less  than  350,000/. 
a  year.  Then,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  spoken  of  the  cotton  trade.      How 


d99 


Abolitumo/ 


{COMMONS} 


the  Cam^Lam 


much  is  paid,  ibink  you,  for  the  protectioo 
of  cotton  goods?  By  the  last  returns, 
8,150/.  the  year.  There  is  no  difficulty 
in  a  Prime  Minister,  in  a  Minister  of  ca- 
pacious mind,  of  enlarged  views,  of  one 
whose  genius  leads  him  to  deal  with  some- 
thing better  than  caviare  and  other  trifling 
articles;  such  a  Minister  would,  I  say, 
find  no  difficulty  in  sweeping  away  the 
protecting  duties.  Then,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  spoke  of  subverting  the  whole 
of  our  colonial  system.  What  does  be 
mean  by  subverting  the  whole  of  our  co- 
lonial system  ?  We  do  profess  to  subvert 
the  colonial  monopolies.  It  is  true  that 
we  would  do  that ;  but  that  is  not  sub- 
verting the  colonial  system.  What  we 
would  do  must  bene6t  the  revenue  and 
not  injure.  The  equalization  of  the  duty 
on  sugar  would  increase  the  revenue,  as 
it  has  been  proved  by  Mr.  M'Gregor,  to 
an  amount  of  not  less  than  3,000,000/.  a 
year.    Take  away  ihe  monopoly  and  you 

*  bene6t  the  revenue.  You  might,  too,  do 
the  same  with  coffee.  You  might  increase 
the  revenue  to  the  amount  of  300,000/.  a 
year  by  the  equalization  of  the  duty  on 
coffee.  Would  it  be  an  injury  to  the  colo- 
nies that  you  left  them  to  all  the  enjoy- 
ments of  a  free  trade  ?  Wheie  is  the 
value  of  our  possessions  if  they  are  not 
able  to  supply  us  with  articles  as  cheap 
and  as  good  as  they  come  from  other 
countries?  Why  they  pay  us  the  same 
price  for  our  cottons  as  other  countries, 
and  no  more.  If  they  cannot  supply  us 
with  sugar,  surely  they  can  supply  us  with 
something  else.  There  can,  then,  be  no 
difficulty  in  the  way  of  the  Exchequer  of 
carrying  the  principle  of  free- trade.  I 
want  the  Anti  Corn-law  League  to  be 
known  as  the  Freu  Trade  League.  I 
know  that  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  think 
that  all  we  want  to  do  is  to  take  away  the 
corn  monopoly.  The  public  mind  is  urged 
on  by  us  agamst  that  key-stone  in  the 
arch  of  monopoly ;  but  I  can  tell  hon 
Gentlemen  opposite,  that  that  organiza- 

%  tion  never  will  be  dispersed  until  there  is 
a  total  abrogation  of  every  mono|>oly. 
There  has  been  a  great  deal  of  talk  of  free 
trade  being  theoretically,  and  in  the  ab- 
stract, right.  Does  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman know  what  that  would  lead  to  ?  If 
free  trade  be  theoretically  right — if  it  is 
as  old  as  truth  itself,  why  is  it  not  applic- 
able to  the  state  and  circumstances  of  this 
country  ?  What !  truth  not  apphcable  ; 
then  there  must  be  someibiDg  very  false 


in  your  system,  if  truth  cannol  harmoniw 
with  it.  Our  object  is  to  make  yon  ooo* 
form  to  truth,  by  making  you  diipeoae 
with  your  monopolies,  and  briogiog  yoor 
legislation  within  the  bounds  of  justice. 
I  thank  you  for  the  admission  that  we  hafa 
a  true  cause,  and  armed  with  the  troth  of 
that  cause  I  appeal  to  the  friends  of  ha* 
manity,  I  appeal  to  those  on  the  other 
side  who  profess  and  practise  benevoleoce, 
I  appeal  to  certain  Members  on  the  other 
side  of  the  House,  and  I  appeal  especially 
to  a  certain  noble  Lord  (Lord  Ashley),  and 
I  ask  him  can  he  carry  out  his  schemes  of 
benevolence  if  he  votes  for  any  restriction  « 
on  the  supply  of  the  people's  food.  If  he 
should  vote  against  the  present  moiioo«  I 
ask  him,  will  not  he  and  bis  friends  he 
viewed  with  suspicion  in  the  manufac- 
turing districts?  We  often  hear  a  great 
deal  about  charity,  but  what  have  we  to  do 
with  charity  ?  Yes,  I  say,  what  have  wo 
to  do  with  charity  in  this  House  ?  The 
people  ask  for  justice  and  not  charity^ 
We  are  bound  to  deal  out  justice ;  how 
can  charity  be  dealt  out  to  an  entire  na- 
tion ?  Where  a  nation  were  the  recipients 
it  were  difficult  to  imagine  who  could  be 
the  donors.  I,  therefore,  exhort  the  advo- 
cates of  religion,  the  advocates  of  educa* 
tion,  the  friends  of  moral  and  physieaf 
improvement,  to  reflect  upon  the  fotee 
which  they  are  about  to  give.  I  ask,  what 
will  the  country  say  if  such  Membera, 
patching  up  a  measure  of  detail,  are  found 
voting  in  the  approaching  division  against 
the  motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Wol- 
verhampton P  I  call  upon  them,  there- 
fore, to  separate  themselves  from  those 
j  with  whom  they  are  accustomed  to  act, 
I  unless  they  are  prepared  to  lose  all  the 
I  influence  which  they  have  laboured  so  hard 
to  acquire  in  the  manufacturing  districts. 
I  call  upon  them  to  support  the  present 
measure  if  they  hope  to  be  useful.  There 
are  7,000,000  or  8,000,000  of  people 
without  wheaten  bread.  If  the  people 
continue  to  descend  in  the  scale  of 
physical  comfort,  and  to  eat  potatoes, 
the  hope  of  moral  improvement  which  the 
friends  of  humanity  indulge,  must  be  al* 
together  disappointed.  The  right  hoo. 
Gentleman  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  said,  that  the  importation  of  600,000 
quarters  of  wheat  would  be  a  national  ca- 
lamity ;  but  how  otherwise  are  the  people 
to  be  supported?  The  Poor-law  com- 
missioners told  them  that  they  must  add 
a  county  w  large  as  Warwick  to  the  ter* 
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htorial  extent  of  the  coantry,  or  the  po- 
puUtioD  of  the  land  must  descend  to  a 
lower  scale  of  food.  They  will  go  on 
moltiplying,  no  scheme  has  yet  been  de- 
vised to  stop  that.  You  have  attempted  to 
bring  down  the  population  to  the  supply ; 
but  the  evil  which  you  sought  to  inflict 
upon  them  has  recoiled  upon  yourselves. 
I  have  now  a  word  to  say  to  the  noble 
Lord ,  the  Member  for  London.  The  noble 
Lord  will  not  vote  for  this  motion ,  he 
says  be  objects  to  the  repeal  of  the  Corn- 
lawSy  but  prefers  a  fixed  duty  to  the 
sliding-scale.  Now,  I  think  the  noble 
Lord  has  not  treated  the  great  party  on 
this  side  of  the  House,  nor  the  country, 
well,  in  not  stating  explicitly  the  grounds 
on  which  he  would  retain  any  portion  of 
this  obnoxious  law.  He  talked  of  the 
exclusive  burthens  to  which  he  said  the 
land  was  subject ;  but  he  did  not  specify 
those  burthens.  I  have  the  greatest  re- 
spect for  the  noble  Lord,  but  I  venture  to 
tell  him  that  I  think  it  is  due  to  his  own 
reputation,  and  to  the  party  which  ac- 
knowledges him  for  its  leader,  that  he 
should  distinctly  state  the  grounds  on 
which  he  advocates  the  imposition  of  a 
duty  on  the  importation  of  com*  As  far 
as  I  know  the  feeling  out  of  doors,  what- 
ever may  be  the  fate  of  the  motion,  how- 
ever small  the  numbers  in  its  favour  may 
be,  it  will  not  have  the  slightest  effect 
upon  the  progpress  of  public  opinion  on  the 
question.  The  League  will  go  on  as  they 
have  hitherto  done.  In  the  course  of  our 
agitation  we  may  probably  dissolve  Par- 
liaments and  destroy  Ministries,  but  still 
public  opinion  upon  the  subject  cannot  be 
checked  by  the  division,  whatever  it  may 
be,  and  if  there  be  any  force  in  truth  and 
justice  it  will  go  on  to  an  ultimate  and  not 
distant  triumph. 

Colonel  Sibthorp  spoke  amidst  cries  of 
**  Divide."  He  was  understood  to  say 
that  he  had  no  wish  to  waste  the  time  of 
the  House,  but  he  had  a  few  words  to  say 
in  reply  to  the  hon.  Member  who  bad  just 
sat  down.  The  hon.  Gentleman  had  re- 
ferred to  the  prices  paid  for  land  in  the 
county  of  Lincoln,  and  he  saw  by  a  local 
paper  that  the  hon.  Member  threatened 
to  pay  a  visit  to  the  city  which  he  had  the 
honour  to  represent*  He  could  assure  the 
hon.  Gentleman  that  he  had  better  make 
himself  much  better  acquainted  with  facts 
before  he  presumed  to  go  before  the  intelli- 
ge'^t  people  be  would  meet  there*  He  had 
the  good  fortune  to  possess  property  in  five 

diffeieot  coantiePi  and  he  cQola  «mre  the 


hon.  Gentleman  that  not  one  of  his  tenants 
held  a  farm  upon  any  lease  whatever,  and 
never  would ;  and  he  could  further  tell  the 
hon.  Gentleman  that  some  of  his  tenants 
held  the  same  land  which  had  been  cultivated 
by  their  great  grandfathers,  and  it  had  al- 
ways been  held  from  year  to  year ;  and  he 
could  further  assure  him,  that  the  whole 
of  the  tenants  in  the  whole  of  the  five 
counties  collectively  did  not  owe  him  50/* 
The  boo.  Member  might  attempt  to  dis- 
seminate his  poison  among  them,  but  he 
would  find  it  a  failure.  The  agitation  was 
not  carried  on  out  of  any  kind  feeling  for 
any  class,  but  rather  to  gratify  the  am- 
bition of  a  few,  and  to  lead  to  their  owa 
aggrandizement.  Many  of  the  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite  had  sprung  from  nothing. 
What  were  they  now  giving  in  wages? 
What  did  they  do  for  the  benefit  of  their 
workmen  ?  The  farmer  was  happy  if  he  was 
let  alone.  He  would  do  more  than  many  of 
the  manufacturers,  for  he  would  contribute 
fairly  to  the  exigencies  of  the  state — he 
would  revere  his  Sovereign,  respect  the 
laws,  and  maintain  the  intimate  connexion 
between  Church  and  State.  Hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite  and  those  who  abetted 
them  were  filled  with  folly  and  humbug. 
They  knew  nothing  of  what  they  were 
eternally  talking  of,  and  the  citizens  be 
had  the  honour  to  represent  were  too 
cautious  to  be  deceived  by  the  machi- 
nations, fraud,  deceit,  and  humbue  of 
the  hon*  Member,  or  any  of  his  clique. 
[Cries  o/"  Divide:'] 

Mr.  M.  Gibson  would  not  occupy  the 
time  of  the  House  for  more  than  a  few 
moments.  His  object  in  rising  was  to 
express  the  earnest  wish  of  his  constituents 
at  Manchester,  the  metropolis  of  the  manu- 
facturing district,  that  rarliament  would 
agree  to  abolish  the  system  of  protection^ 
both  as  regarded  manufactures  and  agricul- 
ture. He  could  make  every  allowance  for 
the  right  lum.  Baronet  at  the  head  of  the 
Government  declining  to  carry  into  prao- 
tice  the  free-trade  principles  which  he  had 
professed*  If  he  wanted  any  excuse  for  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  be  should  find  it  in  what 
had  occurred  that  night.  Wbo  could  blame 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  for  not  carrying  out 
free-trade  principles  when  the  great  com*i 
mercial  town  of  Iiiverpool  returned  to  that 
Hotise  a  representative  professing  such 
anti-commercial  sentiments  as  the  hon.  and 
gallant  General  (Sir  H.  Douglas)  ?  Thoee 
sentiments  struck  at  the  very  root  of  in- 
dustry. He>  however,  oould  toll  the  hoil. 
and  mliant  Mennber^  that  A  ititMnt^  in 
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favour  of  free-trade  was  sprioffiog  up  in 
Liverpool ;  some  even  of  tne  old  freemen 
had  passed  resolutions  in  &vour  of  free* 
trade ;  and  42^000  inhabitants  of  the  town 
had  signed  a  petition  to  the  same  effect. 
The  bon.  and  gallant  Member's  speech  was 
one  of  the  most  anti-commercial  he  had 
ever  heard.  An  hon.  Member  of  that  side 
of  the  House  had  been  blamed  for  stating 
that  the  Vice-President  pf  the  Board  of 
Trade  had  compared  the  landowners  to 
sinecurist  s;  but  there  was  nothing  new  in 
the  comparison,  for  the  Times  paper  had 
made  it  before.  The  T^mes  stated,  that 
the  Corn-law  extended  the  pension-list  to 
the  whole  of  the  landed  aristocracy.  There 
was  this  difference  between  the  two  classes, 
however,  it  was  known  that  the  sinecurist 
got  and  enjoyed  his  money,  but  whilst  the 
Com -law  worked  incalculable  mischief  to 
commerce  it  was  by  no  means  certain  that 
it  benefitted  the  landowner  or  the  farmer, 
in  a  correspondiuff  degree.  As  to  the 
analogy  between  tne  vested  interests  of 
sinecnrists  and  those  of  landowners,  the 
former  class  appeared  to  occupy  the  most 
satisfactory  position.  There  was  this  point 
in  fiivotir  of  the  sinecurists,  that  Parlia- 
ment conferred  the  sinecures  on  them, 
while  the  landlords  conferred  their  vested 
interests  on  themselres  under  the  loud  and 
energetic  protest  of  the  commercial  and 
manufacturing  classes  of  the  community. 
It  was  not  given  by  the  free  Toioe  of 
the  country.  The  commercial  and  manu- 
ftu^turing  classes  were  not  then  repre- 
sented in  this  House,  and  the  vested 
interest  established  by  the  landlords  in 
their  own  favour  was  without  the  consent 
of  the  rest  of  the  community*  The 
walls  of  that  House  were  surrounded  by 
artillery  to  keep  the  people  in  died:,  who 
surrounded  the  House  to  prevent  it  from 
passing  the  Corn-law.  It  was  said  that 
the  manufiKturers  wished  to  abolish  the 
protection  of  others  and  preserve  protection 
for  themselves.  The  rignthon^  Gentleman 
the  Vice-President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
had  stated  that  some  manufacturers  had 
been  with  him,  and  had  objected  to  a  re- 
duction of  duties  on  their  own  commo- 
dities :  those  were  not  manufacturtrt 
belon^ng  to  the  free-trade  partv.  llie 
question  was,  what  the  fireo-tracle  puty 
were  ready  and  willing  to  grant  as  well  as 
to  ask  ?  and  they  were  doiroas  that  all 

Jrotection  should  be  removed  from  manu-  ' 
kctures  as  well  as  from  agriculture.  What ' 
had  the  manobctnrers  done  when  Mr.  I 
Huskisson  brooght  forwaid  his  resolutions  ] 
laaSCnrihtndttclMiitfdatwf  Iliqr 


hailed  his  propositions  with  approbatioB. 
They  hailea  his  pcopottls  like  enlighteaad 
men,  and  passed  resolutions  approving  of 
his  conduct,  though  his  retdutiona  aftctod 
this  produce,  but  they  said  at  the  same 
time  that  the  Legislature  ought  to  give 
them  freer  access  to  the  com  markets  of 
the  world  It  ought,  they  said,  at  the 
same  time,  to  reduce  the  duties  on  com, 
and  not  confine  the  reduction  to  manu- 
fiu;tured  articles.  That,  then,  was  not  a 
new  doctrine  of  theirs.  It  was  not  just 
therefore^  to  say  that  the  manufacturing 
classes  wished  to  withdraw  protection  from 
the  agricultural  classes  and  retain  it  for 
themselves*  He  must  appeal,  before  he 
sat  down,  to  the  hon.  Member  for  Oxford 
against  one  argument  of  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  The  right  hon.  Baronet  said 
that  the  land  supported  the  Churdb,  and 
therefore  the  lanalords  were  entitled  to  a 
duty  on  com.  He  appealed  to  the  hon. 
Baronet  who  represented  Oxford  whe- 
ther this  was  dealing  fairly  with  the 
Church.  It  was  throwing  on  the  Chnrdi 
the  odium  of  maintaining  the  Corn-law. 
He  said  that  was  not  £ir  towards  the 
Church.  Did  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
mean  to  say  that  if  the  Church  did  not 
exist,  the  Church  property  would  bdoog 
to  the  landlords?  If  that  were  not  the 
case,  how  could  he  allege  in  argument 
that  the  com  duties  were  necessary  on 
account  of  the  land  supporting  the  Church? 
He  agreed  with  the  hon.  Member  for  Bir- 
mingham, in  his  view  of  the  rerival  of 
oommerdal  prosperity.  He  believed  that 
it  was  mainly  founded  on  speculation,  and 
was  not  to  be  relied  on.  He  was  siraid  it 
would  not  turn  out  to  be  a  permanent  im- 
provement. But  whether  there  were  pros- 
perity or  distress  in  the  country,  he  smd 
that  the  Legislature  had  no  right  to  inter* 
fere  with  the  com  trade.  He  placed  the 
question  on  the  right  of  every  me  dtisen 
to  employ  his  industry  as  he  cbose»  unkas 
it  could  be  shown  that  some  great  para- 
mount public  advantage  was  to  be  obtained 
by  restricting  it     [Cncv  ^"  Diwide."} 

Mr.  ViUiert  in  reply,  stated,  that  he  was 
glad  that  he  had  brought  on  the  discussion 
and  that  it  bad  lasted  so  long.  The  qoea- 
tion  was  exdting  an  increasing  interest  in 
the  pobliCy  and  an  increasing  portion  of 
the  community  was  looking  to  that  House, 
to  see  what  defence  could  be  offered  for 
the  Cora-law.  The  Gentlemen  opposite 
were  assailed  in  very  strong  terms— and 
their  own  organs  reproached  them  with  not 
aoDibilating  their  oppooents.    The  world 
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was  done;  but  he  believed  th6  organs  of 
the  landed  Interest  would  not  be  satisfied. 
Three  Cabinet  Ministers,  indeed,  had 
spoken,  which  was  one  more  than  spoke 
on  a  former  debate,  but  they  had  not 
made  out  anything  like  a  case.  Some 
person  said  why  did  h6  interrupt  the  pub- 
lic business  with  such  a  motion  and  such 
a  debate*  He  knew  of  no  public  business 
of  equal  importance  to  the  Corn-law.  It 
affected  the  commerce  and  revenue  of  the 
country,  and  even  the  life  of  the  people. 
The  Right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  R.  Peel)  bad 
started  an  objection  to  his  motion,  which 
rather  astonished  him.  The  right  hon. 
Baronet  had  said  that  he  should  have  come 
forward  with  a  motion  for  the  repeal  of 
all  the  protecting  duties.  Now,  he  had 
never  advocated  any  protecting  duties; 
on  the  contrary,  he  had  always  argued 
in  favour  of  their  complete  abolition 
What  was  the  opinion  of  Mr.  D.  Hune-^ 
whose  evidence  was  looked  to  with  so  much 
respect  by  the  country,  and  whose  death 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  himself  regretted. 
That  gentleman  when  examined  before  the 
Import  Duties  Committee,  gave  it  as  his 
opinion  that  all  protective  duties  were  bad 
that  they  could  only  exist  with  danger  to 
the  revenue,  with  Injury  to  the  publio>  and 
that  they  ought  all  lo  be  abolished.  The 
right  hon.  Baronet  said  that  he  could  not 
repeal  the  Corn-laws  without  at  the  same 
time  repealing  all  other  protecting  duties  ; 
but  the  right  hon.  Baronet  had  answered 
himself,  for  he  had  said  that  corn  oueht 
to  be  distinguished  from  other  artides. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Vice-Pre- 
sident of  the  Board  of  Trade  was  io  favour 
of  free  trade — free  trade  in  the  abstract. 
But  he  would  show  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man  that  he  was  in  favour  of  tree  trade  in 
the  concrete,  and  that  he  expected  every 
advantage  from  iU  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman professed  to  wish  to  give  the  people 
employment,  and  yet  be  refused  to  adopt 
those  very  means  by  which  he  admitted 
employment  could  be  given.  The  right 
hon.  the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
(he  believed  he  might  now  call  him  so)* 
had  admitted  that  if  an  increased  importa- 
tion of  com  were  to  take  place,  such  com 
must  be  paid  for  by  the  exportation  of 
British  goods-— and  that  it  was  taking  a 
false  view  of  th0  interests  of  British  agri- 

*  Mr.  Gladstone  on  the  death  of  Loid  Fitz- 
gerald had  knt  been  appointod  Prtsidenc  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  with  a  seat  in  the  CahiMt* 


culture,  to  consider  tlie  com  thus  intro- 
duced by  importation  as  a  displacement 
of  British  industry,  that  it  would  rather 
tend  to  raise  than  to  lower  wages,  and 
would  enable  the  peo[^  to  become 
consumers  of  the  produce  to  a  larger 
amount.  Such  was  the  language  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman ;  and  now  when  the 
people  were  wanting  employment-— when 
there  was  a  deficiency  in  the  revenue, 
arising  from  diminbhed  power  of  cos- 
sumption,  the  Ministers  Tsfuaed  to  adopt 
measures  to  give  the  people  that  employ- 
ment, or  to  increase  their  powers  of  con- 
sumption. Was  this  not  unreasonable? 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  also  said 
that  it  would  be  imbecility  on  the  part 
of  the  Government  to  repeal  a  law  passetl 
only  last  year;  but  he  thought  that 
there  would  be  no  more  imbecility  in 
repealing  the  present  Corn-law  than 
in  repealing  the  old  law  last  year,  con- 
sidering that  they  came  into  office  on 
a  promise  to  maintain  the  Corn-laws. 
The  right  hon.  Baronet  had  said  that  those 
who  proposed  a  repeal  of  the  Corn-laws 
would  not  do  so  if  they  were  responsible 
for  the  direction  of  the  public  interests. 
He  would  not  shrink  firom  the  conse- 
quences of  carrying  out  the  repeal  of  tlie 
Corn-laws,  and  of  all  other  protective 
duties.  The  right  hon.  Baronet  stated  as 
a  reason  for  maintaining  this  law  that  St 
was  a  compensation  to  the  landowners 
for  the  burtnen  imposed  on  them  by  the 
malt-tax.  But  if  the  Corn-laws  weie 
maintained  lo  indemnify  the  landowners 
for  the  maU*tax,  who  was  to  indemnify  the 
community  for  the  double  burthen  of  the 
malt-tax  and  the  bread-tax  ?  The  works 
of  Mr.  Rioaido  and  of  Mr.  M'Culloch  had 
been  quoted  as  authority,  on  the  subject 
of  tithes  being  a  burthen  on  the  land,  but 
it  should  be  recollected  that  Mr.  Ricardo 
had  spdcen  of  tithes  as  they  existed  twenty 
years  ago,  and  had  stated  that  if  tithes 
were  eoesmoted;  there  would  be  no  claim 
on  that  score  on  the  part  of  the  land- 
owners ;  and  in  that  very  last  work  that 
he  had  published  just  before  his  death,  he 
had  staled  that  there  would  be  no  hope 
for  the  farmer  until  they  had  a  free  trade 
in  corn.  Mr.  M*Culloch  had  said  that 
if  the  Coro4aws  were  totally  repealed,  it 
would  be  no  nnury  to  the  landed  interest, 
and  of  great  benefit  to  the  community. 
His  argument  that  the  Com-laws  were  as 
injurious    to  agriculture    as    they  were 
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He  hid  quoted  aothorities  on  the  subject 
-*he  quoted  the  opinioos  of  many  practical 
farmen  in  support  of  his  arg;ument*     Let 
those  who  contended  that  the  repeal  of  the 
Corn-laws  would  be  injurious  to  the  landed 
interest  look  at  those  who  support  them. 
The  hon*    Member    for    the  county  of 
Waterford,  who  seconded  his  motion,  was 
the  representatire  of  a  purely  agricultural 
constituency!  and  he  was  supported  by  the 
hon.  Members  for  the  agricultural  counties 
of  Cork  and  Kerry,  the  hon.  Member  for 
Somerset  too,  (one  of  the  oldest  and  most 
consistent  Members  of  that  House),  and 
some  hon.  Members  from  Scotland  con- , 
neeted  with  some  of  the  largest  landed 
properties  in  that  country.     In  fact,  all 
that  were  noble,  generous,  and  really  dig- 
nified in  the  aristocracy,  were  in  favour  of 
the  abolition  of  the  Corn-laws,  and  all ; 
that  were  ignorant,  insolent,  and  bank-  ^ 
rupt,  were  for  their  continuance.     Erery-  j 
thing  had  been  done  to  throw  discredit  on  \ 
the  exertions  of  the  Corn-law  repealers. 
It  should  be  recollected  that  there  were  in 
this  country  1,400,000  paupers,  and  pau- 
perism was    increasing    at  the    rate  of 
100,000  yearly. 

The  House  divided— Ayes  125;  Noes 
381 ;  Majority  266. 


Lisiqf 

Aglionby,  H.  A. 
Aldam,  W. 
Banoerman,  A. 
Barnard,  £.  G. 
Berkeley,  hon.  C. 
Berkeley,  hon.  Capt. 
Berkeley,  hon.  H.  F. 
Blewitt,  R.  J. 
Bownng,  Dr. 
Brothertoo,  J. 
Browne,  hon.  W. 
Boiler,  C. 
Bailer,  £. 
Botfeild,  W. 
Bfog,  rt.  boo.  G.  S. 
Chapman,  B. 
Christie,  W.  D. 
Chre,  £.  B. 
Cobden,  R. 
Collett,  J. 
Collins,  W. 
Corbally,  E. 
Craig,  W.  O. 
Crawford,  W.  S. 
Currie,  R. 
Dalmeny,  Lord 
Dashwood,  G.  H. 
Dennistoun,J. 
D'Ryooourt,  right  hon. 

C.T. 
Duncaoi  Visct. 


the  Ates. 

Dancan,  G. 
Duncooibe,  T. 
Dundas,  Adm. 
Ellice,  rt.  hon.  E. 
EUice,  E. 
Ellis,  W. 

Elphinstooe,  H. 
Ewart,  W. 
Fielden,  J. 
Ferguson,  CoU 
Fiuroy,  Lord  C. 
Fleetwood,  Sir  P.  H. 
Forster,  M. 
Fox,  C.  R. 
Gibson,  T.  M. 
Gisbome,  T. 
Grey,  rt.  hon.  Sir  G» 
Urosrenor,  Lord  R. 
Hall,  Sir  B. 
Ha>tie,  A. 
Hawes,  B. 
Hay,  Sir  A.  L. 
Hayter,  W.  O. 
Heron,  Sir  R. 
Hindley,  C. 
HoUond,  R. 
Honman,  £• 
Howicky  Visct 
Hume,  J. 
Jenris,  J. 

JohasoPbOtm 


Johnston,  A. 
Langstoo,  J.  H. 
Langton,  W.  G. 
Layard,  Capt. 
Leader,  J.  T. 
Lord  Mayor  of  Lon- 
don 
Macaolay,  rt.  hn.T.B. 
Marjorifaanks,  S. 
Marshall,  W. 
Marsland,  H. 
Martin,  J. 
Maule,  rt.  hon.  F. 
Morison,  Gen. 
Muntz,  G.  F. 
Napier,  Sir  C. 
Cfirien,  J. 
O'Connell,  M.J. 
Ord,  W. 
Oswald,  J. 
Parker,  J. 
Pechell,  Capt. 
PhiUps,  G.  R. 
Philips,  M. 
PhiUpotts,  J. 
Plumridge,  Capt. 
Ponsonby,  hn«  C.  F. 
Ponsonby,  hn.  J*  G. 
Protheroe,  E. 
Polsford,  R. 
Ramsbottom,  J. 
Ricardo,  J.  L. 
Rice,  £.  R. 
Roche^  Sir  D. 


Roebuck,  J.  A* 
RosSyD.  R. 
Rossell,  Lord  £. 
Scholefieldy  J. 
Scott,  R. 
Scrope,  G.  P. 
Seale,  Sir  J.  H. 
Smith,  B. 

Smith,  rt.  hon.  R.  V. 
SUndish,  C. 
SunsfieM,  W.  R.  C. 
Stanton,  W.  H. 
Stewart,  P. 
Stnart,Lord  J. 
Strickland,  Sir  G. 
Strutt,  £. 
Tancred,  H.  W. 
Thomeley,  T* 
Towoeley,  J. 
Trelawny,  J.  S. 
Tufnell,  H. 
Turner,  E. 
Vivian,  J.  H. 
Wakley,  T. 
Walker,  R. 
Ward,  H.  G. 
WawD,  J.  T. 
WUliams,  W. 
Wood,B. 
Wood.  G.  W. 
Yorke,  H.  R. 


Stuart,  V. 
VUIiers,  C. 


Liiio/the  Noes. 


Ackers,  J. 
Acland,  Sir  T.  D. 
Acland,  T.  D. 
AX^oit,  Capt. 
ActoD,  Col. 
Adare,  Visct. 
Adderiy,  C.  B. 
Alexander,  A. 
Alford,  Visct. 
AUix,  J.  P. 
Antrobus,  B. 
Arbuthnot,  hon.  H. 
Archbold,  R. 
Archdall,  Cant  M. 
Arkwright,  Gr. 
Arundel  and  Surrey, 

Eariof 
Ashley,  Lord 
Astell,  W. 
Attwood,  M. 
Bagot,  hon.  W. 
Bailey,  J. 
Bailey,  J.  ion. 
BaUlie,  Col. 
BaUlie,  H.  J. 
Baldwin,  B. 
Balfonr,  J.  M. 
Bankes,  G. 
Baring,  hon.  W.  B. 
Banns,  rt.  hn.  F.  T. 


Bairington,  Viset. 
BaskenrUle,  T.  B. 
Bateson,R. 
Bell,  M. 
Bell,  J. 
Benett,  J. 
Bentinck,  Lord  O. 
fieresford.  Ma/or 
Bernard,  Visct. 
Blackburne,  J.  I. 
Blackstone,  W.  S. 
Blakeniore,  R. 
Bodkio,  W.  H. 
Bodkin,  J.  J. 
Boideio,  U.  G. 
Borthwick,  P. 
Botfiekl,  B. 
Bowes,  J. 
Boyd,  J. 
Bradshaw,  J. 
BramstOD,  T.  W. 
Broadley,  H. 
Broadwood,  H. 
Brooke,  Sir  A.  B. 
Brownrigg^  J.  S. 
Bruce,  Lofd  £. 
Bruce,  C  L.  C 
Buck,  L.  W. 
Boiler,  Sir  J.  Y. 
Banbury,  T. 
Aiii«Ul,8irC.lf* 
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Burroughes,  H.  N. 

Campbell,  Sir  H. 

Cardwell,  £. 

Cartwright,  W.  R. 

Castlereaghy  Visct. 

CaveDdish,  hon.  C.  C. 

Cavendishy  hon.  G.  H. 

Cayley,  E.  S. 

Chapman,  A. 

Charteris,  hon.  F. 

Chelsea,  Visct. 

Chetwode,  Sir  J. 

Childers,  J.  W. 

Cholmondeley,  hn.  H. 

Christopher,  R.  A. 

Chute,  W.  L.  W. 

Clayton,  R.  R. 

Clerk,  Sir  G. 

Clive,  Visct. 

Clive,  hon.  R.  H. 

Cochrane,  A. 

Codrington,  Sir  W. 

Colbome,  hn.  W.N.R. 

Collett,  W.  R. 

Colquhoon,  J.  C. 

Colvile,  G.  R. 

Comptoo,  H.  C. 

Connolly,  Col. 

Coote,  Sir  C.  H. 

Copeland,  Aid. 

Corry,  rt.  hon.  H. 

Courtenay,  Lord 

Cresswell,  B. 

Cripps,  W. 

Curteis,  H*  B. 
Dalryrople,  Capt, 
Darner,  hon.  Col. 
Darby,  G. 
Davies,  D.  A.  S. 
Dawnay,  hon.  W.  H. 
Dawson,  hon.  T.  V. 
Denison,  E.  B. 
Dick,  Q. 
Dickinson,  F.  H. 
Disraeli,  B. 
Douglas,  Sir  H. 
Douglas,  Sir  C.  £. 
Douglas,  J.  D,  S. 
Douro,  Marq.  of 
Dowdeswell,  W. 
Drax,J.S.  W,S.  E. 
Drummond,  H.  H. 
Duff,  J. 
Duffield,  T. 
Dugdale,  W.  S. 
Duncombe,  hon.  A. 
Duncombe,  hon.  O. 
Dunganooo,  Visct. 
Du  Pre,  C.  G. 
East,  J.  B. 
Eastnor,  Visct. 
Eaton,  R.  J. 
Ebriogton,  Visct. 
Egerton,  W.  T. 
Egerton,  Sir  P. 
Eliot,  Lord 
^mlyn,  Visct. 


Escott,  B. 

Esmonde,  Sir  T. 

Estcourt,  T.  G.  B. 

Farnharo,  £•  B. 

Feildcn,  W, 

Fellowes,  £• 

Ferguson,  Sir  R.  A. 

Ferrand,  W.  B, 

Filmer,  Sir  E* 

Fitzroaurice,  hon.  W. 

Fitzroy,  hon.  H. 

Flower,  Sir  J. 

FoUett,  Sir  W.  W, 

FfoUiott,  J. 

Forbes,  W. 

Forester,  hn.  G.  C.  W. 

Fox,  S.  L. 

French,  F. 

Fuller,  A.  E. 

Gaskell,  J.  Milnes 

Gill,  T. 

Glad8tone,rt.hn.W.E. 

Gladstone,  Capt. 

Glynne,  Sir  S.  R. 

Gordon,  hon.  Capt. 

Gore,  M.O. 
Gore,  W. 
Gore,  W.  R.  O. 
Goring,  C. 
Goulburn,  rt.  hon.  H. 
Graham,  rt.  hn.  Sir  J. 
Granby,  Marquess  of 

Greene,  T. 

Gregory,  W.  H. 
Grimston,  Visct. 
Grogan,  E. 
Hale,  R«  B. 
Halford,  H. 
Hallyburton,  Lord  G. 
Hamilton,  J.  H. 
Hamilton,  G.  A. 
Hamilton,  W.  J. 
Hamilton,  Lord  C. 
Hampden,  R. 
Hanmer,  Sir  J. 
Harcourt,  G.  G. 
Hardinge,  rt.  hn.  SirH. 
Hardy,  J. 
Hatton,  Capt.  V. 
Hayes,  Sir  £. 
Heathcote,  G.  J. 
Heathcote,  Sir  W. 
Heneage,  G.  H.  W. 
Heneage,  E. 
Henley,  J.  W. 
Henniker,  Lord 
Hepburn,  Sir  T.  B. 
Herbert,  hon.  S. 
Henrey,  Lord  A. 
Hillsborough,  Earl  of 
Hinde,  J.  H. 
Hodgson,  F. 
Hodgson,  R. 
Hogg,  J.  W. 
Holmes,  hn.  W.  A'C. 
Hope,  hon.  C. 
Hope,  A. 


Hope,  G.  W. 

Hornby,  J. 

Hoskins,  K. 

Houldsworth,  T. 

Howard,  Lord 

Howard,  P.  H. 

Howard,  W.  B. 

Hussey,  A. 

Hussey,  T. 

Ingestre,  Visct, 

loglis.  Sir  R.  H. 

Irving,  J. 

James,  Sir  W.  C. 

Jerroyn,  Earl 

Jocelyn,  Visct. 

Johnstone,  Sir  J. 

Jolliffe,  Sir  W.  G.  H. 

Jones,  Capt. 

Kelbume,  Visct. 

Kelly,  F.  R. 

Kemble,  H. 

Ker,  D.  S. 

Kerrison,  Sir  E. 

Kirk,  P. 

Knatchbull,rt.hn.SirE. 

Knight,  H.  G. 

Knight,  F.  W. 

Knightley,  Sir  C. 

Labouchere,  rt.  hn.  H. 

Lawson,  A. 

Lefroy,  A. 

Legh,  G.  C. 

Leicester,  Earl  of 

Lemon,  Sir  C. 

Lennox,  Lord  A. 
Leslie,  C.  P. 

Liddell,  hon.  H.  T. 
Lincoln,  Eari  of 
Dndsay,  H.  H. 
Lockhart,  W. 
Long,  W. 
Lopes,  Sir  R. 
Lowther,  J.  H. 
Lowther,  hon.  Col. 
Lyall,  G. 
Lygon*  l>on.  Gen. 
Mackenzie,  T. 
Mackenzie,  W.  F. 
Maclean,  D. 
McGeachy,  F.  A. 
McTaggart,  Sir  J. 
Maher,  V. 
Mahon,  Visct. 
Mainwaring,  T. 
Mangles,  R.  D. 
Manners,  Lord  C.  S. 
Manners,  Lord  J. 
March,  Earl  of 
Marsham,  Visct. 
Martin,  C.  W. 
Marton,  G. 
Master,  T.  W.  C. 
Masterman,  J. 
Maunsell,  T.  P. 
Maxwell,  hon.  J.  P. 
Meynell,  Capt. 
Mildroay,  H.  St.  J. 


Miles,  P.  W.  S. 
Miles,  W. 

Milnes,  R.  M. 

Mordaunt,  Sir  J. 

Morgfan,  O. 

Mundy,  £.  M. 

Murray,  C.  R.  S. 

Neeld,  J. 

Neeld,  J. 

Neville,  R. 

Newport,  Visct. 

Newry,  Visct. 

Nicholl,  rt.  hon.  J* 

Norreys,  Lord 

Northland,  Visct, 

O'Brien,  A.  S. 

O'Brien,  W.  S. 

O'Conor,  Don 

Ogle,  S.  C.  H. 

Ossulston,  Lord 

Owen,  Sir  J. 

Packe,  C.  W. 

Pakington,  J«  S, 

Palmer,  R. 

Palmerston,  Visct. 

Patten,  J.  W. 

Peel,  rt.  hn.  Sir  R. 

Peel,  J. 

Pendarves,  E.  W.  W. 

Pennant,  hon.  Col. 

Philipps,  Sir  R.  B.  P. 

Pigot,  Sir  R. 

Plumptre,  J.  P. 

Polhill,  F. 

PoUiogton,  Visct. 

Pollock,  Sir  F. 

Powell,  Col. 

Praed,  W.  T. 

Price,  R. 

Pringle,  A. 
Pusey,  P. 
Rashleigii,  W. 
Redington,  T.  N. 
Reid,  Sir  J.  R. 
Rendlesham,  Lord 
Repton,  G.  W.  J. 
Richards,  R. 
Rolleston,  Col. 
Rose,  rt.  hon.  Sir  O. 
Round,  C.  G. 
Rous,  hon.  Capt. 
Rumbold,  C.  £. 
Rushbrooke,  Col. 
Russell,  Lord  J. 
Russell,  C. 
Russell,  J.  D.  W. 
Ryder,  hon.  G.  D. 
Sanderson,  R. 
Sandon,  ViscU 
Scariett,  hon.  R.  C. 
Seymour,  Lord 
Shaw,  rt.  hon.  F. 
Sheppard,  T. 
Shirley,  £.  J. 
Shirley,  E.  P. 
Sibthorp,  Col. 
Smith,  A. 
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Smith,  Ft.  hn.  T,  B.  Verner,  Col. 

Smyth,  Sir  H.  VcraoD,  0. 11. 

Smollett,  A.  Vwcy,  hoD,  T, 

Somenet,  Lord  O.  Viviao,  J.  E. 

SotheroD,  T.  H.  8.  Waddinfton,  H.  S. 

Spry,  Sir  8.  T.  Walsh,  Sir  J.  B. 

Sunleyt  ^o.  W.  0«  Welby,  O.  B. 

Stewart,  J.  Wtllwley,  Lord  C. 

Stoart,  H.  Wemyw,  Capt. 

Sturt,  H.  C.  WhitmofO,  T.  C. 

Suttoo,  boo.  H.  M»  Wilbraham,  ho.  R.  B. 

Talbot,  C.  H.  M.  Williams,  T.  P. 

Taylor,  T.  £•  WiUbere,  W, 

Tenneot,  J.  E,  Winningtoii,  SirT.  E. 

Thesiger,  F.  WodehooM,  E. 

Thoroptoo,  Aid.  Wood,  Col. 

Thornhill.  O.  Wood,  Col,  T. 

Tolleroacbt,  hn,  F.  J,  Worsley,  Lord 

Tollemacbe,  J.  Wortley,  Hon.  J.  S. 

Tomlino,  O.  Wyndham,  Col.  C. 

Trench,  Sir  F.  W.  Wynn,  rt.hn.C.W.W. 

Trefor,  hoq.  G.  R.  Wyno,  Sir  W.  W. 

Trollope,  Sir  J.  Yorke,  hon.  E.  T, 

Trotter,  J.  Young,  J. 
Turoor,  C,  telwbs. 

Tyrell,  Sir  J,  T,  FremanUe,  Sir  T. 

Vant,  Lord  !!•  Baring,  U. 

Adjourned  at  a  qaarter  put  two  o'clock. 
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HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Tuetdaig,  May  16,  1843. 

Mnnirsi.1  Biua  FMk^l*-  Ifon-Stpantfcm  of  Iht 
SMtoTStAMpbMidtMgor;  Stevt  Tnd*  SvppMMlaB. 

TrivaU^X^  Qhaggm,  PilitoT*  ■**  Ommmk  fttfiwaj  i 
llfftliyr  Tydvt  «ilpsaiMry  MagMmtol  WnkH  llt^ 
bour{  Story^  litilai 

r    WatMn't  DItoiMi  Hflfirt  NatundiatiMi  TowwOmA 


your  participilUNi  mi  aiy  fiwlnigt  o«  IkaDaalii 
of  my  Umented  fade   tho  lale  IMta   of 

Sossex." 


MtporUd.  -Olmep  Clly  sod  SulmrtMn  Gii ;  HmA  Hm^ 
boor)  lUNvkla^liM*. 

8*-  mi  tiiBiil  I    trntHm  Tftti ilfi  i  111  riiim^  TTaf 

witiMtic  IsnpiovtBMflt. 
Ptrinoifs  PaMMnm^  By  th«  Blihop  of  DmlMyB,  aad 
Ewl  PH«flUI«n,  firgm  Durham,  Kirluiady,  wad  Stout, 
fbr  the  ToCtI  aad  Inmadlata  lUpial  of  tlM  Cora-hnM. 
By  the  E«l  af  Wanrlak,  and  Lord  Bfluunaat,  Hmm  a 
gwat  iiiihar  €f  flaaw^  <hr  tha  Ra|^  cf  tha  ItolliTHu 
-^  tfi«  Diika  of  SmiMrtand.  from  Lairs,  fbf  tiM  batlw 
Payroant  tf  Sfotih  PMvehial  Sd^ohiiairan.  By  tiM 
Bi^oT  Ksator,  miim  tha  Union  oT  the  Saw  oT  St. 
Aiaph  Mid  Bamor. 

Hfia  Majsbty'b  Ajvswebs  to  tbb  Lobdb' 
Addrbssks.]  The  Earl  of  Lherfoolf  Lord 
Steward  of  the  Houaehold^  by  command 
of  her  Ida*  JMty*  presented  to  their  Lord- 
ships her  Majeaty's  most  gradons  Answtr 
to  the  Addraasas  from  tbair  Loidshina. 
The  first,  aa  fi^llowa,  was  the  answer  to  the 
Address  of  Condolence  on  the  Dbath  oi 

TUB  LATB  DdKB  OF  SuSSEX. 

"Mt  Loans; 

**  I  thank  jfon  for  the  fresh  proof  affordad 
me  by  this  loyal  attd  affedionate  Addaass  of 


The  other,  in  the  foUowtng  wotda, 
the  Answer  to  the  Address  ef  Coi^fatafai- 
tion,  on  the  Bibth  of  a  Prikcbbs. 

**  Mr  Loans ; 

*^  I  hare  recei?ed  year  affectionate  and  lojal 
Address  with  the  traest  satisCKtion. 

**  I  sincerely  thank  you  for  yonr  oongratnla- 
tions  on  the  birth  of  another  Princess^  and  fbr 
the  regard  which  yoa  express  on  this  oceasion 
to  my  person  and  Government'' 

On  the  motion  of  the  Duke  of  Welling « 
ton,  her  Majesty's  most  gndooa  ansvtra 
were  ordered  to  be  inserted  in  the  Joor* 
nals. 

CoBK  Law8-**Malt  Tax.]  The  Earl 
of  Warwick  haring  presented  seferal  peti<« 
tions  for  the  abolition  of  the  Malt-tax, 

The  Earl  Fiizmlliam  mi,  could  not 
but  hail  with  aatisfurtion  the  presentation 
of  the  petitions.  He  agreed  with  the  pe« 
titionersy  and  would  be  prepared  to  gira 
effect  to  the  wiahaa  of  the  petitionera.  Ha 
was  hbnsdf  of  opinion,  that  the  Malt-tax 
was  a  moat  nuadiierous,  a  meat  tnjvriooa 
tax  to  the  eonaoaser  and  to  the  ' 


that  it  waaa  very  dumsy  mode  ef  leryfog 
a  tax  upon  the  faind«  He  trusted  tbe  noble 
Lord  would  be  prepared  to  support  the 
prayer  of  the  petition  which  he  had  now 
to  present— it  waa  from  Kirhaldy  and  its 
Ticinity  praying  tar  the  entire  abolbion  of 
the  ComJaw. 

PetitioQ  laid  on  tiie  Table. 


Trb  Towmbbxiid  PBBmAoi|.]|  Loid 
Brougham  said«  he  now  reaa  to  ask  their 
Lordships  to  giro  a  second  rsading  to  the 
Towashend  PtamM  Bill  It  wouM  he  in 
the  recollection  <n  their  Lerdebipa,  tlial 
when  this  matter  was  last  before  the 
House,  a  nolile  and  learned  Frieiid  of  hie 
(Lord  Cottenham)  had  taken  an  olgection 
which  tended  to  prerent  their  LoraahiM 
going  into  eridenee  in  aapport  ef  the 
preamble  of  the  bill,  and  that  olQeetiett 
nad  been  ncgatlfed  without  a  diriaioBy  the 
oonseouenee  ef  which  had  been  that  their 
Lordships  had  entered  into  a  cnpsiderathBi 
of  the  eiideoce.  He  now  spoke  in  the 
preaenee  of  many  noble  Luraa  who  had 
taken  part  in  a  carsAil  examinatioB  of  the 
I  e?idenoe  takao  at  the  bar,  and  it  thsrafsrs 
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was  hardhr  tieoessaiy  for  him  to  do  more 
than  slightly  to  remind  noble  Lords  of 
what  had  been  prored,  the  course  the  ar- 
guments had  taken,  and  the  answer  which 
had  been  given  on  the  part  of  those  who 
opposed  this  legislation.     He  would^  in 
the  first  place,  remind  their  Lordships^ 
that  those  who  were  in  favour  of  the  mea- 
sure, both  in  the  committee  up-siairs  to 
whom  the  case  was  referred,  and  on  the 
discussion  of  the  objection  raised  by  his 
noble  and  learned  Friend,  all  distinctly 
and  explicitly  admitted,  that  this  was  an 
extraordinary,  if  not    an  unprecedented 
measure— a  measure  to   which  recourse 
ought  only  to  be  had  in  most  extraordinary 
ana  peculiar  circumstances ;  that  it  oueht 
to  be  carefully  watched,  that  the  proof  of 
the   facts    on  which   the  necessity  was 
founded,  for  such  a  measure  ought  to  be 
carefully  sifted^  and  it  was  only,  as  his 
noble    and    learned   Friend   behind  him 
(Lord  Cottenhara)  had  stated-— in  which 
statement  he  afterwards  agreed,  and  in 
which  his  noble  and  learjied  Friend  not  now 
in  his  place  (Lord  Denman)  also  concurred, 
and  as  his  noble  and  learned  Friend  on  the 
Woolsack  had  added,  on  the  condition  that 
the  facts  stated  in  the  preamble   were 
clearly  proved  by  evidence  that  could  not 
admit  of  a  shadow  of  a  doubt  to  remain 
upon  anv  man's  mind — that  he  or  they 
could  ask  or  advise  their  Lordships  to  pass 
a  measure  of  this  description.     Havinff 
stated  thus  much^  he  would  farther  remind 
their  Lordships  oif  what  had  passed  in  this 
House  on  the  three  several  days  (with  an 
interval  between  each)  upon  which  their 
Lordships  had  entered,  from  ten  o'elock  in 
the  morning  until  four  or  five  o'clock,  into 
a  full  examination  of  the  evidence,  so  as  to 
investigate  the  truth  and  correctness,  in 
all  respects,  of  the  allegations  contained  in 
the  bill.     The  Hoase  on  those  days  had 
been  attended  by  from  sixty  to  seventy 
Peers,  who  gave  the  most  jsealous,  un- 
biassed, candid,  and  deliberate  attention  to 
the  arguments  urged  by  counsel  on  either 
side,  and  to  all  the  depositions  of  the  wit- 
nesses.   The  witnesses  examined  had  un- 
dergone a  most    searching    and    iifting 
cross-examination,  condncted  by  the  pro- 
fessional gentlemen  in  attendance,  and  a 
still  more  sifting  examination  by  different 
Members  of  their  Lordships*  House — mors 
sifting  because  noble  Lordi  were  not  bound 
by  those  rules  by  whi(^  counsel  in  a  cause 
were  limited.    He  had  not  had  a  very 
short  experience  of  prooeedings  in  courts, 
whether  in  Fariiaaieot  €r  in  uie  courts  of 


law,  and  he  must  say  that  he  neter  re- 
membered a  case  of  any  importance  in 
which  the  evidence  was  so  entirely  in  one 
direction;    and  there  was  not  a  sin^e 
shadow  of  doubt  created  either  by  the 
demeanour  of  the  witnesses,  by  any  dis« 
crepancy   between    their    testimony,    or 
by  any  internal  improbability  as  to  the 
matters   they    deposed   to.      The    noble 
and  learned  Lord  then  gave  a  summary 
of  the  evidence,    and  afterwards  said-— 
all  these  circumstances  proved  beyond  a 
doubt  all  the  allegations  of  the  preamble 
of  the  bill,  and  nothing  could  be  more 
audacious  than  the  conduct  of  Mr.  Dunn 
Gardner  and  Mr.  Margetts ;  Lady  Towns- 
hend  he  acquitted  of  all  participation  in 
the  scheme,  but  nothing  could  be  more 
audacious  than  the  conduct  of  Mr.  Mar- 
getts and  Mr.  Dunn  Gardner,  in  endea- 
vouring to  palm  off  a  spurious  offispring  on 
the  Townshend  fiimily,  and  usurp  the  pri- 
vileges of  their  Lordships'  House.     He 
said,  that  Ladv  Townshend  was  not  to 
blame.    Towards  the  end  of  the  investiga- 
tion, had  there  not  been  a  sufficient  and 
clinching  proof,  she  might  have  been  ealled 
— not  to  prove  the  illegitimacy  of  her  own 
ofispring— -for  that  was  not  according  to 
the  rule  of  law—but  she  might  have  ^n 
called  to  prove  access  and  cohabitation, 
and  prove  the  lesitimacy  of  her  oAqpring • 
The  oouneel  fer  Lord  Townshend  hsld  pat 
it  to  the  of^Msing  amnsel,  that  aha  be 
called,  and  tell  if  she  had  obhabited  with 
Lord  Townshend.    The  opposing  eounisl, 
however,  had  not  answema  to  the  call,  and 
had  made  an  excuse  lor  not  oalliog  her, 
that  she  was  not,  aoeording  to  a  decision  of 
Mr*  Justice  Littledale,  a  competent  wit- 
ness.   He,  however,  could  give  a  better 
reason  for  not  eallinff  her.    The  learned 
eounssl  dared  not  call  Lady  Towashend, 
because  she  could  not  prove  aecess.    He 
was  bound  to  state  that  Lady  TownikeiMl 
was  grievously  affected  l^  the  odium  the 
lay  under  on  account  of  the  prooeedings 
in  this  case,  and  had  desired  him,  on  her 
authority,  so  to  state  t  bat  she  could  not 
be  expeeted  to  state  before  their  Lordships 
anv  doabt  of  the  legitimaey  of  her  own 
children.    He  must  also  say  in  the  lady*s 
defence,  and  in  extenuation  of  her  conduct, 
that  she  had  acted  under  the  influence  and 
control  of  Mr.  Margetts  and  Mr.  Dunn 
Grardner;  (hat  she  had  acted  on  their 
eompulsion,  and  had  vehemently  protested 
against  the  whole  proceedincs,  against  the 
baptism  of  the  chikbea,  and  the  assump^ 
tibn  ef  the  title.    Lord  Leioester  must  be 
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eiCDScd,  too,  tar  be  could  not  be  expected 
to  know  better  than  his  parenU,  or  to  know 
more  than  wbat  they  UAd  him.  He  txo- 
Dcnled  Lord  Leicester  therefore.  The 
CUB,  be  maintaioed,  which  was  aa  clear  as 
daylight  before,  was  made  clearer  by  all 
the  evidence  uid  by  the  admitsiona  he  bad 
■dreited  to.  He  would  only  add,  that 
eidier  then,  or  on  the  second  reading,  or 
at  some  other  stage  of  the  bill,  he  proposed 
to  make  an  alteration  in  it  which  would 
not  touch  its  frame,  and,  he  believed,  It 
would  improve  the  bill.  He  meant,  in- 
stead of  declaring  the  children  illegitimate, 
to  declare  ibat  tliey  were  not  the  issue  of 
the  Marquess  of  Toirnshend.  That  was  a 
better  form  of  expression,  and  the  enact- 
ment would  equally  obuio  its  object.  They 
would  be  left,  if  they  pleased,  to  prove 
th«r  own  legitimacy,  if  they  knew  how, 
though   be  could  not  see  liow  they  could 

frove  themselves  either  the  children  of  the 
lai^uest  of  Townsheud,  or  the  legitimate 
children  of  Mr.  Margetts,  as  the  marriage 
of  their  mother  with  the  Marquess  bad 
never  been  dissolved.  By  putting  the 
clauae  in  that  form  their  Lordahipe  would 
not  do  more  than  necessary,  nor  more  than 
the  circumstances  of  the  case  required. 
They  would  onlv  declare  that  these  chil- 
dren were  not  tne  legitimate  otfspring  of 
the  Marquees  of  Townsbend.  One  of  the 
children  had  not  yet  attained  the  age  of 
twenty-one,  and  could  not  be  made  a  party 
to  the  suit.  They  might  proceed  in  re- 
spect to  him  as  they  proceeded  in  the 
Berkeley  ca*e ;  but  he  thought,  under  all 
the  circumstances  of  the  case,  as  he  could 
not  be  served,  that  the  best  w»  wi 
leave  his  name  out  of  tbe  Inll.  The  effect 
then  of  the  measure  would  be  only  to  de- 
clare that  those  children  who  were  of  age, 
were  not  tbe  legitimate  offspring  of  the 
Marquess  <rf  Towoihend.  Aootber  part  he 
must  notice  was  that  referred  to  in  the 
correspondence  with  Mr.  Ridgway,  a 
spectaole  bookseller  in  tbe  metropolis,  who 
was  the  Marquess  of  Townshend's  agent, 
and  from  which  is  appeared  that  the  Mar- 
quess of  Townsbend  had  offered,  on  certain 
pecuniary  arrangements  being  made  by 
Mr.  Dunn,  to  a^nowledge  the  legitimacy 
of  the  children.  Now  that  waa  no  coofir- 
mrttioQ  of  their  legitimacy.  On  the  con. 
tivy,  it  indicated  that  the  Marquen  had 
a  consdousness,  that  the  children  were  not 
his;  at  the  same  time  he  behaved  so  ill 
towards  his  own  brother,  that  he  was  wil- 
ling, br  his  own  pecuniary  purposes,  tc 
cut  bin  off  from  all  chance  of  succeeding 
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to  tbe  titles  and  eatatea  if  Mr.  T>aam 

Gardner  would  have  acceded  to  tbe  tna^. 
He  had  nothing  to  add,  but  to  expreaa  a 
hope  that  their  Lordsbipe  would  rnd  tbe 
bill  a  second  time.  On  the  question  bang 
put. 

Lord  Cottenham  said,  he  waa  willing  to 
admit  that  tbe  case  which  had  been  nmda 
ont  at  their  Lordships'  bar  was  complete. 
Tbe  fact  of  tbe  adultery  was  clearly 
proved,  as  well  as  the  continuance  « 
Lhe  adultery.  It  was  clearly  proved, 
[bat  tbe  husband  did  not  beget  tbe  chil- 
dren which  his  wife  bore.  All  that  ww 
proved  to  the  satisfaction  of  every  one 
of  their  Lordships,  But  he  mnit  say, 
nevertheless,  that  their  Lordship*  wen 
not  called  on  to  adopt  the  bill,  because 
tbe  case  had  been  so  strongly  establisbed. 
"  tbe  contraty,  he  thought  that  lbs 
■Irengtb  of  the  case  was  an  argument 
against  the  extraordinary  ioterpoaition  of 
lhe  Legislatuie  which  was  now  de« 
manded.  If  the  case  wete  doobtful,  if 
it  depended  on  one  witness,  be  would 
not  say  but  that  his  opinion  might  ba 
favourable  to  the  iaierposiiion  of  the 
Legislature.  There  might  ba  circum- 
stances which  would  juitify  tbe  ezerciae 
of  the  power  of  the  House,  but  it  was 
when  the  facts  of  the  case  were  not  an 
strong  aa  in  this  case.  The  circa Mstaocea 
proved  at  their  Lordships'  bar  were  k> 
strong  as  to  destroy,  he  thought,  tbe  ne- 
cesiity  for  interference.  The  fact  to  which 
his  noble  and  learned  Friend  adverted  at 
the  conclusion  of  his  addresa  did  not  in- 
validate but  confirm  the  other  evidence. 
That  the  father  professed  a  readineii  to 
acknowledge  the  children,  if  ibey  would 
join  liim  in  cutting  off  tbe  eatad,  was,  be 
thought,  a  proof  of  his  opinion  of  tbeir 
jllegiiimacy.  Tbe  document  in  which  (hat 
evidence  was  contaiacd,  was  not  the  only 
document  whieb  bore  on  the  same  point 
They  were,  however,  to  consider  what 
their  Lordships  were  about  to  do  in  estab- 
lishing this  precedent ;  and  be  would 
venture  to  say  that,  if  they  adopted  tbe 
bill,  they  would  have  [many  such  caaea 
brought  before  them.  What  was  that 
case  ?  ll  was  the  case  of  an  oncle  calling 
on  their  Lordships  to  declare  by  act  nt 
Parliament  that  certain  petsons,  called  tbe 
children  of  his  brother,  were  not  his  legi- 
timate offspring.  They  were  the  children 
of  that  brother's  wife,  but  not  tbe  cbildm 
of  the  brother.  He  had  lUled  formerly 
that  tbey  had  no  piecedeou  to  guide 
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iheniy  and  their  Lordships  had  directed 
two  committees  to  search  for  precedcDts, 
which  had  reported  to  the  House  without 
fiDding  any.    The  counsel,  it  appeared, 
had  been  more  successful  than  their  Lord- 
ships*   committee,  and   they  had   found 
three  cases,  two  of  which  were  of  a  time 
that  their  Lordships  would  not  be  dis- 
posed much  to  regard ;  they  occurred  in 
the  reign  of  Henry  8th,  and  one  occurred 
in   the  reign   of  Charles  2nd.     Of  the 
three  cases,  that  of  Lady  Marr,  occurred 
in  the  year  1542,  and  there  was  a  second 
case  in  the  same  year.     But  for  the  evils 
which  existed  when  those  cases  arose  the 
law  had  provided  no  remedy,  and  there- 
fore the  Parliament  interfered.     Certainly 
justice  required  that  the  law  should  be 
capable  of  giving  relief  in   such   cases, 
and  that  it  did  not  was  the  only  ground 
on  which  Parliament  interfered  in  cases 
of  divorce.     It  did  not  interfere  by  grant- 
ing divorce  bills  till  it  was  established  that 
ecclesiastical  courts  would  only  pronounce 
for  a  divorce  d  mensn  et  thwro.     After  the 
reformation,  the  ecclesiastical  courts  had 
not  the  power,  and  would  not  decide  on 
dissolving  a  marriage  d  vinculo  et  matrix 
monii,  and  the  Parliament  was  obliged  to 
interfere.     In    these    three    cases,    their 
Lordships  would  find  the  same  principle, 
and  according  to  the  law  of  the  land  the 
parties  had  no  other  remedy  than  the  in- 
terference of  Parliament.    That  interfer- 
ence was  called  for  by  the  fact  that  there 
was  no  other  remedy  as  long  as  the  hus- 
band was  within  the  four  seas.     It  was 
then   a   rule    of  law  that   the    children 
of    a    man's    wife    could    not    be    de- 
clared illegitimate  if  the  husband  were 
within  the  four  seas.     The  fact  that  the 
husband  was  within  the  four  seas  consti- 
tuted the  legitimacy  of  the  childreq.     In 
cases  where   the  husband  was  not   the 
father  of  the  child,  nevertheless,  accord, 
ing  to  the  rule  of  law,  the  child  was  legi. 
timate.    The    law,  then,    providing    no 
remedy   in    such   cases,  the   Parliament 
acted,  it  assumed  the  jurisdiction,  and  de- 
clared the  children  illegitimate.     But  that 
rule  of  law  had  ceased,  and  the  ordinary 
courts  of  law  could  and  would  now  inves- 
tigate such  cases,  and  as  the  circumstances 
warranted,  the  judge  and  the  grand  jury 
would  find  that,  the  children  were  legiti- 
mate or  illegitimate.     At  present,  then, 
there  was  a  remedy  for  such  cases ;  the 
old  rule  of  law  was  at  an  end,  and  the 
reason   for  their  Lordships  exercising  a 
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jurisdiction  had  ceased.    The  precedents 
relied  on  were  all  drawn  from  a  time  when 
the    interference  of  the  Parliament  was 
necessary,  because  there  was  no  other 
remedy.     He  would  warn  their  Lordships 
of  the  danger  of  following  those  precedents 
and   of  the  consequences   which   would 
flow  from  doing  so.     In  the  recital  of  one 
of  these  three  acts  it  was  set  forth,  not 
that  the  husband  and  wife  had  separated, 
although  it  was  stated  that  there  had  been 
adultery  on    the   part   of  the   wife,   but 
merely  that  there  had  been  an  admission 
on  the  part  of  the  wife  that  her  children 
were  adulterous,  and  hereupon  they  were 
bastardized,  contrary  to  all  law  and  all 
justice.     With  the  exception  of  the  three 
acts  cited,  there  were  no  records  of  Par* 
liament    which   furnished   anything    like 
precedents  for  the  present  proceeding,  and 
these  he  looked  upon  as  precedents  which 
their  Lordships  should  be  very  chary  of 
following.     What  had  been  the  rule  in 
divorce  Cases  formerly?     The  rule  had 
been,  that  in  all  acts  dissolving  marriages 
by    reason    of   adultery,    such  childrea 
were  declared  illegitimate,  as  it  was  as. 
sumed  from   given   evidence  they  could 
not  have  been  the  children  of  the  parties. 
The  last  Act  of  Divorce,  in  which  this 
principle   was   acted   upon,  occurred   in 
1799,  since  which  period  the  Legislature 
had  repudiated  it  altogether.     In  1828,  in 
a  case  before  their  Lordships,  an  applica- 
tion was  made  at  the  Bar  to  go  into  cer« 
tain  evidence  to  show  that  the  issue  of  the 
wife  were  bastards,  inasmuch  as  there  was 
ground  for  believing  that  they  could  not 
be   the  issue  of  the  husband.     But  the 
answer  given  by  their  Lordships  to  that 
application  was  this,  that  the  House  of 
Lords  had  for  many  years  discontinued 
the    permitting    any  such   clause  being 
introduced  into  divorce  bills,  and  for  this 
reason,  that  there  was  no  person  to  repre- 
sent the  interest  of  the  infants.  The  ques« 
tion  in  these  cases  was  between  the  hus- 
band who  applied  for  the  divorce  and  the 
wife  who  resisted  the  application,  but  no 
question  justly  arose  as  to  the  illegitimacy 
of  the  children.     On  the  same  principles 
his  noble  and  leairned   Friend  who  had 
charge  of  the  present  bill,  had  most  pro- 
perly stated,  that  it  was  not  intended  to 
let  this  act  affect  one  of  the  sons  of  this 
lady,  on  the  ground  that  that  child  was 
under  age,  and  therefore  unable  to  appear 
at  the  Bar  to  protect  his  interests.     He 
quite   concurred  in  the  propriety  of  this 
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exemption,  and  it  teened  to  hiin  that  the 
caate  here  atated  invoWed  the  ttrongett 
reason  why  their  Lordthipt  should  not 
entertain  this  bill  at  a]|.  His  noble  and 
learned  Friend  admitted,  that  this  was  a 
▼ery  extraordinary  and  very  novel  pro- 
ceeding, jostifiable  only  by  the  extraordi- 
nary circumstances  of  the  case,  which  ex- 
traordinary circumstances,  lie  presumed, 
were  the  strength  of  the  evidence  estab- 
lishing the  alleged  facts.  For,  as  to  the 
other  circumstances  of  the  case,  although 
fortunately  such  cases  were  rare,  it  could 
not  be  altogether  described  as  very  novel 
and  extraordinary  for  illegitimate  children 
to  be  born  of  a  married  woman.  The  pe- 
culiar circumstances,  the  details  of  the 
case,  might  be  extraordinary,  no  doubt,  as 
they  were  represented  ;  but,  after  all,  how 
were  their  Lordships  to  know  what  all  the 
circumstances  of  the  case,  on  lioth  sides, 
were,  in  tlie  present  position  of  the  matter  ? 
It  might  be  that  the  individual  who  came 
before  their  Lordships  with  this  claim  came 
before  them  with  what  was  a  Ktrong  case, 
with  what,  in  the  sanguine  views  of  e  per- 
son seeking  to  establish  a  claim,  appeared 
to  be  an  overwhelming  case;  but  there 
might  also  be  features  in  the  evidence 
adiiuced  which  turned  on  very  nice  poiuts; 
there  might  be  circumstances  in  the  con- 
duct of  the  wife  of  the  claimant's  brother, 
which  might  appear  to  the  claimant  to  be 
of  a  very  ffagrant  and  conclusive  character 
against  her,  but  which,  when  the  matter 
was  thoroughly  sifted,  might  or  might  not, 
turn  out  to  be  little  more  than  flighty  irre- 
gularities, which,  however  objectionable, 
did  not  wear  the  criminal  aspect  imputed 
to  them.  It  appeared  to  him  an  evil  of 
very  great  magnitude  to  open  the  door  of 
their  Lordships*  House  to  inquiries  such 
as  this,  into  the  proceedings  of  particular 
families,  of  husbands  and  wives,  whom  no 
legal  measure  had  separated,  and  who 
might  at  the  very  time,  for  anything  that 
legally  appeared  to  the  contrary,  be  again 
iiiiitcd,  and  be  living  in  mutual  happiness. 
This  was  a  great  grievance:  and  their 
liOrdships  ought  long  to  hesitate  before 
they  held  out  to  the  public,  that  people 
had  nothing^  to  do  but  to  come  and  demand 
such  inquiries  at  their  I/>rdships'  hands,  to 
oliiain  them.  If  they  esublished  such  a 
precedent  as  this,  they  would  6nd,  when 
too  Inte,  that  they  had  thrown  open  that 
llniiM!  to  interminable  ruses.  He  had 
lifiinl  it  said,  thai  hcsidrti  pros|N'Ctive, 
thrrc  were  present  grievances  to  be  re- 


medied. It  waa  act  merely  that  ibe 
claimant  might  aofier  a  grievance  here- 
after ;  there  waa  a  pieaent  grievance.  He 
would  lay  preaent  grievance  in  this  caae, 
as  contradistinguished  from  the  grievancea 
which  existed  in  every  other  caae,  where 
the  circumstancea  were  soch  as  to  raise  m 
question  of  title  depending  upon  the  i le- 
gitimacy of  other  persons,  which  question 
could  not  be  immediately  tried.  It  wm 
said  that  the  eldest  of  the  individuala 
whose  title  was  sought  to  be  set  aside, 
called  himself  Earl  of  Leicester ;  the  aa- 
sumption  of  which  title  was  said  to  be  a 
great  inconvenience  and  grievance  vpon 
the  claimant,  inasmuch  as,  by  asaaming 
it,  the  person  proceeded  against  annonnecd 
his  intention  of  assuming  a  title  whick  the 
claimant  said  would  tieloug  to  hio ;  bat 
the  mere  assumption  of  the  title,  aa  a 
mode  of  making  this  annooacemeat.  need 
hardly  be  so  weighty  a  grievance.  It  waa 
said  to  be  another  preaent  grievaace^  that 
the  person  so  calling  himaelf  Earl  of  Lei- 
cester came  and  stood  at  the  foot  of  tke 
Throne  in  their  Lordships'  Hoaat,  in  bia 
professed  capacity  of  a  Peer's  aon. 
was  described  as  a  privilege  which  it 
a  great  grievance  for  him  to  assome.  Nov 
he  had  met  with  a  very  similar  case  to 
this.  In  the  year  1668,  an  infant  pre- 
sented a  petition  to  their  Loidabipa'  Hoaaa 
claiming  to  be  entitled  to  be  oalkd  Via- 
count  Purbeck,  and  to  have  the  privilege 
of  standing  behind  the  Throae,  in  hia  «• 
leged  capacity  of  a  Peer^a  toa.  It  waa 
argued  against  him  that  hia  father  was  iMt 
the  legitimate  child  of  the  former  Peer ; 
bat  the  claimant  insisted,  that  though  an 
infont,  he  was  entitled  to  the  dignity  be 
claimed,  and  to  stand  at  the  fool  of  the 
Throne,  because  he  waa  the  aoa  of  a  Peer. 
But  the  law  anthoritieaof  their  Loidshipa' 
House  at  that  time  considered  that  the 
privilege  of  standing  at  the  foot  of  the 
Throne  was  not  so  considerable  a  privilege 
as  to  oblige  them  to  come  to  a  present  da> 
cision,  and  the  matter  was  postponed  ibr 
three  years,  that  being  the  period  wantiaf 
to  complete  the  claimant's  majority.  Now 
this  was  doing  much  more  than  be 
proposed  to  do,  for  all  he  propoaed  waa  Co 
adjourn  the  consideration  of  thia  matter 
for  six  months.  Now,  this,  he  thought, 
was  a  precedent,  illustrative  of  the  opiaioa 
of  the  House  as  to  the  privilege  of  stand- 
ing at  the  foot  of  the  Throne.  It  so  hap- 
peun I,  that  tlie  individual  now  in  qaestioa 
had  a  |»rivih*ge  in  reference  lo  their  Lord- 
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ships'  House  with  which  their  Lordships 
were  not  likely  to  interfere,  the  privilege, 
namely,  which  enabled  Members  of  the 
Hoase  of  Commons  to  be  present  in 
their  Lordships*  House,  though  not  in 
the  same  position  altogether  as  Peers' 
sons.  There  was  another  present  p^rtevatice 
complained  of;  that  this  individual  sat 
as  a  Member  of  the  House  of  Commons, 
upon  his  alleged  qualification  as  ihe  son 
ot  a  peer.  He  apprehended  that  as  to 
this  ground  of  complaint,  their  Lordships 
would  be  of  opinion  that  this  was  a  ques- 
tion which  might  just  as  well  be  left  to 
the  House  of  Commons  themselves.  Their 
Lordships  would  not  probably  wish  to 
trouble  the  House  of  Commons  with  their 
opinion  as  to  whether  a  Member  of  that 
House  had  or  had  not  the  qualification 
under  the  statement  of  which  he  had  taken 
his  seat  among  them.  It  might,  indeed, 
be  said,  that  the  time  had  gone  bf  at 
which  that  qualification  could  be  ques- 
tioned in  the  House  of  Commons!  but 
this  was  no  reason  why  the  House  of 
Lords  should  interfere  in  the  matter. 
What  would  be  the  result  of  inquiries  of 
this  sort  ?  Suppose  that  the  present  case, 
instead  of  being  a  very  stron?  one — the 
noble  and  learned  Lord,  indeed,  admitted 
that  had  it  not  been  a  very  strong  case, 
had  there  been  a  reasonable  doubt  upon 
the  matter,  he  should  not  haye  ventured 
to  bring  forward  the  measure«^but  sup- 
pose the  case  had  not  been  a  strong  one, 
suppose  the  bill  rejected  by  their  Lord- 
ships, not  on  the  principle  which  would 
leare  things  as  they  stood,  but  on  the 
ground  of  the  weakness  of  the  facts  ad- 
duced,  in  what  a  position  would  this  place 
their  Lordships  when  the  case  at  some 
future  period  came  before  them  in  their 
judicial  capacity?  Suppose  their  Lord- 
ships were  called  upon  to  exercise  their 
judicial  capacity  in  this  very  year?  In 
what  a  position  would  they  stand  as  judges 
in  a  question  which,  though  in  its  mcom- 
plete  state,  they  had  decided  upon  as 
legislators  but  a  month  or  two  before? 
Again,  suppose  the  bill  which  bastardized 
these  persons  passed  by  their  Lordships, 
should  be  rejected  by  the  House  of  Com- 
mons ;  this  might  happen,  and  then  in  what 
a  state  would  the  parties  be  left  ?  When 
some  ten  or  twenty  years  hence,  perhaps, 
in  the  persons,  possibly,  not  of  the  present 
parties,  but  of  their  children,  the  Towns- 
hend  peerage  case  came  before  the  Peers, 
in   what  a  position  would   the  case  be 


placed  by  the  circumstance  which  he  had 
now  suggested.     The  bill  before  them  re- 
ferred to  certain  honours  and  estates,  and 
set  forth  that  there  were  no  present  means 
of  proving  the  claimant's  title.     It  was 
not  urged  that  the  elaimant  had  no  re- 
medy; all  he  said  was,  that  he  had  no 
adequate  remedy.  Their  Lordships  should 
recollect,  that  questions  of  title  were  now 
placed  upon  the  same  footing  as  other 
questions  of  inheritance,  and  their  Lord- 
ships, therefore,   need  not   be  specially 
asked  to  interfere  on  the  ground  of  peer- 
age.   There  was  another  point  he  would 
suggest.     He  did  not  mean  to  say,  it  was 
not  competent  in  the  House  to  entertain 
questions  of  peerage,  but  they  must  be 
careful  that,  in  entertaining  such  .ques- 
tions, they  did    not  interfere  with   the 
privileges  of  the  Crown.    The  House  of 
Lords  had  no  original  jurisdiction  in  such 
matters ;  all  questions  of  this  nature  must 
be   deputed  to  their  consideration  from 
the  Crown,  and  he  really  thought  it  worthy 
of  their  attention  how  far  in  this  matter 
of  the  Townshend  peerage  they  might  be 
trenching  upon  the  undoubted  preroga- 
tives of  the  Crown.    The  bill,  of  course, 
could  not  become  a  law  until  it  had  re- 
ceived  the  royal  assent;  but  up  to  the 
period  when  it  was  presented  to  her  Ma- 
jesty for  her  approval,  her  Majesty  would 
have    no    cognizance  of  a  matter  with 
which  the  prerogatives  of  the  Crown  were, 
in  point  of  fact,  so  intimately  connected. 
By  this  biil|  Parliament  was  called  upoo 
to  dispose  of  estates,  not  upon  reference 
from  the  parties  respectively  interested, 
but  ex  -parte  adversely ;    to  take  away 
property   from  one  person,  and  give  it 
to  another,  who  thought  proper  to  claim 
it.    This  was  not  the  law  of  the  land ; 
the  law  of  the  land  was,  that  property 
should  only  be  disposed  of  between  parties, 
either  by  the  act  of  a  jury,  or  per  legem 
terra.     And  this  lex  terr<B  could  never  be 
construed  to  mean  an  act  of  Parliament, 
a  private  act  of  Parliament,  arbitrarily 
passed  by  Parliament  at  the  instance  of 
one    person  against  another    person   or 
another  set  of  persons,  upon  ex  parte  evi- 
dence, adduced  at  a  period   when  the 
question  to  be  decided  had  not  yet  ac- 
crued. The  lex  terrm  was  not  a  particular 
act  passed  in  this  way,  adversely,  against 
particular  persons.    To  take  property,  by 
an  arbitrary  act  of  Parliament,  from  one 
person,  and  give  it  to  another,  was  as- 
suredly not  a  proceeding  per  judicium 
P2 
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partum,  or  ptr  legem  terra,  but  the  mere 
lyraaDy  of  power,  ohicb,  though  ihc- 
Bufferen  muil  need*  ohey,  could  oeTer  be 
deemed  the  law  ot  the  land.  If  ihii  prin- 
ciple were  introduced,  where  were  their 
Ixirdihipi,  where  w»  Parliament,  to  (top  V 
Where  were  they  to  draw  the  line?  To 
conclude,  the  facta  of  this  case  were,  do 
doubt  at  all,  very  strong.  The  evidence 
adduced  at  the  har  of  iheir  Loitiships 
House  wai,  do  doubt,  of  the  most  con- 
clusive nature:  and  it  was  because  the 
fact!  were  strong,  because  there  was  a 
strong  feeling  in  favour  of  abstract  justice 
being  done  in  the  particular  case,  because 
there  would  be  a  strong  feeling  of  regret, 
in  which  he  himself  should  entirely  parti, 
cipale,  at  honours  and  estates  passing  into 
the  bauds  of  those  who  were  not  entitled 
to  them—  it  was  precisely  for  these  reason* 
that  their  Lordihips  should  deem  it  inci 
bent  upon  them,  as  judges  in  the  last 
sort — as  the  judicial  tribunal  by  whom 
thisandsiDiilarquesiioQ*  must  be  decided 
— to  abstain  from  laying  down  a  rule, 
from  adopting  a  line  of  proceeding,  which, 
if  laid  down,  which,  if  adopted,  he  be- 
lieved there  was  no  nobleman  in  ilisl 
House  but  would  live  to  repent.  7'hc 
noble  aiid  learned  Lord  concluded  with 
moving,  that  the  bill  be  read  a  second 
time  that  day  six  months. 

On  the  question  being  put, 

Lord  Kenyan  thought  it  would  be  as 
well  to  postpone  the  decision  upon  the 
present  bill  until  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  on  the  Woolsack,  and  oilier  learned 
I>Drds,  had  stated  their  opiiiioiu  upon  (he 
principle  of  the  measure. 

The  Lord  Chancellor  said,  ihiit  i 
principle  of  the  bill  had  been  fully  d. 
cussed. 

The  Karl  of  Taction  was  not  clear  that 
the  principle  of  the  bill  had  been  alio- 
getber  so  fully  discussed. 

Lord  Dcmnaii  said,  that  he  considered 
that  the  principle  of  the  bill  was  fully  dis- 
cussed on  a  former  occasion,  and,  there, 
fare,  he  did  not  conceive  that  it  was  ne- 
cessary to  reply  to  llie  arguments  of  his 
noble  and  learned  Friend,  lledid  notlblnk 
ibiit  this  was  a  bill  upon  which  the  opinion 
of  the  law  I.ords  should  be  peculiarly 
called  fur.  The  question  involved  was  one 
of  GSpediency.  and  upon  which  any  noble 
I.ord  was  as  well  able  to  fornn  an  opinion 
as  a  legal  Lord.  With  respt-ct  to  nn  ob- 
jection of  his  ii(il>le  and  learned  Friend 
iiuinely,  that  the  Nil  might  be  rejected  by 
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tbe  Hook  of  Comnnoos,  he  shonld  ngnt 
it  this  happened ;  but  even  if  ibb  wen 
the  cue ;  the  evil  wu  not  irreparable,  for 
the  evidence  heard  at  tbe  bar  might  bt 
made  available  on  a  future  occasion.  Ho 
would  only  add,  that  ha  thought  it  wonld 
be  a  great  evil  to  public  morals  if  this  did 
not  pass,  and  be  had  never  more  anbeai- 
tatiogly  given  his  assent  to  any  measure. 

Lord  Campltell  baviug  addressed  Ibeir 
Lordships  on  a  former  occasion,  woold 
only  say,  that  he  thought  thut  id  tbe  pttt- 
sent  case  there  was  a  great  evil  for  which 
the  law  had  provided  no  adequate  remedy; 
he  therefore  thought  this  bill  should  pass, 
and  he  confessed  that  he  could  not  con- 
ceive that  any  danger  would  result  from 
it. 

The  Earl  of  Wicklow  thought,  that  no 
answer  bad  been  made  to  tha  objecttona 
urged  by  the  noble  and  learned  Lotd 
(Lord  Collenham),  on  a  fonner  occiMMi, 
to  this  bill ;  and  no  attempt,  on  the  pre- 
sent occasion,  had  been  made  to  answer 
bis  extremely  powerful  speech.  He  cer- 
tainly should  appose  the  second  reading 
of  this  bill ;  and  his  opinion  as  to  tbe  pro- 
priety of  doing  BO  was  strengtbraetl  by 
hearing  the  evidence. 

The  Lord  Choncelloi  bdng  about  to  pot 
the  question. 

Lord  Brougham  said,  the  Master  of  tbo 
Itolls  has  not  yet  given  his  opinion. 

Lord  Langdale:  Thus  called  upon,  I 
can  have  no  objection  to  state  shortly  the 
reasons  which  induce  me  to  vote  for  the 
second  reading  of  this  biU.  Not  having 
been  able  to  attend  the  House  when  tha 
evidence  was  given  at  the  bar,  1  have  verj 
carefully  read  the  whole  of  it  as  printed  for 
the  use  of  your  Lordsfai|Ni,  and  I  am  of 
oinninn  that  the  case  stated  in  the  preamble 
of  the  Ull  is  substantially  proved  Even 
my  noble  and  learned  Friend  nlu>  oppuset 
the  hill,  admits  thut  the  tnith  of  the  stale- 
ments  has  been  fully  cslublishcd.  This 
being  so,  every  one  numt  i-onsider  it  to  be 
(letiirabte,  at  least  that  a  public  scandal 
proved  to  exist,  and  producing,  and  Uhelj 
til  produce  great  private  injury,  should  be 
put  an  end  to  by  legal  rauinii.  It  is  a  caee 
in  which  justice  cannot  be  done  and  se- 
oiircd  without  the  application  uf  law,  and 
there  is  no  general  taw  applicable  to  it. 
Now,  my  liOtds,  I  admit  Rrst,  that  it  isa 
great  rcpmoch  to  our  system  of  general  law 
■'■■■■  •■  -Twvidcs  no  n-medy  for  such  a  case 
and  secondly,  thut  a  special  and 
lade  for  on  individual  cftse  ia 
have  been 
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BO  calmly  and  judicially  stated  by  my  noble 
and  learned  Friend  (Lord  Cottenham). 
But  in  all  cases  of  this  kind  we  have  to 
consider  the  balance  of  conveniences  and 
inconveniences.  There  is  no  general  law 
enabling  parties  to  obtain  redress  by  a  com- 
plete divorce ;  and  acts  of  Parliament  for 
effectuating  divorces  in  particular  cases  are 
passed  in  every  Session.  They  are  not  free 
from  the  objections  to  which  special  laws 
made  for  individual  cases  are  liable ;  but  it 
is  thought  better  to  pass  them  than  to  re- 
fuse justice  in  particular  cases  where  it 
cannot  be  had  by  the  general  law ;  and  on 
the  consideration  of  this  case,  there  being 
unfortunately  no  general  law  applicable  to 
it,  I  think  that  the  passing  of  this  bill, 
though  objectionable,  will  produce  much 
less  inconvenience  than  will  arise  from  per- 
mitting the  public  scandal  and  private 
wrong  which  have  been  proved,  to  go  on 
unchecked  and  unredressed.  I  only  wish 
to  add,  that  in  my  opinion  a  general  law 
applicable  to  such  subjects  ought  to  be  pro- 
vided ;  and  that  I  support  this  bill  for  the 
reasons  which  I  have  stated,  and  because  I 
think  that  a  general  law  duly  considered 
cannot  probably  be  prepared  and  agreed 
upon  in  the  time  within  which  relief  ought 
to  be  given  in  this  case. 

Their  Lordships  divided  on  the  ques- 
tion that  the  word  now  stand  part  of  the 
question — Contents  55 ;  Not-Contents  8 : 
Majority  47. 
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ReportaL—^PoxttetL  Improvement;  Edinburgh  and  Glasgow  > 
Union  Canal;  Liakeard  Railway;  Maidstone  Railway; . 
Birmingham  and  Gloucester  Railway;  Drumpellec  R^-. 
way:  Bristol  and  Gloucester  Railway;    South  Eastern 
Railway ;  Clifib-^nim-Iimd  Indosure;  Bethnal  Green  Im- 
provement. 

3*  -  and  passed : — Merthyr  Tydvil  Stipendiary  Magistrates ; 
Wexford  Harbour;  Glasgow,  Paisley,  and  Greenock 
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Pbtitions  PftBSKiirrcD.    From  Limerick  Union,  against 

.  the  Irish  Poor-Law.  From  Glasgow,  Falkirk,  and  several 
Collieries,  against  the  Mines  and  Collieries  Bill. 

Canada  Corn  and  Flour.]  Mr. 
Thornely  had  a  question  to  put  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade,  with  respect  to  the 
intended  alterations  of  duty  on  the  impor- 
tation of  wheat  and  flour  from  Canada. 
As  the  law  at  present  stood,  wheat  was 
admitted  into  Canada  and  the  British  pos- 
sessions in  North  America  free  of  duty,  and 
if  ground  to  flour,  it  was  admitted  into  the 
United  Kingdom  at  a  duty  varying  ac- 
cording to  a  sliding-scale  from  \s.  to  5s. 
But  wheat  imported  into  the  United  King- 
dom from  Canada  required  to  be  accom- 
panied by  a  certificate  that  it  was  the 
produce  of  Canada,  or  of  some  of  our  pos- 
sessions in  North  America.  The  question 
he  wished  to  put  was  this,  whether,  in  the 
proposed  alteration  in  the  laws  relating  to 
the  importation  of  Canadian  corn,  it  was 
intended  that  wheat  imported  from  thence 
into  the  United  Kingdom  should  be  ad- 
mitted for  consumption  at  a  rate  of  I^., 
whether  it  was  the  produce  of  Canada  or 
of  a  foreign  country ;  and  he  would  also 
ask  this  other  question — whether,  if  this 
privilege  was  to  be  granted  to  Canada,  it 
would  be  extended  to  Nova  Scotia,  New 
Brunswick,  and  our  other  American  set- 
tlements. 
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Mr.  Gladiione:  The  hon.  Gcntlemait  I 
had  correctly  stated  the  provisions  of  tho 
law  as  it  at  present  stood.  No  Canadian 
wheat  could  be  imported  into  this  country 
at  present  without  a  certificate  that  it  was 
the  produce  of  the  colony  ;  and  all  he  had 
to  say,  in  answer  to  the  hon.  Gentleman 
was,  that  it  was  not  intended  to  make  any 
alteration  in  the  law  in  that  respect ; 
therefore  wheat  imported  into  Canada 
could  not  be  entered  into  this  country. 
With  respect  to  the  second  question.  Uq 
had  merely  to  observe,  that  the  resolu- 
tions of  which  notice  had  been  given,  re- 
ferred  only  to  the  case  of  Canada ;  and 
the  bill  to  be  founded  upon  them  must 
therefore  be  confined  to  Canada. 

Mr.  ZoiottcAere  intended  to  put  another 
question  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  op- 
posite. As  the  law  now  stood,  wheat 
flour,  imported  from  Canada  must  bring 
with  it  a  certificate  of  having  been  ground 
in  Canada  ?  He  wished  to  know  if  it  was 
intended  to  do  away  with  this  restrictioui 
and  enable  flour,  ground  in  the  United 
States,  after  it  had  crossed  the  Canadian 
border,  and  had  thus  become  in  a  manner 
naturalisc||d,  to  be  imported  into  this  coun- 
try at  the  colonial  duty. 

Mr.  Gladstone  replied,  it  was  not  in- 
tended to  make  any  change  in  the  law 
with  respect  to  the  certificates  of  produce. 

SciiooLM  asters'  "Widows'  Fund 
(Scotland).  Amendments  to  Bills.] 
The  Speaker  ;  1  wish  to  call  the  attention 
of  the  House  to  tlie  circumstances  attend- 
ing their  proceedings  on  the  **  Schoolmas- 
ters' Widows'  Fund  (ScoUand)  Bill," 
which  passed  the  Commons  on  the  25th  of 
April  last.  It  was  returned  by  the  Lords, 
with  amendments,  on  the  2d  of  May. 
These  amendments  were  submitted  to  me, 
and  were  perfectly  unobjectionable.  It 
appears  from  an  entry  in  the  rainulcs  of 
proceedings  of  the  House  of  Lords  of  the 
6th  of  May,  that  this  bill  was  returned 
from  the  Commons  on  that  day,  with  the 
nineiidments  agreed  to;  but  there  is  no 
record  in  ihe  votes  of  the  House  of  their 
ever  having  been  considered  ;  and  upon 
an  examination  of  the  bill,  it  appears  that 
it  has  not  been  signed  by  the  clerk  in  the 
usual  manner,  which  certifies  that  the 
amendments  have  been  agreed  to.  It 
must,  therefore,  have  l>ccn  inadvertently 
and  by  mistake  taken  up  to  the  Lords,  and 
afterwards  placed  in  the  commission,  as  it 
received  the  Royal  Assent  oo  the  Ulb  of 


May.  In  1829  a  case  occurred  of  a  some* 
what  similar  character.  A  bill,  entitled, 
*'  An  act  to  amend  the  law  relating  lo 
the  empioyment  of  childreD  in  cotton  milla 
and  factories,"  paased  the  House  of  Com- 
mons. The  Lords  made  certain  amend* 
ments,  but  did  not  send  back  the  bill,  and 
it  was  by  mistake  placed  in  the  comrnie- 
sion.  The  House  of  Commons,  on  being 
informed  of  this  circumstance  by  Ibe 
Speaker,  appointed  a  committee  to  aeerch 
the  Lords'  journals,  and  afterwards  de- 
manded a  conference  with  the  Lords  upon 
the  subject.  The  House,  being  aatislied 
with  the  explanation  given  of  the  transac- 
tion by  the  House  of  Lords,  agreed  to  the 
amendments,  and  passed  a  bill  to  render 
valid  and  effectnal  the  act  which  had 
passed  .by  mistake.  This  is  a  matter  of 
such  deep  importance  that  it  is  scarcely 
necessary  for  me  to  recommend  it  to  the 
earnest  attention  of  the  House.  The  bill 
is  either  become  the  law  of  the  land,  or 
another  bill  will  be  necessary,  in  case  this 
House  should  think  fit  to  agree  to  the 
Lords*  amendments  to  render  it  valid; 
and  in  any  case  it  will  be  necessary  for 
this  House  to  take  such  steps  as  will  pre- 
vent a  recurrence  of  similar  mistakes,  by 
which  not  only  the  privileges  of  this  Hoiiae, 
but  the  law  of  Parliameotf  might  be  seri« 
ously  aflfected. 

Sir  R.  Peel:  I  think  it  will  be  the  una- 
nimous opinion  of  the  House  that  this  cir- 
I  cumstancc  should  not  be  permitted  to  {kiss 
over  without  some  notice.  Here  is  a  bill, 
with  respect  to  which,  some  amendments 
have  been  made  by  the  House  of  Lords' 
and  with  respect  to  which  a  final  opiuioa 
has  not  been  pronounced  by  this  House. 
It  has  been  inserted  in  a  commission,  and 
may  now  have  the  effect  of  a  law.  The 
amendments  introduced  may  not  be  of 
much  importance,  but  still  I  think  it  would 
be  a  dangerous  precedent,  if  you  should 
permit  amendments  to  have  the  force  of 
law,  to  which  we  have  not  given  oar  as- 
sent, without  an  express  record  of  all  tbe 
circumstances  under  which  the  transactkw 
took  place.  I  should  therefore,  propose 
a  select  committee  to  inquire  into  the  cir- 
cumstances under  which  the  School- 
masters' Wklows'  Fund  (Scotland)  Jidl 
was  returned  to  the  House  of  Lords  and 
received  the  Royal  assent,  the  amend- 
ments which  the  bill  had  rcceivc<i  not 
having  been  agreed  to  by  the  House  of 
Commons. 

Motion  agreed  tOt  Commitiee  appoimid. 
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Answers  to  Addresses — ^The  Late  glad  that  he  could,  at  last^  in  his  place  in 

Duke    of   Sussex.]      Colonel    Dawson  rarliament^  expose  the  total  want  of  foun« 

Darner  appeared  at  the  bar,  and  said  :  *^  I  dation  for  the  statements,  amounting  to 

have  had  the  honour  of  waiting  on  her  misrepresentations,  arising  doubtless  from 

Majesty    with     two    addresses    qf    this  great  misapprehensiony  wUch  had  been  put 

House,  and  I  beg  to  present  her  Majesty's  nirth  out  of  doors  as  to  his  intentions^  and 

answers  thereto.    The  answer  to  the  ad-  the  motives  by  which  he  was  actuated  in 

dress  of  condolence  on  accpunt  of  tb^  bringmg  forward  this  motion.     One  influ- 

death  of  the  Dukp  of  Sus9ex  was  as  fol-  ential  journal,  The  Times,  had  threatened 

lows  : —  ^^^  t;he  very  day  after  his  first  notice,  with 

,,  Tu            •    J     a      .'£..'     .u    1      1  the  **  storm  of  public  indignation."    Even 

"  I  have  received  with  sat.sfecUon,  the  loyal  ^  ^„^  accustomed  like  hi^f,  to  the  more 

and  dutifMl  Address  of  Condolence  which  the  formidable  pdting  of  the  stonns  of  his  na* 

House  of  Commons  has  presented  to  roe,  on  tive  hills,   such  a  threat,  coming  from  a 

the  late  melancholy    death  of   my  beloved  quarter  which  asserted  its  possession  of  the 

Uncle,  the  Duke  of  Sussex,  as  a  gratifying  principal  patent  for  the  manufacture  of  that 

proof  of  their   constant  attachment    to  my  sort  of  storm  would  have  been  formidable, 

Person,  Family,  and  Government."  ^"^  ^^^  }^^  consciousness  that  he  carried 

about  with  him  no  intention  which  could 

Birth  op  a  Princess.]    The  reply  to  attract  its  thunders  to  himself.    Another 

the  address  of  congratulation  was  as  fol-  of  less  influence,  but  not  of  less  pretension, 

Iq^s  : ^"^  Chrorucle,  in  the  shape  of  a  letter 

signed  a  Coal-owner — lucus  a  non  lucendo, 

•^  I  return  you  my  hearty  thanks  for  this  he  should  say— for  the  entire  ignorance  of 

dutiful  and  affectionate  Address,  and  cordially  his  subject  displayed  by  that  disinterested 

receive  your  congratulations  on  the  birth  of  and  imaginary  proprietor,  held  up  colliers 

another  Princess.  and  coal-owners,  and  all  their  generations 

"  I  gratefully  receive  every  additional  proof  P**^  and  to  come,  and  all  connected  with 

of  your  loyal  attachment  to  my  Person  and  them— himself  and  his  motion  among  the 

Family."  rest— to  the  reprobation  of  an  enlightened 

public.     The  Herald  also,  the  friend  par 

Mines  and  Collikribs  Bill.]     Mr.  f^<^^{{^'^^  of  humanity,  sounded  an  alarm 

Cufmning  Bruce  said  it  had  been  his  an^-  ??,  .^^  ^^^.  camps  of  the  philanthropists. 

ious   wifh    to  have  called    the   attention  This  atrocious  motion  coming  from  such  a 

of  the   House   to  the  subject  of  the  pe-  quaver  proved  that  the  enemies  of  the  hu- 

titions  for  the  collieries  in  TScotland  before  T"  T""  "^^""^  """^^  "^^""^^  °°*  ^"^^7" 
the  recess.  He  had  given  notice  of  this  ^t^'  '^®y  ^^^®  ««?*^  *^"'  ^  resume  the 
intention  so  far  back  as  February  last,  and  «ff«""^«?  ^^^  »P™«  heaven  knows  how 
had  renewed  that  notice  at  least  a  dozen  ™tt°y  "mes  on  them.  Some  even  of  his 
times  before  Easter  without  success.  At  «^"  ^^*^"?!  ^"^'^^  expressing  their  grief 
one  time  adjourned  debates  came  in  the  *"^  astonishment,  that  he  should  be  the 
way-at  another  the  neglect  by  the  Lords  F^'^T  ^  pP^f  ^'esto"ng  all  the  evils  of 
of  her  Majesty's  Treasury  in  the  discharge  *^"^^^  *"^*"^  labour  in  the  mines:  and 
of  their  pecuUar  function  of  «  making  a  ™^^^  important  than  all  the  rest,  the  Pres- 
House,"  was  fatal  to  him^t  another,  the  ^^'^^^f  ^\°^".!:8'^!  ^'  **>^J^  "^^eting  on 
mysterious  attraction  by  which,  between  **'?  .^^^H  r  F"  '^  **"'"§  '.  ^"  "^'^^  ^^ 
the  witching  hours  of  seven  and  eight,  *«^«i  publtque,  after  refusing  to  rccom- 
hon.  Members  were  apt  to  be  drawn  away  "^"?  *^»^  the  veto  act  should  be  rescinded 
from  the  House,  so  as  not  to  leave  a  suffi-  ^  *^  aMemUy,  took  up  the  matter,  and 
ceint  number  to  keep  Mr.  Speaker  in  the  ^^'  Candlish  gave  notice- 
Chair,— all  these  various  causes,  and  no  <<  Tliat  at  next  meeting  he  would  bring  un- 
want  of  exertion  on  his  part,  as  the  noble  der  the  attention  of  the  Presbytery  the  proposal 
Tx)rd  the  Member  for  Dorsetshire  would  in  Parliament  to  interfere  with  the  provisions  of 
bear  him  witness,  had  forced  him  to  sub-  Lord  Ashley's  bill,  in  so  far  as  respected  the 
mit  to  the  delay.  He  rejoiced,  that  at  employment  of  females  under  ground  ;  if  such 
length— thanks  to  the  activity  and  superior  ^^.^^  persevered  in  in  Parliament,  he  would 
skill  of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  J^^ 'j^.^  •°*""  ""^^^  '^^  ««*'*^«  ^^  ^»»e  P-^es- 
Lanarkshire — he  had  obtained  the  oppor- 

tunity  of  submitting  the  grievances  of  these  This  occurred  soon  after  the  diijcussion 

poor  petitioners  to  the  House;    He  was  in  this  House  on  the  claims  of  the  Kirk> 
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in  which  he  had  felt  it  his  duty  to  express 
a  strong  opinion  against  the  concession  of 
the  claims  put  forward  by  tliat  Church. 
He  could  not  suppose  that  this  circum- 
stance had  in  any  way  influenced  the  notice 
thus  given  by  the  rev.  gentleman.  All  who 
knew   him  were  aware  of   the   peculiar 
meekness^  and  mildness,  and  christian  gen- 
tleness of  his  disposition  ;  that  he  was  in- 
capable of  entertaining  any  feeling  of  irri- 
tation against  those  who  differed  with  him 
— "  iantwne  aninds  cxkstibus  tree  **  might 
be  said  of  any  one  rather  than  him,  and 
although  there  were  no  coQieries  within 
the  bounds  of  the  Presbytery  of  Edin- 
burgh, he  doubtless  considered  this  as  a  spi- 
ritual matter,  and  as  such  falling  properly 
within  the  exclusive  jurisdiction  of  the  ve- 
nerable court.     It  was,  however,  but  fair, 
that  he  should  make  hon.  Members  aware 
that  such  a  notice  had  been  given,  and  that 
in  voting  for  his  motion  they  might  expose 
themselves  to  ecclesiastical  censure.    All 
this^  notwithstanding,  he  felt  it  his  duty  to 
persevere  in  his  determination  of  calling 
the  attention  of  the  House  to  the  petitions 
which  he  had  presented  for  the  collieries 
in  Scotland.     They  were  ten  in  number, 
besides  petitions  from  other  bodies  and  in- 
dividuals unconnected  with  the  collieries, 
such  as  that  he  had  tliis  day  presented  from 
the  ma^strates  and  town  council  of  Falkirk, 
—and  besides  the  signatures  of  many  hun- 
dred men,  the  signatures  of  upwards  of 
l,OdO  females  were,  he  believed,  attached 
to  them.    They  all  complained  of  the  same 
grievance; — they  all  sought  the  same  re- 
medy.    An  hon.  Member  had  remarked  to 
him,  that  on  some  of  these  |)etitiou8,  many 
of  the  signatures  appeared  to  be  written  by 
the  same  hand,     lie  liad  inquired   as  to 
this,  and  was   assured  by  Mr.   Bruce  of 
Kennet,  formerly  a  Member  of  the  House, 
and  by  a  schoolmaster  who  had  transmitted 
one  of  the  jietitions,  that  all  the  parties 
were  present  and  consenting  when,  at  their 
own  reijuest,  a  comrade  signed  for  them. 
In  brin;;ing  this  matter  before  them,  he 
was  anxious  not    to   tresfiass  at  greater 
length   on    the  indulgence  of  the   House 
tlian  might  be  necessary  to  lay  the  rcascm- 
ablenoss  and  urgency  of  tlie  prayer  of  the 
|)etitioncrs  fairly  before  it.     Nothing  but  a 
sense  of  the  duty  which  he  owed  to  a  most 
useful  and  meritorious  class  of  his  country- 
men, who  had  entrusted  their  )Wtitions  to 
his  care,  and  confided  their  cause  to  his  ad- 
vocacy, combined  with  a  strong  conviction 
ttat  they  complainetl  of  a  real  and  substan- 
tial grievance  inflicted  on  them  by  the  re- 


cent, and  he  must  add,  precipitate  l(^;isla- 
tion  of  Parliament  —  a  grievance  which 
justice,  and  humanity  rightly  understoodf 
alike  called  on  them  to  remedy,  could  have 
induced  him  to  call  the  particular  attention 
of  the  House  to  these  petitions,  or  to  con- 
clude with  the  motion  of  which  he  had 
given  notice,  of  asking  leave  to  bring  in  a 
bill  in  accordance  with  the  prayer  of  the 
petitions.     In  doin^  so,  he  felt  Uiat  it  was 
very  necessary  for  him  to  claim  the  parti- 
cular indulgence  of  the  House,  for  he  was 
not  insensible  to  the  prejudice  which  at  first 
sight  might  be  created  in  the  minds  of  hon. 
Members  against  what  might  appear,  and 
might  be  represented  as  an  attempt  to  go 
back  from  that  advance  in  the   career  of 
merciful  and  generous  l^islation  in  fiivor 
of  the  working  classes  which  the  House 
had  so  recently  sanctioned,  and  he  exposed 
himself  with  reluctance  to  the  imputation 
of  wishing  to  recede  from  it.     But  if  ever 
there  was  an  occasion  on  which  the  details, 
the  realities,  so  to  speak,  of  humanity,  had 
been  sacrificed  in  the  endeavour  to  carry 
its  principles  on  a  large  and  sweeping  scale 
into  practical  effect,  the  case  ci  the  biU 
against  one  of  the  provisions  of  which  these 
petitioners  appealed,  furnished  that  occa- 
sion ;— and  such  being  his  conviction,  he 
could  not  allow  his  fear  of  that  imputation, 
nor  even  his  approval  of  the  principle  and 
general  details  of  the  bill  itself,  to  blind 
him    as    to   the  individual  hardship   and 
suffering  which  has  inevitably  been  caused 
by  it,  nor  to  dispense  him  from  the  obliga- 
tion of  endeavouring  to  }x:rsuade  the  House 
to  obviate  that  suffering  and  that  hardship. 
He  did  so  the  more  willingly,  because  the 
infliction  of  tliem  was  not  necessary — was 
not  required  to  give  effect  to  the  principle 
of  that  bill— of  its  principle,  generally,  he 
approved.     He  gave  the  noble  Liord  the 
author  of  it,  the  fullest  credit  for  the  mo- 
tives by  which  he  was  actuated  in  bringing 
it  forward.     He  was  iK'rsuaded,  that  his 
motives  were  those  of  the  purest  benevo- 
lence, of  the  most  anxious  desire  to  benefit 
the  labouring  classes  of  his  countrymen. 
But,  imhappily,  the  purity  and  benevo- 
lence of  his  motives  did  not  exempt  him 
from  liability  to  failure  in  the  choice  of  the 
means  by  which  he  might  endeavour  to 
give  them  practical  eflfect,  and  the  very  in- 
tensity of  that  zeal  in  the  cause  of  huma- 
nity by  which  he  was  so  eminently  distin. 
guishccJ,  which  did  him  so  much  honor, 
and  which  had  secured  for  him  in  so  high 
a  degree  the  gratitude  and  admiration  of 
his  country,— 'Sentiments  in  which  he  en* 
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iirely  partidpated^— had  a  tendency  to 
make  him  overlook  the  practical  difficul- 
ties in  his  way,  and  the  amount  of  suf- 
fering and  distress  which  might  arise 
from  his  attempts  to  attain  too  rapidly,  and 
without  sufficient  caution,  the  objects  he 
had  80  meritoriously  in  view.  That  a 
great  amount  of  suffering  and  distress  must 
be  occasioned,  and  has  been  caused  by  that 
part  of  the  enactment  of  which  these  peti- 
tioners complained,  unless  Parliament  in- 
terposed to  prevent  it,  he  could  not  for  a 
moment  doubt,  and  he  did  trust  that  their 
case  had  but  to  be  plainly  and  simply  stated 
to  the  House  to  induce  it — nay^  to  induce 
the  noble  Lord  himself,  to  grant  them  the 
relief  for  which  they  prayed.  Now,  their 
case  was  simply  this.  But  before  stating 
it,  he  would  tell  the  House  the  extent  of 
relief  for  which  they  prayed.  He  had  no 
wish  to  interfere  with  the  principle  of  the 
bill  of  last  Session,  the  principle  being,  that 
eventually  all  female  labour  in  the  mines 
should  cease.  He  only  wished  that  it 
should  be  carried  out  without  causing  un- 
necessary distress.  He  did  not  desire,  the 
petitioners  did  not  desire,  that  the  law 
should  be  relaxed,  so  far  as  married  women, 
or  young  persons  under  eighteen  years  of 
age  were  affected  by  it.  All  the  colliers  with 
whom  he  had  conversed,  admitted,  that  it 
was  desirable  that  married  women  should 
be  excluded  from  the  mines,  and  left  at 
liberty  to  attend  to  the  care  of  their  fami- 
lies, and  the  comfort  of  their  homes ;  in 
fact,  in  many  of  the  collieries  they  had 
long  been  practically  excluded.  They  were 
not  so  unanimous  as  to  the  exclusion  of 
young  women  under  eighteen  years  of  age  ; 
but,  agreeing  as  he  was  disposed  to  do  in 
deference  to  the  general  opinion,  that  it 
was  desirable  that  female  labour  below 
ground  in  the  collieries  should  cease,  and 
convinced  that  this  result  would  be  brought 
about  by  the  exclusion  of  females  under 
eighteen,  since  none  who  had  not  commenced 
and  been  accustomed  to  this  employment 
before  that  age,  would  ever  take  to  it  after- 
wards. He  did  not  propose,  that  the  em- 
ployment of  females  under  eighteen  years 
of  age  should  any  longer  be  permitted. 
What  he  desired  to  persuade  the  House  to 
sanction  was  this — that  those  females  above 
the  age  of  eighteen,  unmarried  or  widows, 
till  very  lately,  \vorking  in  the  collieries* 
should  be  permitted,  if  so  it  pleased  them, 
to  continue  at  such  employment.  This 
was  the  whole  length  to  which  he  would 
ask  the  House  to  go;  it  seemed  a  small 
concession,  but  it  was  one  which  would 


prevent  a  vast  amount  of  suffering  and  dis- 
tress.  Now,  the  case  of  these  poor  people 
was  simply  this :  they  had  been  brought  up 
to  this  employment,  and  were  scarcely  ca- 
pable of  any  other ;  but  even  if  capable  of 
it,  other  employment  was  not  open  to  them. 
Hon.  Members  conversant  with  the  coal 
districts  of  Scotland  were  aware  that  a 
prejudice,  a  very  unfounded  one,  he  ad- 
mitted, existed  against  employing  persons 
brought  up  in  the  collieries.  He  said,  un- 
founded, because  as  far  as  his  observa- 
tion enabled  him  to  judge,  the  colliers,  in 
regard  to  their  orderly  and  moral  conduct, 
were  superior  to  some,  and  equal  to  most 
classes  of  the  population,  and  the  petitions 
which  he  had  presented  were  accompanied 
by  certificates  from  the  ministers  and  elders 
of  the  parishes  within  which  those  colli- 
eries were  situated  which  amply  bore  him 
out  in  that  assertion ;  but  notwithstanding, 
the  prejudice,  from  whatever  cause  arising, 
existed,— they  wqre  looked  on  as  a  distinct 
race, — they  seldom  intermarried  with  the 
other  labouring  classes,  the  nature  of  their 
employment  prevented  much  intercourse, 
and  so  it  was  that  they  would  have  the 
greatest  difficulty  in  finding  employment 
as  household  servants  or  agricultural  la- 
bourers even  if  a  demand  for  such  labour 
existed ;  but  none  such  exists.  So  great  is 
the  depression  in  agriculture,  that  the 
greatest  difficulty  was  experienced  in  keep- 
ing on  the  old  hands  at  fair  wages.  But 
if  no  such  demand  existed  among  the  far- 
mers, still  less  did  it  exist  among  the  manu- 
facturers. Some  of  these  collieries,  for  in- 
stance, were  in  the  immediate  neighbour- 
hood of  Dunfermline,  a  large  manufacturing 
town.  But  for  many  months  past,  the 
greatest  distress,  arising  from  want  of  em- 
ployment existed  amongst  its  population. 
So  far  back  as  last  November  upwards  of 
1600  persons,  weavers  and  those  depending 
on  them  in  that  town  were  totally  desti- 
tute of  employment.  He  was  assured,  that 
since  that  period  the  number  had  increased 
rather  than  diminished.  A  gentleman  well 
acquainted  with  the  facts,  Mr.  Grier,  had 
so  assured  him  in  a  letter  written  in 
February  last,  and  added, 

''That  though  many  were  still  Uving  on 
their  own  resources,  those  resources  must 
soon  be  exhausted,  and  the  number  of  clai- 
mants on  the  funds  raised  by  voluntary  cha« 
rity,  be  greatly  increased.'^ 

He  agreed  with  his  correspondent  in 
trusting  that  Parliament  would  not  think 
it  right  to  increase  this  number  by  adding 
to  it  many  hundreds  of  women  now  earn- 
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which  did  not  tend  to  confirm  conclusions 
of  the  soundness  and  justice  of  which  they 
were  ahready  conTinced.  The  conduct  of 
the  gentleman  who  reported  on  the  col- 
lieries from  which  the  petitions  he  had 
presented  proceeded,  prov^  in  how  cursory 
a  way  he  had  conducted  hb  enquiries.  He 
did  not  go  helow  cround.  He  did  not  sec 
the  women  at  their  worL  He  contented 
himself  with  examining  such  of  them  as  he 
found  accidentally  in  their  houses,  or  at 
the  pit-mouth,  and  then  retired  to  take, 
like  Falstaff, ''  his  ease  at  his  inn/'  and  ar- 
range the  information  he  had  thus  received, 
and  make  drawings,  not  of  what  he  had 
seen,  hut  embodying  the  impressions  which 
an  imagination  fertile  in  horrors  had  sug- 
gested. Now  he  (Mr.  C.  Bruce)  did  not 
wish  the  House  to  take  this  on  his  au- 
thority— ^hc  would  prove  it.  Mr.  Gricr, 
the  manager  of  the  Elgin  Colliery  wrote  as 
follows  :— 

''The  sub-conunissioner,  Mr.  Franks,  re- 
ports pretty  accurately  the  efidence  he  re- 
ceived from  the  young  persons  with  whom  he 
came  in  contact ;  they  were  seven  in  number, 
of  whom  only  one  was  a  person  of  any  expe- 
rience. He  did  not  go  down  our  pits,  nor  see 
any  of  the  females  actually  at  their  employ- 
ments. He  only  remained  a  short  time  at  the 
pit-head,  and  saw  a  few  females  ascending  and 
descending  the  shaft;  and  I  have  been  in- 
formed by  the  managers  of  Well  wood,  Town- 
hill,  Halbeath,  Fordell,  and  Donnibristle  col- 
lieries, that  he  did  not  descend  any  of  their 
pits,  nor  see  the  women  at  their  employment ; 
and  to  the  want  of  personal  inspection  I  am 
led  to  conclude  that  several  inaccuracies  have 
occurred  in  th«  general  report  with  regard  to 
the  height  of  the  roads,  &c.  that  the  females 
are  employed  in,  and  their  positions  when  at 
work.  Tlie  height  of  the  road  is  frequently 
stated  at  the  height  of  the  seam,  but  though  it 
may  be  very  thin,  the  roads  for  conveying  the 
coal  are  always  made  high  for  the  convenience 
of  the  Putters." 

This  gives  the  evidence  of  six  collieries. 
Mr.  Dawson,  manager  of  Carron  works, 
writes, 

*^  Mr.  Franks,  who  visited  our  collieries,  ap- 
pears to  have  had  little  to  find  fault  with, 
though  there  are  many  inaccuracies  in  his  re- 
port, lie  did  not  go  down  our  pits,  nor  see 
the  people  at  their  work  ;  but  KOt  all  his  in- 
formation by  making  enquiries  above  ground." 

He  could  multiply  quotations  from  other 
collieries,  asserting  the  same  thing;  and, 
really  he  could  attach  little  value  to  evi- 
dence so  collected.  But  this  was  not  his 
principal  complaint  against  the  report  on 
which  these  mines  were  condcnmed,  and 
the  cYideooc  on  which  the  law  was  pawed* 


For  the  first  time,  in  any  report  of  eri- 
deuce  presented  to  the  House  on  a  great 
public  question  of  this  sort,  the  royal  road 
was  taken  of  communicating  information 
through  the  eye.  Engravings  were  pre- 
sented: for  tlie  edification  of  hon.  Members 
who  had  no  time  for  reading,  or  of  that 
still  more  numerous  class  who  might  be 
frightened  by  the  bulk  of  two  ponderous 
volumes,  exhibilin^  the  women  in  every 
possible  condition  of  degradation  and  suffer- 
ing. But,  surely  those  who  looked  at  the 
report,  and  trusted  to  it  for  enabling  them 
to  form  an  accurate  judgment,  had  a  right 
to  suppose  that  those  drawings,  thus  pre- 
sented in  a  grave  public  document,  were 
made  from  actiial  observation,  and  exhi. 
bited  the  result  of  what  the  reporter  bad 
actually  seen ;  sketches,  in  short,  from  na- 
ture, taken  on  the  spot.  No  such  thing. 
He  would  take  the  case  of  Margaret  Heaps, 
the  worst  and  most  revolting  of  these  re- 
presentations. Mr.  Franks  tnus  describes 
her  at  p.  383,  sec.  8,  of  his  report  :— 

''  The  workings  in  the  narrow  seams  are 
sometimes  tOO  to  200  yards  from  the  main 
roads,  so  that  the  females  have  to  crawl  back- 
wards and  forwards  with  their  small  carts,  in 
seams,  in  many  cases,  not  exceeding  twenty- 
two  to  twenty-eight  inches  in  height.  This 
will  be  found  illustrated  in  the  case  of  Mar- 
garet Heaps,  coal-putter,  numbered  231  in  the 
evidence. 

And  then  the  engraving  is  inserted— 

*'  The  danger  and  the  difficulty  of  dragging 
on  roads,  dipping  from  one  in  three  to  one  in 
six  feet,  may  be  more  easily  conceived  tlian 
explained  ;  and  tlie  state  in  which  the  females 
are  after  pulling  like  horses  through  tliese 
holes — their  perspiration,  their  exhaustion,  and 
very  frequently  their  tears,  it  is  painful  in  the 
extreme  to  witness.*' 

Now  he  (Mr.  C.  Bruce)  begged  the 
House  to  mark  this  expression.  Mr. 
Franks  said,  it  was  painful  in  the  extreme 
to  witness  the  state  of  this  poor  Margaret 
Heaps.  Now,  what  if  he  should  prove  that 
Mr.  Franks  had  never  witnessed  it  at  all; 
never  personally  inspected  the  mine  in 
which  she  worked— never  saw  her  at  her 
work,  and  that  the  whole  story  was  one  of 
pure  imagination.  Could  the  House  trust 
to  such  a  report,  to  such  a  reporter — and  if 
he  showed  that  this  was  a  case  of  the 
srossest  exaggeration  and  inacctiracy,  should 
he  not  throw  grave  doubts  on  every  other 
similar  statement  of  this  reporter.  Mr. 
Franks  went  on  to  give  the  evidence  of  this 
woman  as  follows  :— 

'My  amptoyuieat  is,  after  leacfaiog  tba 
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nalUface,  to  611  a  bogie  or  alype  wiih  two 
and  a-hair  to  three  hundred  weight  of  coal.  1 
then  liook  it  on  to  my  chain  and  drag  ii 
through  the  leam,  which  is  twenty-two  to 
tweoiy-eight  inches  high,  till  I  get  to  the  main 
road,  a  good  distance,  probably  from  30O  tb 
400  yards;  the  pa*eroent  I  drag  over  is  welj 
and  I'am  obliged  at  all  limes  to  crawl  on  ray 
hands  and  feet.  I  throw  the  contents  ot  th^ 
bogies  tDio  the  carts  till  they  are  filled,  and 
then  run  Ihem  on  llie  iron  rails  to  the  shaft,  a 
distance  of  400  or  500  yards." 

In  a  note  to  thii,  the  floor  is  deacribed  as 
"  soft  and  slushy."  He  should  now  show 
the  House  what  the  real  state  of  this  case 
was,  and  on  the  evidence  of  the  overseer  of 
the  mine  in  which  she  worked,  on  that  of 
a  highly  respectable  gentleman  who  had 
interest  in  the  mines,  but  such  as  his  hu> 
inanity  prompted  him  to  take ;  on  the 
evidence  of  the  woman  herself,  voluntarily 
emitted  in  a  deposition  made  befoie  and 
certified  by  the  provost  of  Falkirk, 
ajgned  by  her  own  hand,  he  would  prove 
that  Mr.  Franks  had  never  seen  her  at  bet 
work,  and  had  grossly  exa^erated  its  na- 
ture, extent,  and  drcumstonces. 

Mr.  Dawson  thus  wrote.— 

"  In  the  evidence  regardiug  Standrigg  col- 
liery, Mr.  Franks  has  given  a  very  erroneous 
account  of  the  nature  of  the  work  of  females, 
and  has  made  a  grots  caricature  of  a  female 
drawing  coals  in  it. — (Report,  p.  95 ;  App. 
P.  1,  p.  383).  Alexander  Borrowman,  who 
was  overseer  of  that  colliery  when  Mr.  Franks 
visited  it,  is  now  overseer  at  Kinnaird,  and  on 
my  showing  him  Mr.  Franks  account  of  the 
evidence  of  Margaret  Heaps,  at  once  pro- 
nounced it  very  incorrect,  and  has  written  a 
letter  to  you  giving  the  real  state  of  the  pit, 
and  of  the  work  performed  by  Margaret  Heaps, 
which  I  now  inclose.  If  you  can  understand 
Borrowman's  letter,  and  compare  il  with  the 
evidence,  you  will  find  that  Mr.  Franks  is  al- 
together iacDirect  in  the  principal  points.  lie 
describes  her  as  drawing  a  bogie  or  slype  from 
200  to  400  yards  through  llie  seam,  where  the 
height  of  the  coal  was  from  twenty-six  to 
twenty-eight  inches.  Borrowman  says,  she 
seldom  drew  any  coals  in  ihe  height  of  the 
seam,  which  was  fiom  twenty-eight  to  lliirty 
inches,  the  bogie  she  used  had  four  wheels, 
which  ran  on  a  good  hard  pavement,  and  that 
at  most  she  could  not  have  drawn  it  more  than 
ten  yards,  instead  of  from  300  to  400,  ten 
yards  being  the  greatest  distance  that  any  of 
the  colliers  could  possibly  have  to  draw  in  (he 
height  of  ibe  seam  oo  each  side  of  the  load 
leading  to  the  pit  bottom.  Mr.  Franks  made 
another  great  mistake  in  staling  the  distance 
the  coals  were  drawn  on  the  tubs  or  carts  from 
ihe  wall-face  to  ihe  pit  bottom  at  500  yards. 
Borrowman  says,  it  was  only  about  110  yards. 
I  have  every  reason  to  believe,  that  Sorrow- 


man's  account  is  substantially  correct,  aod 
that  the  account  given  in  ihe  printed  evidence, 
as  welt  probably  as  many  olhet  similar  staie- 
meois,  is  extremely  iacorrect,  or  highly  exag- 
geraied,  and  twitted  to  suit  a  particitlar  pur- 
He  would  not  detain  the  House  by  read- 
ing Borrowman's  letter  which  be  held  in 
Iiig  hand,  and  which  exactly  confinned  Mr. 
Dawson's  account  of  it ;  but  he  must  beg 
leave  to  read  the  letter  of  Mr.  Henry 
Aitken,  Thisgentleman.as  hishon.Friend 
beside  him,  the  Member  for  Stirlingshire 
informed  him,  had  been  a  great  ad?ocata 
for  excluding  females  from  the  mines.  His 
letter  showed  the  circumstances  which  bad 
induced  him  to  change  bis  opinion  as  re- 
garded those  recently  employed.  He  might 
here  say,  that  the  petition  presented  to  the 
meeting  to  which  Mr.  Aitken  referred,  was 
written  hy  a  working  collier.  He  had  it 
before  him,  and  it  did  the  writer  great 
credit.  But  Mr.  Aitkeu's  letter  showed 
also  some  of  the  bad  effects  which,  as  re- 
garded the  education  of  the  colliers,  the  bill 
was  producing,  and  therefore  be  would  read 


ago  attended  a  meeting  at 
Larhert  along  with  Sir  Michael  Bruce,  the 
rev.  Mr.  Bonar,  Mr.  Stirling  of  Glenberrie, 
and  the  manager  for  Carron  company,  in 
order  to  receive  a  deputation  from  the  women 
formerly  employed  in  the  coal-works  at  Kib 
naird  and  Carron-hall,  who  gave  ao  ai 
the  great  wretchedness  and  want  o< 
amongst  them  by  being  against  their  own  ii 


laterially  injured  the  condition  of  these 
en,  I  have  since  taken  a  deep  interest  in 


''  I  could  put  liitle  confidence  in  Mr. 
Franks's  report,  and  notes  of  evidence  ai  be 
seems  lo  me  to  have  acted  ooly  on  one  side  of 

"  There  is  an  important  fact,  and  which  ik 
my  opinion,  goes  far  to  vitiate  Mr.  Franks's 
report,  ihat  he  did  not  in  this  quarter  go  down 
single  pit,  without  doing  which  any  thing 
:e  an  idea  of  the  state  of  the  work-peopl* 
liile  under  ground  could  not  be  got. 
"  I    learnKl    that    the    witness,   Margaret 
Heaps,  denied  that  her  evidence  had  been  ac- 
curately reported.     I  sent   for  her,  and   she 
came  down  to-day  aloog  with  her  father,  and 
I  inclose  a  declaration  made  by  her,  which 
ipeaks  for  itself  aod  shows  the  inaccuracy  of 
Mr.  Fianks's  notes  of  evidence.   You  will  ob- 
serve, that  she  has  signed  her  declaration  with 
■^- Town  hand. 

"  Margaret  Heaps'  father  being  able  to 
work,  she  is  not  in  want;  but  there  are  few 
where  the  women  are  removed  which 
has  not  been  attended  with  very  detrimental 
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conuquencei,  uid  the  preicnt  is  not  in  exeep- 
lioD,  ai  ber  falbet  informed  me  that  he  had  a 
son  aged  about  twelve,  when  the  bill  passed. 
lie  was  at  this  time  at  school,  and  evinced  tetj 
considerablt  talent ;  so  much  to,  that  he  was 
determined  to  give  him  the  very  best  cdaca- 
tion  which  hi*  circiuMtances  would  permit  i 
but  when  be  was  by  the  act  dcprired  of  the 
serriccs  of  his  daughter,  he  found  he  was  not 
hMc  to  keep  the  boy  at  school,  support  hit 
family,  and  keep  a  drawer;  and  he  was  re* 
luctantly  forced  to  take  him  from  school  and 

Cit  him  in  his  sister's  place  in  the  pit.  The 
rher  has  all  the  appearascc  of  what,  in  Scot- 
latxl,  we  call  a  decent  man,  and  has  good 
'  common  sense;'  and  be  considered  it  hard, 
that  people  who  must  either  starve  or  work, 
should  not  be  allowed  to  carry  their  labour  to 
the  only  market  open  for  il." 

Ho  (Mr.  C.  Droce)  had  bIm  before  him 
the  dopositum  t£  Mai^aret  Heajw  benelf. 
He  would  only  tnniblc  the  Houne  with  ex* 
tracts  from  it.  It  cntirelj  conGnncd  the 
■ooount  given  by  BwroHnuin,  denying  that 
Mr.  Franks  had  Bcountely  reported  her 
endence.     ~       ~        - 


"Thai  the  side  roads,  instead  of  400  did 
not  exceed  nine  yards ;  that  Ihe  work  in  them 
was  done  by  her  brothers,  the  Cunily  consisting 
of  ten  cbildren;  that,  she  ueTcr  worked  in 
those  low  roads  except  occHianally,  and  of  her 
own  accord,  to  Carwanl  the  work.  That  it  was 
not  true  that  tb»  road  on  which  she  worked 
was  wet  i  it  was  hard  and  dry,  tad  from  four 
to  six  feet  high.  That  it  was  not  true  that 
tine  was  not  allowed  for  meab,  as  an  hour 
was  allowed  for  breakfast,  and  one  for  dinner. 
Thai  ihe  prclsrred  the  work  to  field  labour. 
That  iheii  food  was  nutritious  and  lufBcJent; 
ud  not  such  as  was  desciibed  in  the  report 
TltU  of  b«i  own  Bccoid  sbe  sometlaea  worked 
an  extra  shift,  that  she  might  get  money  to 
piKhase  better  clothe*  to  enable  her  to  attend 
t^urch,  which  she  did  regularly,  not  being 
absent  above  twice  in  tba  year,  lliat  she 
attended  the  communion  ;  and  knew  that  the 
other  colliers  attended  church  as  regularly  as 
any  class,  and  perhaps  more  so." 

And  h«r  depoHtion  h  certified  by  the 
Pntvnst  of  Falkirk,  in  whoae  pretence  the 
read  a  chapter  of  the  Bible,  and  rigned  her 
own  name.  He  tnuted  he  had  now  dis- 
poaod  of  the  case  of  Margaret  Heaps.  He 
had  dwelt  on  U  moro  ptrticularl^,  becauae 
if  he  thowed  ezaggention  and  inaccutBcj 
in  her  caK,  it  ncirrcd  that  the  report  was 
not  deaervingof  eonfldonee.  Now  the  oon- 
wqiienco  <J  thit  lort  of 
alluded  to  the  engianngi  hf  wl 
niport  was  illustrated  —  was,  that  a  gc* 
ncnl  imprcauun  was  moat  unfairly  con- 
voyed, that  Mich  descriptioM  appliod  tc 
all  niiiKs  in  generalt  and  that  nich  Rvolt- 


ing  labour  wxs  a  neeeffary  condition  of 
working  in  the  mines ;  and  thns,  what 
might  have  been  an  approach  to  truth  in 
stmie  one  or  two  mines,  which,  if  true 
called  loudly  for  correction,  and  might 
have  been  caailjr  corrected,  waa  applied  in 
the  minda  of  penons  niimfcriBed  on  the 
rabject,  to  all  coUieiiea  without  exception. 
Tbu  was  unftur  and  improper  in  the  ei. 
tremc.  Nothing  of  the  sort  reptesentaj 
in  these  works  of  imagination  existed  in 
the  miDee  from  which  theee  petition!  pro* 
oeeded.  They  were  perfectly  dry ;  the 
height  of  tho  road*  rendered  no  iikaone 
posture  necessary ;  the  people  deioesid  to 
their  work  by  stairs,  or  in  a  war  perfectly 
Mfe  and  oommodious ;  iron  rails  are  laid 
below  gioiuid;  end  the  tntaea  worked 
tt^^her,  or  under  tho  eye  (rf  their  parenU 
atut  relatiTe*,  aa  was  indeed  fairty  staled  in 
the  mtudi  furer  report  d  Mr.  Tancfvd. 
Was  it  then  fitting  that  the  Hoose,  nnder 
•oeh  ctrciunstanccs  should  perse««ic  in  an 
enactment  against  which  those  affected  by  it 
unanimously  protest  f  Now  when  he  said 
they  unanimously  protested,  be  knew  it 
would  be  said  that  these  petidoDS  had  baen 
got  up  and  ligited  at  the  bidding  of  thepn- 
prieiMs  and  nuutagers  of  the  amas.  'me, 
their  statements  ai  )to  the  moral  eeodition 
and  h  ealth  of  the  collier  popnlatian  WDe  c( 
firmed  fay  the  certificates  of  the  n'  ' 
and  eldcn,  and  medical  men  who  a 
them ;— but  they  too  were  nnder  the  in- 
fluence of  the  cral-owner^  and  dared  not 
lefiise  tbor  request  Ho  coold  oaly  mf, 
that  whoever  made  tuefa  asi  aasertiaB  dU 
it  in  entire  tgnorsBee  of  the  c 
ihe  ministers  and  nedkal  | 
Scotland,  and  he  conttsntei 
aMuting  the  House  that  ludi  u 
totally  gronndlasB.  He  aaertei 
petiiioat  did  not  originate  in  any  such  in- 
fluence, they  pnceeded.  wutu  prafvvs  tmm 
Ihe  workpeople  themsdves.  This  waa  no 
eoal-ownets  question.  In  the  nunes  srith 
which  he  was  aeqoaintod,  the  exdtiaioii  or 
retention  of  the  women  employed  up  to  the 
1st  of  Mardi,  was  as  a  matter  of  proSt, 
one  of  very  slight  importance.  He  godM 
truly  assert  that  he  had  nortr  received  a 
single  communication  oa  the  subject  &om 
B  au^e  coal  owner  in  Scotland.  He  had 
taken  it  up  soMy  at  tho  earnest  ivqaest  at 
the  colliers  thewsrives.  The  only  eaal« 
owner  whose  opinion  be  had  ctmstilted  was 
one  who  had  a  Terr  small  intescst  in  coal 
property,  and  that  interest  could  not  be 
ofiiicted  by  the  exist  at  which  the  coal 
was  raised,  (or  he  was  paid  by  a  fixed  rent. 
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or  royalty,  which  did  not  vary  with  the 
price  paid  for  raising  the  coal — that  coal- 
owner  was  himself.  He  need  scarcely 
disclaim  any  personal  motives,  having  so 
frequently  stated  to  the  House  that  he  was 
influenced  to  interfere  solely  by  the  repre- 
sentations of  the  workpeople  themselves; 
and  he  would  say  the  same  of  the  only 
two  managers  who  had  communicated  with 
him.  When  in  Scotland,  last  summer,  at 
the  time  of  the  passing  of  the  Colliery  Bill, 
being  detained  there  bv  the  delicate  health 
of  a  member  of  his  family,  he  had  been 
waited  on  by  a  deputation  of  colliers,  whose 
families  had  long  been  settled  in  the  neigh- 
bourhood, imploring  him  to  use  his  influ- 
ence to  prevent  the  passing  of  the  clause 
against  which  they  now  petitioned.  They 
were  common  working 'men,  but  they 
spoke  with  an  energy  and  eloquence  whidi 
nothing  but  truth,  and  a  strong  convic- 
tion of  the  evi'ls  which  threatened  them, 
could  have  inspired.  There  was  no  influ- 
ence of  the  manager  used  to  prompt  their 
earnest  pleadings  in  behalf  of  their  own 
female  relatives,  and  of  their  old  and  infirm 
fellow-labourers  in  the  mines,  till  now 
supported  in  comfortable  independence  by 
the  pious  labours  of  their  children.  And 
why  should  the  House  d^re  to  interfere 
with  this  charity,  which  if  any,  was  surely 
doubly  blest,  that  o&red  by  a  dutiful  child 
to  an  afiectionate  parent?  One  of  them, 
a  man  advanced  m  years,  and  who  had 
brought  up  a  large  family  in  respectability, 
besought  him  (Mr.  C.  Bruce)  to  allow  him 
to  bring  his  two  dauffhters  that  he  might 
hear  them  speak  for  tnemselves.  '*  There 
were  not/*  he  said  ''  twa  bonnier  lasses,  or 
better  conducted  in  the  parish."  Another, 
in  February  last,  walked  nearljr^  thirty 
miles  that  he  might  put  his  petition  into 
his  (Mr.  C.  Bruce's)  own  hand.  Having 
missed  him  in  the  morning,  he  walked  for 
hours  before  the  door  where  he  expected  to 
find  him,  being  resolved,  he  said,  not  to  return 
home  till  he  had  delivered  it.  He  entered 
at  great  length  into  the  subject  of  it^  and 
showed  many  letters  which  he  had  received 
from  various  hon.  Members  with  whom  he 
had  conesponded.  Letters  which  he  (Mr. 
C.  Bruce  must  say  justified  his  remark  on 
most  of  the  writers, — "  that  they  seemed 
no  to  ken  muckle  about  the  matter." 
All,  however,  promised  their  attention  to 
the  case,  some,  as  the  hon.  Member  for 
Greenock,  wrote  with  much  kindness  and 
feeling.  Let  him  then  implore  the  House 
not  to  turn  a  deaf  car  to  the  petitions  of 
such  i^eople.    There  is  distress  enou^  in 


the  country  without  your  seeking  to  aggra- 
vate it  by  such  legislation ;  and  when  the 
House  considered  the  orderly  and  peace- 
able conduct  by  which,  in  general,  the 
colliers  had  been  distinguished  in  the  most 
excited  times,  he  did  trust  that  they  would 
be  considered  as  entitled  to  have  some  voice 
in  deciding  on  the  enactment  of  a  law 
by  which  they  were  so  materially,  be 
had  almost  said,  exclusively,  aflected.  But, 
perhaps,  in  alluding  to  the  orderly  con- 
duct of  the  collier  population —- to  the 
absence  of  crime  by  which  they  are  cha- 
racterized—he  was  injurinff  rather  than 
advancing  the  cause  which  he  had  under- 
taken to  advocate.  True,  the  report  of 
sub-commissioneis  who  had  reported  on  the 
collieries  for  which  the  petitions  he  had 
presented  proceeded,  confirmed  all  he  could 
say  in  this  rospect.  He  quoted  the  prison 
returns  of  the  district  in  proof  of  that  ex- 
emption, and  they  bore  him  out  to  the 
fullest  extent*  But  what  were  the  conclu- 
sions he  drew  from  the  facts  thus  estab- 
lished-*-not  that  we  were  to  read  in  them 
a  proof  that  the  habits  of  the  colliers  were 
such  as  to  entitle  them  to  our  commenda- 
tion— ^and  their  occupation  such  as,  morally 
speaking,  to  produce  results  which  called  for 
our  approvtu— but  that  this  very  orderly 
conduct,  this  exemption  from  outrage  and 
crime,  furnished  an  additional  evidence,  if 
not  that  their  habits  were  degraded,  at 
least  that  their  occupation  was  destructive 
of  the  energies  and  qualities  of  fiee-bom 
men.  He  had  said  bkote,  that  these  com* 
missioners  were  liaUe  to  act  under  tha 
influence  of  preconceived  impressions,  and 
disposed  to  receive  with  sui^ion  all  evi« 
denoe,  if  not  to  distort  all  &cts,  which  did 
Hot  tend  to  confirm  their  preconceived  im- 
pressions; and  reallv  the  remarks  of  this 
sub-commissioner  Franks  on  this  branch 
of  his  inquiry  furnished  an  instance  io 
palpable  and  so  flagrant  of  this  species  of 
perversion,  that  he  would  reaa  to  the 
Honse  that  part  of  Uie  report  to  which  be 
referred.  He  would  at  the  same  time  sa- 
tisfy the  House,  that  he  was  not  overstat- 
ing the  claims  dT  the  colliers,  on  the  ground 
of  their  orderly  conduct,  and  their  exenp* 
tion  from  crime.  At  page  404,  sec.  104, 
of  his  report,  Mr.  Franks  says>— 

*<In  Um  enumeration  of  tha  leading  cha- 
racteristics of  the  cottier  oomrnonity,  it  woukl 
be  wrong  to  pass  over  the  state  of  crime  as  it 
exists  among  them,  such  being  generally  con- 
sidered as  a  tolerably  good  test  of  the  condi- 
tioo  and  character  of  a  people;  and  in  the 
pursuit  of  my  inquiry  it  has  often  struck  roe  as 
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■iDgular,  thM  (hit  branch  of  the  subject  bad 
not  attracted  the  particular  attention  of  the 
numerou*  clau  to  whom  1  have  had  occasion 
to  address  myaelf ;  but  in  Inilb,  as  far  a*  I 
have  been  able  to  judge  of  the  chatacler  of  the 
class  under  coniide ration,  Ihejr  are  more  dis- 
tinguished by  an  absence  of  energy,  than  b; 
that  activity  of  mind  which  excites  to  crime ; 
aod  the  prison  tetums  for  the  year  ending 
1839,  which  I  have  inierted  below,  sustain  my 
preconceived  opinion," 

The  House  would  mart  this  conclusion  : 
was  he  not  risht  in  saying,  that  with  pre- 
conceived opinions,  these  gentlemen  set 
about  their  inquiries? — but  Mr.  Ptuoki 
proceeded  to  give  the  prisons'  returns— 
they  were  as  follows:— 

"Alloa,  Clackmannanihire :  Only  1  pri- 
soner— 1  aboTe  the  average. — Clackmannan- 
shire; No  murder  or  highnay  robbery  during 
the  year,  and  no  heinous  offence  of  any  kind  ; 
— a  good  deal  of  petty  crime. — Stirlingshire  : 
Many  offences  of  a  petty  kind ;  none  serious. 
— BaUikonnar  is  particularly  noticed  as  free 
from  crime. — Hadaingtonshire :  Greatest  num- 
ber of  prisoners  39  ;  lowest  5  ;  population 
36,000. — Linlithgonshire :  44  prisoners  during 
the  year,  out  of  a  population  of  about  37,000. 
— Dunfermline :  Greatest  number  of  prisoners 
at  one  time       ;  lowest  2  ;  no  serious  crime. 

"Section  105.— For  Slirhng  the  borough 
gaol  of  Falkirk  returns  S7  ai  the  number  of 
prisoners,  out  of  which  3  are  colliers.— For 
Slirhng  coanty,  no  collier*. — In  Haddington- 
sbire  34,  out  of  which  4  are  colliers. — In  Dun- 
fermline, is  ;  of  whom  9  are  colliers. 

"  Section  106. — Now,  when  it  is  considered 
that  this  return  eitendi  over  at  least  5,000 
heads  of  bmiliei,  who  are  engaged  ni  hewers, 
out  of  a  collier  population  of  nearly  30,000, 
the  stale  of  crime  must  be  looked  upon  as  very 
favourable  (non  meui  hie  sermo),  and  this 
view  of  the  subject  is  in  perfect  accordance 
with  tlie  general  opinion  of  those  gentlemen, 
who  being  thoroughly  acquainted  with  the 
character  and  bent  of  the  colliers,  both  indi- 
vidually, and  as  a  class,  have  favoured  me  with 
ibe  result  of  their  observations." 

Again  he  itates  : — 

"  That  the  average  amount  of  Illegitimate 
children  born  in  the  course  of  a  year  is  al«ut 
one  in  forty,  which  when  the  want  of  education 
in  the  people,  and  the  unresuicted  intercourse 
of  the  sexes,  in  consequence  of  their  labouring 
together  in  the  same  pita,aTe  taken  into  tbe  ac- 
count, is,  by  no  means,  high." 

He  should  presently  show,  that  the  re- 
porter was  in  error  in  both  these  drcum- 
stunces  which  he  propose*  to  take  into  the 
account.     Again,  in  section  110,  be  say^— 

"  The  district,  and  objects  over  which  (his 
in(|uiry  extended,  presented  the  aspect  of  a 
lalHirioiis,  uneducaleil,  and  uncomplaining 
pvpulaiioD— a  population  of  few  vices." 


"  They  are  always  respectful,  and  somslimea 
warmly  attached  to  their  employers,  and  ex- 
hibit none  of  the  pert  and  discourteous  beha- 
viour of  the  manu^turer;  they  listen  with 
cheerfulness  and  much  seriousness  to  the  mi. 
nisters  of  the  gospel  who  come  amongst  them ; 
ihey  show,  and  probably  feel  less  jealousy  of 
their  superiors  in  rank  and  fnrtune  than  is  ge- 
nerally shown  by  other  artiians,  and  they  ift> 
termed  die  not  with  politics." 

And  in  section  III,  Mr.  Franks  thtu 
summed  up  his  observations  :— 

"A  population  including  7,000  or  6,000 
heads  of  lamilies,  leading  a  mere  animal  ex- 
istence, wiihoul  religious  character,  without 
political  bias,  without  political  representation, 
in  short,  without  political  status  whatever — 
such  and  so  simple  is  the  character  of  tha 
people  amongst  whom  my  labonrs  have  been 

Now,  he  would  ask  the  House,  wu  it 
possible  to  draw  conclusions  more  tinwa<:« 
ranted,  more  unfair,  more  unjust,  more 
monstrouBly  absurd,  than  were  thut  draWD 
by  this  learned  gentleman  from  the  data  on 
which  he  founded  them.  The  absence  of 
crime  Mr.  Franls  cannot  deny.  Intheparidi 
of  Bothkcnnar,  noted  in  the  prison  returns  u 
altogether  free  from  crime,  the  far  greater 
number  of  the  population  round  its  churdt 
are  colliers  in  the  employment  of  the  Camn 
company,  whose  petition  was  before  the 
House.  Yet  instead  of  ascribing  it  to  them 
as  a  merit,  he  insinuates  it  as  a  fault.  He 
reads  in  it  a  proof  of  want  of  eno^,  oC 
want  of  intelligence,  of  defidency  in  the 

Suolities  by  which  free  men  ou^t  to  be 
istinguished ;  it  confirms  his  preconceiTed 
impressions,  and  to  get  rid  of  so  lamentable 
a  state  of  things,  to  inspire  the  collien 
with  a  distaste  for  iLcrestraintsof  morality 
and  law,  to  imbue  them  with  a  commend- 
able alacrity  in  their  violation,  he  calls  on 
you  so  to  legislate  as  to  wipe  out  this  stain 
of  apathy  from  their  chnractcn.  He  teUs 
you  that  they  ore  industriotu,  peaceable, 
contented— distingu  idled  by  few  crimen  or 
rather  by  an  exemption  from  crime ;  and  be 
uses  the  terms  reprcocbfutly — scarcely  • 
single  cold  esprcasion,  interlarded  for  d^ 
ccncy  sake,  of  satisfaction  that  such  u  lbs 
character  of  these  peojile,  escapes  from  him. 
Is  it  not  monstrous,  that  he  should  not 
have  had  the  common  sense,  or  the  common 
candour  to  attnbute  these  result*  to  theix 
true  source — that  source  establiabcd  as  the 
true  one  by  the  cortilicatcs  of  the  minirtm 
and  I'tdi-rs  of  the  pui  islic*  in  which  these 
oolliericsare  atuutcd,  the  only  source  from 
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which  such  qualities  among  such  a  popula- 
tion can  flow — their  knowledge  of  their 
duty  to  God,  and  as  flowing  from  that 
knowledge,  their  practice,  in  resignation 
and  contentedness,  of  the  duties  of  their 
station  towards  their  fellow  men.  To  him, 
(Mr.  C.  Bruce)  it  seemed  that  these  quali- 
ties, thus  damned  by  fiEuntest  praise,  were 
just  those  which  we  ought  most  to  prize, 
most  to  cultivate  in  the  working  popula- 
tion, just  those,  which  in  a  moral  point  of 
view,  raised  them  to  an  equality  with  our. 
selves,  and  therefore  on  their  possession 
those  qualities  he  urged  on  the  House 
their  claim  to  its  consideration.  He  con- 
fessed he  found  it  difficult  to  account  for 
the  extraordinary  conclusions  on  which  he 
had  been  remarking,  unless  on  a  supposi- 
tion suggested  by  certain  words  in  the  re- 
port— speaking  of  the  characteristics  of  the 
colliers,  Mr.  !^nks  says,  they  are 

'^  Without  political  bias,  without  political 
representation,  in  short  (the  master-evil)  with- 
out political  status  whatever." 

Now,  it  might  be,  that  Mr.  Franks  was 
an  ultra- Liberal  in  politics,  and  like  many 
gentlemen  holding  extreme  opinions  of  that 
sort,  conscientiously  and  firmly  held  the 
opinion  that  all  other  qualities  were  worth- 
less and  of  no  account  where  the  blight  of 
indifierence  to  political  franchise  had  fallen 
on  and  witheied  them.  Now,  was  Mr. 
Franks  an  ultra- Liberal  ?  The  noble  Lord 
gave  no  answer ;  probably  he  did  not  know, 
or  it  might  be  a  little  ruse,  a  pious  fraud, 
to  excite  the  sympathies  and  secure  the 
votes  of  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  whose 
abstract  principles  of  political  economy,  he 
apprehended,  might  disincline  them  to  sanc- 
tion a  bill  which  so  materially  interfered 
with  those  principles.  But  then  surely  the 
proper  remedy  was  to  admit  them  to  the 
franchise — not  to  exclude  the  women  from 
the  mines.  But  it  might  be  said,  that  in 
thus  urging  the  general  good  conduct  and 
good  qualities  of  the  collier  population,  and 
in  remarking,  as  he  had  felt  it  his  duty  to 
do,  on  the  inaccuracies  of  the  reports,  as  far 
as  they  related  to  the  collieries  from  which 
he  had  presented  petitions,  on  the  faith  of 
which  the  bill  of  last  Session  was  passed, 
he  was  going  beyond  the  limited  objects 
his  motion  had  in  view,  that  he  was  laying 
the  ground  of  protest  against  the  whole  bill, 
to  the  general  principle  of  which  he  had 
professed  his  adherence,  and  that  such  a 
course  of  observation  justified  the  suspicion 
that  such  was  in  reality  the  object  he  had 
in    view.      He   protested    most   earnestly 

VOL.LXIX.    {2^:1} 


against  any  such  inference.    The  condition 
and  character  of  these  petitioners,  had  been 
represented  as  such,  and  so  degraded  that 
nothing  short  of  the  measure  of  last  Ses- 
sion could  be  efiectually  applied  to  elevate 
and  improve  them.     He  wished  to  show, 
that  the  disease  and  its  symptoms  had  been 
exaggerated, — it  was  incumbent  on  him  to 
prove  this,  in  order  to  satisfy  the  House  that 
remedies  gentler  and  more  gradual  in  their 
operation  would  suffice  for  its  cure.     But 
the  opinion  of  the  public  had  been  pro- 
nounced on  its  existence,  it  had  been  pro- 
nounced against  the  permanently  continued 
employment  of  females  in  the  mines ;  and 
he  bowed  to  that  opinion.    It  had  been  pro- 
nounced  in  the  name  of  humanity;   he 
desired  that  the  interestsof  humanity  should 
not  be  outraged  in  the  name  of  humanity. 
The  procession  to  her  temple  would  not  be 
rendered  more  sacred — not  more  acceptable 
to  the  divinity  whom  they  desired  to  ho- 
nour, by  the  number  of  victims  crushed 
beneath  the  wheels  of  her  chariot,  or  tram- 
pled on  by  the  throng  of  worshippers  which 
bore  it  onwards  in  triumph  irresistible  to 
her  shrine.     He  had  shown  that  such  sa- 
crifice of  human  comfort,  and  human  life, 
for  such  it  would  be  if  destitution  and  mi- 
sery tended  to  shorten  life — was  not  neces- 
sary towards  carrying  out  the  principle  of 
the  bill.     Public  opinion  had  been  pro- 
nounced, it  had  been  pronounced  against 
the  continued  employment  of  females  in 
the  mines,  and  he  acquiesced  in  the  yerdict. 
It  had  been  pronounced  on  the  grounds  of 
humanity,  to  such  grounds  only,  he  had 
addressed  himself.    The  political  economist 
might  tell  them,  and  tell  them  not  without 
reason,  that  they  were  not  justified  in  in- 
terfering, as  the  bill  of  last  Session  did  in« 
terfere,  with  the  only  property  of  a  large 
class  of  the  people — their  labour;  that  they 
were  not  justified  in  dictating  to  persons  of 
mature  age,  of  an  age  sufficiently  mature 
to  judge  for  themselves,  in  what  channel 
they  should  turn  that  labour  to  account* 
But  he  was  no  political  economist,  and  he 
desired  not    to  use   any  such   argument. 
Something  of  ignorance,  something  of  mis- 
representation ;  much,  he  believed,  of  ex- 
aggeration had  contributed  to  create  in  the 
public  mind  the  feeling  to  which  he  re- 
ferred ;  but  it  was  based  on  good,  on  praise- 
worthy, on   generous  motives;  and  such 
motives,  regulated  by  prudence  and  com- 
mon sense,  and  by  a  tlue  regard  to  the 
actual  circumstances  of  society,  could  scarce 
lead  to  results  of  which  he  was  disposed  to 
be  apprehensive.     He  agreed  then  in  the 
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Terdict ;  he  was  willing  that  it  diould  le. 
gulate  the  eventual  future  course  of  em- 
ployment in  the  collieries ;  but  he  desired, 
that  such  considerations  of  prudence  and 
common  sense^  that  such  regard  for  the  ac- 
tual circumstances  of  society  should  preside 
over  its  application.  He  had  not  wished 
to  detain  the  House  by  entering  into  many 
details  of  individuals  cases  showing  the  dis- 
tress and  privation  oocauoned  by  the  opera- 
tion of  the  law  which  he  wish^  the  House 
to  alter.  Hundreds  of  such  cases  had  been 
sent  to  him,  and  in  justice  to  the  sufferers 
he  would  refer  to  a  few  of  them.  At  the 
meeting  to  which  he  had  referred,  presided 
over  by  Dr.  Walker  in  the  parish  of  Pol- 
mont,  it  appeared  that  from  one  mine  abne 
that  of  the  Redding,  ninety-three  females 
were  discharged.  It  would  be  a  low  esti- 
mate to  say,  that  an  equal  number  de- 
pended on  them  for  the  means  of  subsist- 
ence. Among  the  other  persons  examined 
was  a  youns  woman,  by  name  Forbes.  She 
was  one  of  six  unmarried  daughters  of  a 
widowed  mother ;  five  of  them  had  worked 
on  the  Redding  colliery,  earning  each  7s. 
6d.  of  weekly  wages— -the  sixth  remained 
at  home  to  take  care  of  the  house  and  the 
widowed  mother,  who  was  thus  supported 
in  comfort  and  comparative  affluence— it 
was  their  pride  and  boast  that  no  stranger 
contributed  to  her  support.  On  the  Ist  of 
March,  they  were  dumissed  from  their 
employment,  and  were  now  going  about 
the  country  In  a  state  of  destitution,  in 
search  of  emplo3rment  which  was  not  to 
bo  found,  and  their  mother,  as  an  aged 
and  infirm  person  entitled  to  legal  relief, 
was  thrown  for  relief  on  the  pansh.  He 
could  state  many  such  cases ;  but  he 
would  say.  Ex  uno  diice  omnes.  The 
work  people  examined  at  that  meeting 
complained  of  the  inaccuracies  and  ex- 
aggerations of  the  report  of  Mr.  Franks, 
and  that  he  had  shown  an  evident  un- 
willingness to  listen  to  any  evidence  which 
bore  favourably  on  the  state  and  character 
of  the  colliers.  At  the  Elgin  colliery, 
108  females  were  dismissed,  their  weekly 
eaniings  amounting  to  30/.  4f.,  nearly 
l.fiOO/.  annually.  There  were  seventy-nine 
individuals  entirely  depending  on  the  earn- 
ings of  thirty-eight  of  these  females,  and 
now  quite  destitute.  The  remaining  se- 
venty belonged  to  families  which  h;ul  still  a 
father  or  brothers  employed  in  the  works, 
and  which  though  nut  rctluccd  to  abso- 
lute want,  had  their  incomes  rodu(x*d 
fnmi  3/.  to  20a'.  ii-weck,  sicrordiiig  to 
the  number  of  the  fumilv  thus  disnuKSi'd 


from  empbymeiit.  Besides  the  low  of 
wages,  obtained  by  working  only  five 
days  in  the  week,  they  would  in  many 
instances  lose  the  advantage  which  aU 
those  colliers  enjoyed  of  a  free  house  and 
fuel  at  a  nominal  price,  of  itself  no  small 
consideration,  ibr  in  such  a  climate  aa 
Scotland  a  good  fire  was  called  equal  to 
meat,  drink,  and  clothing.  He  need  not 
suggest  to  the  House  the  distress  which  such 
diminution  in  the  earnings  of  a  poor  femily 
must  occasion.  They  felt  it  to  be  nearly 
intolerable,  and  besides  the  distress,  thu 
improvident  law  was  causing  a  universal 
feding  of  irritation  and  discontent  among 
a  hitherto  happy  and  contented  population. 
He  called  on  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  So« 
cretary  for  the  Home  Department  to  look 
to  this  ;  his  right  hon.  Friend  was  respon* 
sible  for  the  peace  and  tranquillity  of  the 
country,  and  neither  peace  nor  loyalty 
could  be  expected  to  exist  if  such  distress 
were  allowed  to  prevail.  He  (Mr.  C. 
Bruce)  would  show  the  House  the  way  in 
which  the  partial  reduction  of  wages  ope- 
rated, even  where  a  whole  family  was  not 
thrown  out  of  cmplo3rment.  There  was  a 
case  in  a  return  which  he  held  in  his  hand 
from  the  Townhill  colliery,  whose  petition 
had  been  printed.  William  Spouari  had 
earned  15/.  per  week  as  a  coal-hewer; 
two  of  his  daughters,  working  with  him 
below  ground,  earned  13s.,  thus  making 
the  earnings  of  the  family  R  8#.  per  wedL 
The  dismissal  of  the  daughters  reduoed 
them  by  13f .»  and  the  father  being  obliged 
to  put  his  own  coal,  or  to  pay  a  itnnffer 
for  doing  it,  could  only  earn  7«.  6d  Hie 
means  were  thus  reduced  more  than  IL 
per  weok*  This  man  had  three  other 
children  under  nine  years  of  ase,  one  of 
them  blind— and  this  was  called  humanity. 
At  the  Elgin  colliery,  widow  Peter  Weir 
had  six  daughters  and  one  son  employed, 
earning  2L  Sir.  per  week ;  the  wages  of  her 
family  were  reduced  to  6#.  per  week.  An- 
other widow  of  the  sane  name,  had  three 
daughters  and  one  son  at  work,  earning 
1/.  6s.  per  week,  their  weekly  caminga 
were  likewise  reduced  to  6#.  weekly,  ami 
she  had  to  support  three  other  infant  chil- 
dren. He  would  not  weary  the  House  by 
more  instances.  By  a  paper  he  held  in  his 
hand  it  appeared  that  of  eight  families  at 
the  Elgin  colliery,  of  whom  fifty-seven 
persons  hud  been  employed,  the  weekly 
wages  were  reduced  from  11/.  14/.  to3i.  4«. 
He  could  not  but  deeply  lament  the  change 
which  this  must  nrcajiion  at  that  colliery 
which  lie  had  visited.     No  wiicre  in  Scot* 
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land  did  the  cottages  of  the  labourers  ex.  fall  back  into  that  state  of  ignorance  from 

hibit  a. greater  air  of  neatness  and  comfort,  which  they  have  so  lately  been  emancipated.*' 

filled  with  furuiture,   the  cleanness  and       ixf^i  ;i  ^    ^.i.      ^u        ir    *     r 

--!«-  ^i"  «.i.:«k  ^,«»iiLi  ««„  ♦ki^-  k«  i,«^        With  regard  to  the  other  coUienes  from 
order  ot  which  nvailed  any  tmng  he  had      t»  l  i.    i?  j  *.  j     ^'^*        u  u 

seen  even  in  Holland  and  not  viSdine  to  ^"^^"  "®  "^  presented  petitions,  he  would 

England  in  th»  nic^  cultivation  of  the  merely  state  the  general  results.   At  WeU- 

gaiSens  attached  to  them.  The  noble  Lord  ^«^  ~"^^  *'!^]"^  ^^'^^  oT^ 

tAshley)  attached,  and  ju.tly.  much  im-  employed,  earning  from  lOrf.  to  Is.  id.  per 

tortani'  to  the  mond  ind  Veligious  in-  ^^^l  "'"^*^".  "^  .*^,!^7^  *«  only  sup- 

Jtruction  of  the  people.    He  would  teU  the  P." *  "^  ^^y-^^  individuals,  the  remaining 

noble  Lord  theS  his  law  would  have  ''"'*y°»«  ^^""S^  to  families,  of  wWh 

on  the  excellent  schools  established  in  this  ?*""«  "^^"f^.^^        ^"P'»y«^'  ^*  ^''^ 

ii.  J  _*  1    u  *«_   ^c  incomes  of  which  were  reduced  as  he  had 

oHliery,  and  supported   by  a  system  of     ,  a*,  j?    a  ^  nc*.    c      i  ;i« 

,  1   ' ,.     •  *.    J    JLi .  •*!:  *i,^  i^  *  shown.     At  Fordel  fifty  females  were  dis- 

weekly  payments,  introduced  with  the  best     ,        j  4.uj  *.    r        r    u  mm 

£r   i.    u     *v  4  •  ;i:  •   ,    charged,  thirty- four  of  whom,  earniuff  10/. 

cnects  bv  the  present  judicious  manager.          »,*         •^-,        ,  ^r°»i. 
T^u        L*   1   —      *i.       J     -!u  4   u      \M^  a  week,  were  the  sole  support  of  sixty- 
The  school  was  thus  described  by    Mr.  .,        .  ',.  .,    ,       ^^  .,    Ji^    ,.„  ^,.  / 
i:,      ,    .    .,        .,         .    %•            *  three  individuals.    At  the  TownhiU  thirty- 
Franks  m  the  evidence  to  his  report.  -                  .. .     ,            ,  .    ^ 

'^  four  were  dismissed,  on  whose  earnings, 

-There  if  in  connexion  with  the  works  a  amounting  to  something  more  than  500/. 
school  with  two  well  appointed  teachers,  who  a-year,  sixty-eight  persons  depended.  At 
have  free  dweUmg  houses  and  coals  found  .lloa  coUierv  147  females  were  diacharffed 
them.  By  a  regulation  in  the  management  of  ^J^%  colliery  i-i/  temales  were  discnargeci. 
this  work,eTeryper8onwhoreceive8  full  men's  ^^  Clackmannan  105  ;  m  both  cases  tney 
wages  is  compelled  to  contribute  Id.  per  week  were  marked  as  the  sole  support  of  widow- 
to  the  school  fund,  and  lid.  for  every  child's  ed  mothers,  and  younger  brothers  and 
instruction  between  five  and  ten  years  of  age.  sisters.  So  at  the  Devon  colliery,  where 
Any  young  person  who  may  choose  to  attend  ninety-six,  and  at  the  Carron  collieries, 
the  evening  school  is  free  to  do  so  on  the  pay-  ifig  had  been  discharged,  and  he  could 
ment  of  Id.  per  week,  and  from  these  funds,  mention  several  others.  In  all,  from 
without  any  additional  charge,  the  teachers  ^,,3  ^^^  coUieries  alone  whose  petitions  he 

s^v^mo^Sd^^^^^^  h^^  p-r  *^^'  T''  T  'r'%^  "^^' 

years  since  the  conduct  of  the  people  here  was  a°  equal  or  greater  number  depending  on 

of  that  nature  that  few  people  thought  them-  them,  had  been  turned  out  to  idleness  and 

seUes  safe  near  the  spot  after  dark.  Now  a  more  destitution.     He  would  not  trespass  longer 

sober  set  of  work  people  are  not  to  be  found  on  the  indulgence  of  the  House.     He  held 

in  Scotland ;  many  or  the  young  colliers  are  in  his  hand  a  number  of  certificates  from 

mnslcal,  and  subscribe  1/.  If.  per  week  for  in-  ministers,  elders,  medical  practitioners^  and 

struction,  which  is  paid  to  a  regular  trainer.  ^^^^^^      ^^^i^h  bore  out  all  he  had  stated. 

The  Elgin  School  Register  of   Attendance  ^^^  ^    ^^^^  ^^  had  made  out  his  case, 

shows  that  230  children  on  the  average  attend  ^.  .•  ^  *  ..    ^^.   ^  .    «««^„«,^„  ♦«  ^«»«;.! 

the  day  school,  and   fifty  the  night  school  «^^  ^Jr*  ^*   T       "^^^.^^^^^^^  to  detem 

Girls  as  well  as  boys  are  instructed ;  few  fe-  ^?e    House    by    reading    them.      Before 

males  attend  the  night  school,  as  they  employ  sitting  down,  he  would  beg  to  add  a  few 

themselves  in  tambouring,  and  parents  have  words.     The  proposal  for  leave  to  bring 

an  objection  to  the  over-instruction  of  girls,  in  a  bill  in  terms  of  his  motion,  he  un- 

At  the  last  public  examination  of  the  Elgin  derstood,  was  to  be  opposed  by  the  noble 

school,  many  of  the  lads  took  prizes  for  de-  j^^^   (Lo^a    Ashley) ;    the    noble    Lord 

monstralions  in  mathematics.    It  is  the  best  j^^^  j^^^^  ^^^  g^^^  courtesy  to  inform  him 

conducted  colliery  school  in  the  East  of  Scot-  ^^  , .     •  |.^„^«  -   4.^     »„J^  u  «„«^,   ^„„^ 

land,  and  the  teihers  the  best  trained.    The  ""l  ^''  '"^r^^M     f  %      T^  ^i^^' 

first  teacher,  in  addition  to  free  residence,  "t^^^.j  ««<*  ^|  (^F;  9'  B^ruoe)  was  glad, 

gardens,  coals,  8cc.,  is  paid  104/.  per  annum."  t^at  if  opposed  at  all,  it  should  be  opposed 

„      ,  1,     11    ,     rT  t     /r  ^^  *^*8  Stage,  because  it  was  better  the 

Now  he  would  tell  the  House  the  effect  ^^^^^  ^i^^^^^  at  once  decide  on  it  one  way 

anticipated  by  the  instituter  of  that  school  ^^  ^^^^  ^^y^^j^  g^^t  l^e  was  at  a  loss  to  antici- 

from   the  measure  of  last  Session.     Mr.  p^^^  on  what  ground  the  noble  Lord  would 

Oner  wrote,  oppose  it.     He  could  not,  indeed,  imagine 

"  These  reductions  on  the  incomes  of  the  jq  what  hitherto  undiscovered  land  of  hap- 
collier  families  will  farther  have  a  roost  injuri-      j^g^g  ^^^^  morality,— to  what  unknown 

ous  effect  upon  the  morals  of  the  rising  gene-  j^j^^^  ^^  ^^^  y        ^j^^  ^^^,1^  Lo^  ^j^y^^^ 

ration.    The  small  pittance  exacted  for  school  ^    j-      ^  1  •  ...       1     1     u 

fees,  which  were  the  only  guarantee  for  the  ^^,^'^  ^"»  ^^^, ;  was  it  to  a  land  where 

children  attending  the  school,  cannot  now  be  religion   was  held    in    veneration,    where 

spared,  all  and  more  being  required  for  their  morality  was  respected;  where  great  crimes 

sustenance.    The  children  will  be  allowed  to  were  unheard  of;  where  industry  and  con- 

Q2 


455 


Mianit  and 


{COMMONS}  CMefin  Bill 


4M 


tentednoss  prevailed  ;  where  the  hearthum- 
m^  of  political  strife  had  no  existence? 
Wan  that  the  land  at  which  the  noble  Lord 
wished  to  arrive  ?  Then  he  would  tell  the 
nuble  Lord  that  that  land  was  already 
discovered  ;  its  position  was  already  noted, 
the  voyage  had  been  already  made,  the 
course  already  ascertained.  The  noble  Lord 
had  but  to  steer  the  same  course  ;  and  he 
too,  with  favouring  breezes  and  propitious 
heavens,  across  that  ocean  of  humanity,  on 
which  he  was  so  distinguished  a  navigator, 
would  reach  the  shore  in  safety,  without 
throwing  overboard  and  consigning  to  the 
deep  all  those  unfortunate  females  whom 
he  might  find  on  board  Ids  vessel,  and  who 
supplicated  him  for  permission  to  be  al- 
lowed to  accompany  his  course.  He  (Mr. 
C.  Bruce)  said,  that  course  was  already 
known.  With  regard  to  veneration  for  re- 
ligion, what  said  Mr.  Tancred^  your  own 
commissioner.  He  quotes  the  evidence  of 
the  clerk  to  Mr.  Guthrie,  manager  of  the 
Kilmarnock  mines,  who  says, — 

**  Our  colliers  go  to  church  on  the  Sabbath 
just  as  regularly  as  to  their  work  on  week 
days.  Mr.  Guthrie  has  got  it  so  imbibed  in 
them  ;  he  sets  them  the  example." 

The  certificates  of  all  the  clergymen 
attached  to  the  petitions  confirmed  the  same 
thing ;  then,  as  regarded  their  morality, 
exemption  from  crime,  industry,  contented- 
ncss,  absence  of  political  animosities,— he 
had  already  called  to  the  bar  Mr.  Franks, 
a  reluctant  witness,  but  whose  evidence  was 
on  that  account  more  valuable.  But  these 
results  had  licen  attained  in  many  collieries 
without  the  exclusion  of  female  labour, — 
why  not,  at  least  as  remirded  these  peti- 
tioners, apply  the  regulations  which  had 
])r(Nlnred  such  good  results,  to  those  mines 
which  might  present  the  example  of  evils 
deeply  to  be  deplored ;  utterly  condemned,  if 
they  do  any  where  I'xist;  but  which  cannot, 
when  you  l(X)k  at  the  collieries,  which  he 
had  described,  \yo,  considered  as  evils  inhe- 
rent in  the  nature  of  employment  in  the 
mines,  or  nrcessiirily  connected  with  the 
fart,  that  female  lalxiur  h:ul  existed  in 
them.  Now,  it  would  be  no  answer  to  him  ; 
no  justification  of  refusing  to  agree  to  his 
motion,  to  state  that  great  abuse  had  ex. 
ist(Ml  in  the  collieries  of  .Scotland ;  to  read 
stut(*mcnts  fn»m  the  n»port,  or  other  state- 
ments in  pnK)f  of  such  abuse.  He  believed 
all  such  statements  were  greatly  exaggc- 
ratiMl ;  but  he  would  grant  them,  for  argu- 
ment sake,  to  the  fullest  extent  ;  they 
fiiriiisliiMl  no  excuse  for  condemning  these* 
)HMir   |)eople,    uearly  8,000  of  wh<mi  had 


appeared  as  petitioners  at  the  Bar,  whon 
only  crime  was,  according  to  the  noUo 
I..ord,  that  they  had  been  exposed  to  cmift 
abuses,  to  the  additional  and  worse  eirus  of 
idleness  and  destitution .  The  abuses  might 
be  corrected  without  taking  this  short  road 
to  their  correction  of  condemning  the  suf- 
ferers to  starvation.  Many  rcgulationa 
might  stand  in  the  place  of  one  harsh  enact- 
ment. It  was  said,  that  in  some  of  the 
mines  women  were  still  employed  in  cw* 
rying  great  burthens  of  coal.  Sudi  a 
practice  was  now  extremely  rare.  He 
quite  agreed  with  those  who  coDdemned 
it ;  his  bill  would  contain  a  clause  to  pre* 
vent  that,  and  all  other  objectionable  labour 
of  the  sort.  The  exclusion  of  married 
women  and  females  under  eiffhteen  years 
of  age,  would  go  far  of  itsdf  to  correct 
them.  It  would  be  easy  to  suggest  other 
means,  by  which  they  might  be  further  ob» 
viated.  Mines  might  be  required  to  have 
licences  from  the  sherifis  of  the  counties  in 
which  they  were  situated*  to  allow  of  the 
continued  employment  of  females  presently 
employed  in  them ;  and  the  sheriff  might 
be  empowered  to  withhold,  or  withdraw 
such  licence,  where  any  drcumstance  in 
the  state  of  the  mine,  or  the  kind  of  labour 
in  it,  might  appear  to  him  to  justify  hit 
refusing  it.  To  prevent  any  new  females 
being  introduced,  those  now  employed 
might  also  be  required  to  obtain  the  she- 
rift's  licence,  and  managers  might  be  sab- 
jected  to  penalties,  who  allowed  women 
without  them  to  be  employed.  Othor 
remedies  might  suggest  themselves  toother 
Members,  which  he  would  willingly  consi- 
der, and  of  which  he  would  gladly  avail 
himself.  His  only  object  was  to  save  these 
poor  people  from  great  suffering;  diat  aU 
should  not  be  punished  because  scmie  had 
in  times  past  cause  to  complain.  And  the 
very  principle  of  the  bill,  from  which  he 
wished  to  retrench  one  provision,  justified 
him  in  the  course  he  proposed.  That  course 
was  already  sanctioned  by  it ;  it  was  already 
one  of  the  principles  of  the  bill.  For  did  not  , 
the  bill  enact,  that  the  cessation  of  female 
labour  should  be  gradual?  was  not  time 
allowed,  and  notice  given,  to  enable  these 
women  to  look  for  and  turn  to  other  em- 
ployment ?  and  what  had  been  the  state  of 
the  country  since?  where  were  they  to 
find  that  employment?  was  it  not  noto* 
riotis  to  every  (me,  that  employment  m 
every  branch  of  industry  was  now  more 
difiicult  to  Im*  obtained,  than  it  was  when 
the  House  passiHl  this  law.  He  entreated 
the  House  to  carry  out   that  considerate 
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ind  humane  principle  in  its  spirit^  and  not 
to  be  persuaded  by  the  noble  Lord  to  jump 
at  the  attainment  of  a  desirable  object  by 
purchasing  its  instant  possession  at  an  ex- 
pense of  sufferings  which  he  confessed  he 
shrank  from  contemplating.  He  moved  for 
leave  to  bring  in  a  bill  to  amend  the  Mines 
and  Collieries  Act. 

Lord  Ashley  said,  so  genera]  and  vigor- 
ous an  attack  had  been  made  upon  the 
act  which  he  had  originated,  that  the 
House  would  see  the  necessity  of  his  oc- 
cupying some  little  of  their  time  in  defend- 
ing it,  and  he  trusted  for  their  indulgence 
while  be  enumerated  the  many  beneficial 
effects  which  had  resulted  from  it  already, 
and  pointed  out  what  other  results  might 
be  expected  from  it  if  it  was  allowed  fairly 
to  run  its  course.  He  did  not  think  any 
case  had  been  made  out  for  the  interfer- 
ence of  the  House  with  the  act.  Why 
was  Scotland  to  enjoy  an  exemption  which 
was  not  to  be  extended  to  England  or  to 
Wales?  He  had  received  complaints  from 
many  parts  of  the  country,  saying  that 
Scotland  was  to  enjoy  an  advantage  which 
was  denied  to  them.  Surely  the  law  which 
was  good  for  regulating  the  mines  in  Eng- 
land was  equally  good  for  Scotland. 
They  had  heard  a  great  deal  of  the  hard- 
ships which  the  females  had  suffered  by 
being  thrown  out  of  employment;  but 
was  nothing  to  be  said  in  favour  of  the 
males  who  had  been  excluded  from  labour 
by  the  employment  of  the  females.  Let 
the  people  of  Scotland  observe  the  enact- 
ments of  the  law  as  well  as  was  done  in 
England,  and  then  as  good  results  would 
follow  in  the  one  country  as  in  the  other. 
In  order  to  show  what  had  been  done  in 
England  he  would  read  an  extract  of  a 
letter  from  Dewsbury  : — 

'*Tlie  young  girls  have  all  been  drawn  out 
of  the  pits,  and  their  places  supplied  by  men 
and  boys.  [  learn  that  in  the  neighbourhood 
of  Barnsley  and  Silkstone,  where  you  saw  so 
many  miserable  scenes,  it  has  done  a  great 
deal  to  bring  about  a  more  beneficial  state  of 
things.  .  .  In  some  instances  the  poor 
weavers,  who  had  nothing  else  to  do,  have 
gone  to  work  instead  of  the  girls.'' 

Was  not  that  a  consummation  devoutly 
to  be  wished  ?  From  Silkstone  he  had  re- 
ceived a  letter,  of  which  this  was  an  ex- 
tract : — 

''  Ihave  just  witnessed  the  emancipation  of 
about  thirty  young  girls  and  boys  from  the 
pits,  and  they  seemed  highly  delighted,  espe- 
cially the  girls,  who  expressed  themselves, 
*  This  is  one  of  the  best  acts  that  ever  were 


passed,*  for  they  had  long  been  tired  of  wo)rk« 
ing  in  these  holes  of  darkness  and  misery.*' 

From  Huddersfield  and  Leeds  he  had 
the  same  gratifying  accounts.    They  said, 

'<  The  parents  are  taking  the  children  out 
quite  willingly,  and  say  they  have  been  long 
grieved  to  see  their  daughters  made  the  slaves 
of  a  few  over-grown  unfeeling  men.  •  .  • 
Boys  at  ten  years  of  age  are  to  take  the  place 
of  the  girls."  <<  I  find  that  the  working  of  the 
Colliery  Act  is  producing  all  the  good  you 
contemplated.  I  fell  in  with  four  girls,  who 
have  been  taken  into  families  as  domestic  ser- 
vants, and  the  mistresses  say  they  find  them 
quite  willing  to  learn,  ....  and  regret 
that  such  clever  females  should  have  been  so 
debased  by  so  disgraceful  an  employment.  I 
find  also  that  the  places  in  the  pits  occupied 
by  the  girls  are  filled  up  by  men  who  are  out 
of  work." 

He  had  another  account  from  a  corres- 
pondent, who  dated  from  near  Barnsley, 
April,  1843:— 

**  I  find  it  impossible  to  detail  a  tithe  of  the 
good  resulting  from  the  Colliery  Act.  One 
female,  the  wife  of  a  collier,  and  mother  of 
two  girls  who  worked  in  pits,  told  me  that  she 
knew  not  how  to  give  expression  to  her  joy.  . 
.  .  The  husband  formerly  spent  the  earnings 
of  the  two  girls  in  intoxicating  drink,  about 
9<.  a-week,  and  while  in  a  state  of  drunken- 
ness he  frequently  beat  her  most  unmercifully  ; 
but  being  thrown  on  his  own  earnings  he  was 
led  to  reflection,  and  the  consequence  is  that 
he  has  become  sober  in  his  habits,  and  also  a 
churchgoer, — a  place  he  never  before  fre- 
quented. A  lady  has  taken  one  of  the  girls 
and  sent  her  to  school,  where  she  is  to  remain 
for  two  years.  The  home,  which  was  formerly 
Uke  a  hell,  is  now  a  paradise.  This  is  not  a 
solitary  instance;  there  are  many.  The  girls 
are  going  into  service,  and  becoming  useful 
members  of  society." 

He  had  many  details  of  such  cases,  and 
were  they  not  most  gratifying  to  every  one 
who  had  assisted  to  pass  the  bill  into  a 
law  ?  Would  not  the  same  results  take 
place  in  Scotland  if  the  same  means  were 
taken  to  produce  them  ?  He  would  read 
one  or  two  more,  if  the  House  would  ob- 
lige him  by  their  patience ;  one  from  col- 
lieries near  Prescot,  in  Lancashire : — 

''  It  gives  me  great  pleasure  to  congratulate 
you  on  the  improved  condition  of  the  poor 
children  already  emancipated  from  the  tram- 
mels of  slavery,  ignorance,  and  disease,  many 
of  whom  are  now  placed  at  the  charity  schools, 
receiving  an  education  suitable  to  their  humble 
circumstances,  which  in  after-life  will  fit  them 
for  situations  more  congenial  to  their  feelings, 
and  more  useful  to  society.  Although  females 
taken  from  the  mines  may  find  some  difficulty 
in  obtaining  suitable  employment,  in  conse- 
quence of  their  ignorance  of  household  affairs, 
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jt\  a*iij  of  lL«in  aie  capable  o(  pcrforniri^ 
tilt:  Ut^Mir  l)iU  Lat  beco  citcsled  b;  i)>e  Iniii 
en  t>i«  (araii  in  ihe  ii4ijlibou>ii<M>d,  and  ii.- 
(Itrc^,  from  th«i(  a<)a;iUlioD  lo  work  of  Tarioui 
kindt,  «iu.h  ^1  poUKbplinling,  haj-makiDg, 
vKdin;;,  rrapiii;,  kc^  Ibcjr  will  ba*«  ibc  pTv- 
hrtiiet,  vhilft  lh«ir  pUeu  io  the  mint*  wiil 
b«  otcupitd  by  ibe  other  tei,  who  arc  do'.t 
(.ro'liiig  aixHit,  and  lot  waat  of  emplajmcNl 
arc  become  a  pablic  Douaacc.  I  caoDot  ac- 
coonl  for  iba  boitility  to  your  hunuoc  «cr- 
iiiioi  on  auyotb*t  principle  but  thai  of  tcilitli- 
ricii  and  *bort-iigbl«dneM,  u  we  ootht  to 
cuiiti'ler  il  ii  ibe  daly  of  erery  tnaa  the  lca>l 
iutereiled  m  liii  couiilry'i  welCue  to  endea* oor 
la  iiDiircite  lliEcoDditiuo  of  lie  lufleriog  puor, 
and.  tf  {io»iU*,  to  leare  the  world  belter  tban 
li>:  foynd  II."  "  Pruvling  about,  aad  for  aaui 
of  enployiDeoi,  have  become  a  noinncc ;" — 

Wouli]  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
deny  that  tach  a  aiatG  of  ihingi  exialed  in 
SoiUodai  well  as  in  England?  The  no- 
Ide  l^rd  the  Member  for  Souili  Lanca- 
Bbire  (Lord  F.  Egerion),  wa«  well  known 
to  be  ih«  proprietor  of  a  niimber  of  col- 
lieries, vhlch  he  (Iv;)rd  Aihlc)-)  had  been 
ullowed  to  viiit,  and  although  he  wai 
uvtrie  to  tay  anylhiug  ftilioine  in  the  pre- 
■ence  of  the  noble  Lord,  he  miut  taj  that 
anytliing  nore  kind  or  more  correct  than 
the  whole  management  of  that  property 
he  had  never  aeen— nay,  more,  he  had  not 
read.  He  wrote  to  the  noble  Lord  upon 
Ihc  (ubjcci  of  the  working  of  the  bill,  and 
tie  wat  fatoured  with  a  reply,  of  which  the 
fiillowiug  wa«  au  extract : — 

*' Wonley,  February,  IS43. — Of  any  prac- 
iical  opentiun  in  the  particular  object)  of  the 
mmnure,  it  ii,  of  conne,  too  early  too  (peak. 
^^  ben  a  barbaiiiing  and  demoraliiini;  lyitem 
li:iii  licen  [lunucd  almost  from  infancy,  we  can. 
ri'it  (ri[itc;t  pLTccplible  effecti  in  an  instant, 
from  III*  mere  abrogation  ol  that  splcm.  In 
'iniie  rcipecb  your  measare  bai  had  and  will 
)iuv«  to  coolvud  Willi  greater  difficulties  in  Ihii 
distijct  Ibau  ill  otlicrs.     Female  labour  in  our 

Iiili  wa»  il  moral  evil  of  the  first  magnitude. 
L-.  |ili)sic»l  I'vili  were  not  in  my  opinion  felt 
hvrc  4a  iliey  must  hare  bt'cn  felt  in  Scotland 
mid  <'hewh«Te.  Of  course  at  this  period  of 
Kviivral  di'pteisioo  and  dlstms,  parents  are 
iIm|iu!i("1  to  count  the  coit  of  any  measure 
wliicli  cull  nlT  fur  the  moment  an  iiddiiioo  to 
tiiL'ir  ic^nty  meanv  In  spite  of  Iheie  circum- 
M.iticf'%  i  have  inut  with  ik>  parenti  who  did 
nut  at  uiKe  admit  that  the  occuiialioo  was  un- 
fit for  wcuchci,  as  Ibey  c-dl  lliem  here,  and  I 
■III  liclievc  that  most  of  them  me  glad  to  Ilitc 
iliu  temptntiiin  lomcived  of  subjecting  their 
fi^ni:ile  ciiriprinic  to  dcgradaiioo,  howFver  lu- 
cralire.  \\  iih  regard  to  (he  yuunj;  females 
thcni^lies,  1  could  with  you  no  bvllcr  reward 
f '[  yiui  hibouts  than  tu  sec  laraulliing  of  their 
dcpoitinent  to  the  itbool  which  Ijoj  F.  ha* 


opened  lor  Ihcit  partial  ioati^clioD.  t  aMMn 
you  would  find  evidence  thai  yooi  labawn 
were  not  likely  to  be  nin  or  fniiilea.  TWr« 
if  an  appetite  for  instruction,  an  e*ida*i  ■•>•• 
of  it(  lalne,  and  a  decency  of  beharxNii  whieh^ 
eoniidetinf  antecedent  circnrnftancei,  I  eo»- 
fets  have  (oiptiscd  nc  by  ibeir  prevalenM." 

Tbe  measnre  would  be  rendered,  indaccl, 
rain  and  froilleu  in  Scotland  were  tbe 
meunie  ninr  propoaed  to  paaa ;  and  aa  it 
had  been  attempied  to  depreciate  the  ■■- 
tbority  of  tboae  by  whom  the  hgrrora  of 
tbe  old  ijatem  had  bcea  espoaed,  be 
would  a*k  the  hon.  Member  to  Iwten  10 
one  or  two  atatemeola  aupporled  bj  sach 
men  aa  the  rev.  Mr.  Parhoe,  of  Traoeol, 
the  rev.  Mr.  BaDoermaa,  of  Ormictoo,  tbe 
lev.  Bruce  Cunniogham,  of  PreatonpaiM^ 
and  the  rev.  J.  Veitcb,  of  Newboule  : 

"  With  Mime  rare  eiccptioiu,  few  of  tbe 
chitdren  that  woik  in  the  collieria*  ate  laagbl 
sewing  or  other  doomtic  work  here.  Tboae 
who  go  to  mines  acquire  habiu  oftipptiitt; 
it  il  not  uncommon  10  sec  children  of  twelve 
drunk.  Lying,  iweann;;,  craelty,  and  all  wit* 
of  moial  evil  abound  in  the  future  Um  of  nn- 


Again,  Mr.  Thomaa  Ooodhall,  agenl  at 
the  Capaldrae  colliery,  in  the  couotj  of 
Fife,  write!— 

"  The  collieri  are  in  many  placea  a  noat 
barbarous  and  degiaded  class }  and  tbe  «■• 
ploymeut  of  females  in  mines  ....  bat 
done  more  lo  destroy  the  collicn,  physically, 
morally.and  inlellectually,than  any  other  thing 
ifaat  I  know  of." 

Again,  from  clergy  in  pnvaie  letters— 

"  In  the  parish  uf the  women  and  chiU 

dren  used  lo  be  wmaglit  in  a  iliameful  maB- 
ner,  as  I  have  witnmed.     1  wai  an  auiitint 
in  that  parish."" 
Another — 

**  I  can  bear  peiional  teitimooy  to  the  boT- 
riUe  eflects  of  the  ■yilem." 

It  should  be  observed,  that  pelilioM, 
slatementi,  &c.,  in  favoor  of  repeal  never 
mentioned  caieS  of  women  who  bore  eoel 
(a  horrible  toil),  only  the  "  trammera  aad 
putlcn."  The  hon.  Member  had  been 
very  careful  to  keep  out  of  view  all  bat 
these  comparatively  eaiy  deacriptiona  of 
work  ;  but  what  atid  anch  witnetaei  ai  the 
rev.  Mr.  Alexander  Moxton  : — 

"  That  tbe  women  worked  up  to  their  kncci 
in  water;  always  diil  the  hardest  work,  aad 
were  treated  hardly  n  buoMn." 

And  what  had  been  the  aimple,  bol  ez- 
pteuive  language,  of  tbe  Scotcbwomaa 
wbo  bki  \ma  esHUUd  m  to  bir  cwi 
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experisDceof the GOBl-beariDg work?  That 
the  Itbour  ofteo  produced  premstuie  de- 
liferj,  that  it  aborleaed  life,  or  raDdwed 
existeace  miM  rafale. 

"  Tell  QuMU  Vlctorii,"  sBid  she,  "  That  the 
poor  caal-woraen  will  feel  grateful  to  her  if  she 
will  take  them  from  the  coil-piti,  and  gire 
them  ft  better  xirt  of  work.'' 

Add,  said  the  noble  Lord,  the  Queen 
hei  done  (hli ;  and  I  hope  the  good  ef- 
fects of  ihs  measure  ttill  not  now  be 
frustrated  ,  and  destroyed.  There  had 
been  somethtug  exceedingly  snipicious  in 
the  petitions  represented'  as  proceeding 
positively  from  those  who  had  suffered 
under  the  old  system,  and  who  it  was 
pretended  were  anxious  for  its  reslora* 
tion.  Upon  this  point  he  bad  some  state' 
ments  to  read  which  he  thought  would 
throw  some  singular  light  npon  the  man- 
ner tn  which  the  petitions  had  been  got 
up.  A  gentleman  of  great  eiperienee,  in 
the  management  of  Scotch  coal-mines, 
called  it— 

"  Selfish  and  most  meroeoaiy  ptaoi  of  cer- 
tain coal-masters  and  iran-m alters  to  overthrow 
thai  most  benerolent  act."  (Jt^ain) — "  A  dis- 
graceful mofemeBt."  '  (Again), — "  These  la- 
mentations  for  the  destitute  females  are  croco- 
dile's tears."  "  Slavery,  oppression,  love  of 
gold." 

From  an  agent  of  great  experience ; 

"  The  opposition  to  Lord  Aabley's  measure 
might  not  appear  to  mach  advantage  if  clothed 
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ing  the  iojuslice  that  will  be  dooa 
females,  their  waul  and  destilutioo,  and  u>  on. 
Of  course,  we  are  all  aware  that  no  great 
change  like  that  contemplated  by  Lord  Ash- 
ley's act  can  lake  place  without  causing  some 
inconvenience." 

He  would  now  call  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  a  letter  from  Scotland,  dated 
March  8,  1843;— 

"  From  the  knowledge  I  have  of  the  coal* 
masicTj,"  said  a  correspondent,  "  1  cannot 
but  say,  that  such  attempts  proceed,  not  from 
any  desire  to  promote  the  welfare  and  comfort 
of  the  female  miners,  but  with  the  view  of 
advancing  their  own  inleresii  and  pecuniary 
gains." 

Also  he  would  read  extracts  of  tetters 
from  gentlemen  of  great  experience  : — 

"  You  will  at  ODce  see  by  the  deipicable 
and  unmanly  correspondence,  that  Iha  move- 
ment was  not  bv  the  poor  females  j  ihey  were 
dragooned  by  tneir  masters,  and  this  I  know 
for  a  lacl — I  heard  the  fem^es  of  an  extensive 
coUiu;  hMTtily  UaM  ym  1b  nty  aftHliMiati 


terms.''  "  I  assura  you  I  have  not  round  one 
eioeption  lo  Iheir  fall  concurrence  in  the 
measure."  "  As  to  petitions  in  favour  of 
females  remaining  in  pits  emanating  from 
themselves,  J  am  much  of  the  opinion,  that 
were  these  documents  scrutinised  to  their 
origin  they  would  be  found  to  arise  from  the 
influence  of  those  interested  in  their  degrada- 
tion." "  I  know  of  many  instances  where,  if 
joung  fbmales  bad  attempted  to  leave  tbelr 
employment,  all  their  relations  would  have 
been  iaatantly  dismissed  from  their  work.  It 
is  idle  to  talk  of  thase  poot  creatures  being  at 
liberty  lo  leave  their  employment.  It  is  lb- 
surd  to  tell  the  Legislature,  that  the  petitions 
are  the  productions  of  these  poor  women.  We 
know  the  reverse.  Want,  misery,  siarvalJOO) 
fcc.,  ate  held  up  before  them,  and  in  fact 
in  many  instances  Ihey  are  commandad  to 
sign." 

The  hoB.  Mover  bad  laid  great  streit 
Upon  the  petitions  from  some  of  the 
clergy.  But  had  no  influence  of  a 
stringent  nature  been  applied  even  to 
tbem  t  He  requested  tbe  attention  of 
the  House  to  the  following  statement : — 

"  They  (the  geltera  up  of  petitions)  waited 
on  ihe  clergy  of  several  parishes  where  mines 
abounded,  and  terriBed  them  by  the  threat  of 
sending  over  all  and  sundry  persons  discharged 
under  you  I  Lordship's  act  to  their  several 
parishes,  a  butthan  on  the  scanty  means  they 
Dossess  to  distribute  to  the  needy.  .  .  . 
Many  of  our  clergy,  who  at  first  rejoiced  in  the 
emancipation  of  tbe  females,  have  now  been 
dragooned  to  espouse  tbe  cause  of  the  unfeel' 
ing  mine-masters." 

He  would  now  call  tbe  especial  notice 
of  the  House  to  some  extracts  from  cor- 
respondence  of  masters  engaged  in  getting 
up  petitions.  This  correspondence  was  a 
perfect  jewel ;  an  admirable  standard  for 
the  getters-np  of  petiiions  on  the  volun- 
tary principle : — 

"  It  is  a  bill,"  says  one,  "  infringing  on  the 
freedom  of  the  subject.  My  present  feeling 
is,  that  those  who  employ  females  underground 
should  cause  those  females  [o  petition  Parlia- 
ment in  separste  bodies."  "Myowri  opin- 
ion," says  another,  "  is  that  each  work  which 
employs  females  under  ground  should  get 
those  females  to  petition  both  Houses  of  Par- 
liament." 

H«  entreated  the  House  to  mark  the 
care  and  dexterity  of  these  petitioners. 
All  must  appear  disinterested  and  above 
sdsplclon." 

"  I  fear,"  says  one  coal-owner,  "  that  Ihe 
heritors  in  parishes  petitioning  Parliament 
would  lalher  be  injuriotu,  as  Uieir  petition- 
ing would  evidently  be  for  the  purpose  of 
atvllig  Ihemielra^  as  mao;  of  Hie  foaales 
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would  hiTe  to  apply  to  the  paiish  (be  aid. 
I  am  now  resolved  that  saj  female  workers 
shall  petition  u  a  body,  aod  should  advise  all 
coal-workers  to  get  tbeir  females  to  do  so  like~ 

In  aoother  letter:— 

"  I  have  received  a  letter  from  the  coaU 
manager  of  mj  land ;  and  from  lils  letter,  aod 
all  that  I  can  learn,  the  collien  in  CUckman- 
nan  and  Fife  are  in  a  slate  of  mutiny,  and  1 
understand  tlicy  all  belong  to  tlie  collie rs~ 
union.  If  sucb  is  the  case,  you  may  rest  iatis~ 
tied  they  will  not  allow  the  females  workiog 
in  pits  to  sign  any  petition  by  (by  what  did 
the  House  suppose — peisuasion  f)   No;byiD~ 

Such  had  been  the  tactics  of  the  geltert- 
up  of  thete  pretended  pelitioni.  He  had 
bceo  informed,  he  could  assure  the  House, 
that  in  one  caie  a  poor  widow,  who  had 
vithdrawD  a  young  girl  from  the  pita,  had 
a  acDBll  allowance  taken  away  till  she 
sent  the  child  back  to  the  dreadful  work. 
But  DOW  there  was  a  petition  from 
200  or  300  "  ladies"  of  Scotland,  ' 
it  seemed,  were  really  deairuua  of  sending 
back  their  fellow-country  women  to  the 
coal-piti.  He  could  not  help  exprcssiog 
his  regret,  that — 

"  Tliosc  whom  lace  and  velvet  bless 
With  all  the  soft  solicitudes  of  dress." 

Should  thus  come  forward  for  the  purpose 
of  consigning  poor  females  to  the  horrors  of 
coal-pit  liibour.  He  was  happy  to  know 
that  nu  such  putitions  had  proceeded  from 
Englishwomen.  And,  further,  he  was  de- 
lighted to  be  able  to  contrast  the  conduct 
of  the  women  in  our  coal  districts  with 
that  of  these  Scotch  petitioners  against 
some  of  the  most  unfortunate  of  their 
■ex.  Had  there  been  any  petitions  from 
the  women  of  England,  nch  or  pour,  fur 
the  return  of  these  females  to  their  dis- 
gustingemploymcnt?  He  had  heard  that 
in  Yorkshire,  Lancashire,  &c.,  the  females 
uf  the  middle  classes  had  exerted  tlicm. 
aclvcs  strcDuouily  in  co-operation  with 
the  measure,  aod  hud  opened  their  doora 
when  necessary  lo  alTord  a  refuge  for  the 
poor  women  who  had  been  rescued  from 
the  pits.  In  one  district,  where  seventy- 
four  had  left  the  mines,  all  but  ten  had 
been  forthwith  received  into  the  houses 
of  the  nei^hbouiiug  shopkeepers  and  small 
inntiolders,  Ac,  provided  with  necessaries, 
and  kiiiilly  taken  caie  of.  Tins  was  con- 
duct far  more  grateful  to  eoniemplale  than 
the  petitioning  uf  those  Scotch  ladies, 
who  had  done  their  best  to  increase  the 
erroacoiu  impiesstoD  that  prevailed  ODong 


the  woikiag  classei,  that  generoiity  and 
virtue  were  not  found  beneath  tilkj  and 
saiini,  but  noder  a  russet  gown  and  woolka 
hose.  Let  him  observe  that  the  plan  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman  was  very  much  in 
mitigation  of  that  which  was  originally 
proposed,  and  in  favour  of  which  was  the 
greater  part  of  the  petitions  that  had  beeii 
presentnl  to  the  House  on  this  lubject. 
They  were  for  the  total  repeal  of  the  act, 
but  the  nature  of  the  hon.  Member's  pro- 
position was  this — that  married  women 
were  to  be  excluded,  and  none  but  un- 
married women  should  be  retained  in  tbe 
pits.  But  if  they  were  to  keep  unmarried 
women  in  the  pits,  were  they  not  taking 
them  from  the  means  of  attaining  tboaa 
qnalitiea  which  belonged  to  married  wo- 
men ?  Was  it  not,  in  fact,  a  direct  boontj 
on  concubinage?  Was  it  not,  introducing, 
under  the  pretence  of  morality,  an  enor- 
mous parliamentary  license  of  Concubin- 
age 7  No  doubt  there  must  be  in  every 
transition  very  considerable  difficalty. 
There  always  had  been,  and  there  always 
would  be.  But  in  a  letter  which  be  hail 
received  from  a  gentleman  of  great  antbo- 
rity  in  Scotland,  the  writer,  after  speaking 
of  the  difficulties  Bttendingthe  introduc- 
tion of  the  new  law,  said  he  was  confident 
that  no  reflective  man  who  had  bad  expe- 
rience of  the  old  system  and  its  demoralis- 
ing effects  would  wish  for  a  relorn  to  it. 
He  should  like  the  House  to  observe,  that 
if  the  masters  had  obeyed  the  provisions 
of  llic  law,  aod  had  turned  out  the  women 
gradually  as  the  law  provided,  these  diffi- 
culties would  not  have  occurred.  Their 
duly  was  lo  have  turned  out  all  females 
under  eighteen  within  three  months,  and 
all  others  by  the  1st  of  March  m  ihe  fol- 
lowing year.  But  the  fact  was  that  in  a 
vast  number  of  pits  they  turned  out  none 
whatever,  aod  now  they  said  it  would 
create  great  confusion  if  they  did  so.  He 
knew  it  was  the  impression  of  many  parts 
of  Scotland  that  tbe  women  were  not 
lurned  out  gradually,  as  directed  by  the 
act,  for  the  sake  of  creating  that  confusion. 
All  the  commuaications  he  bad  bad  on  the 
subject  staled  that  to  be  the  impression, 
and  he  believed  that  it  was  correct.  And 
yet  iboBc  persons  now  came  forward  and 
iked  for  an  act  which  should  secure  lo 
lem  the  profits  of  their  own  disobedience, 
lie  would  now  quote  from  a  letter  written 
by  a  gentleman  who  had,  only  six  weeks 
or  two  months  ago,  made  a  tour  through 
tbe  greater  put  of  the  coUiei}  diitticU  of 
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Scotland*     That  gentlemaii  stated    that  hones  on  their  hands  and  knees  thi'ough  seams 

much  as  he  had  studied  the  evil  in  the  i"  the  sharp  rocks,  which  barely  admit  them, 

reports,  he  found  the  spectacle  of  it  much  ^^^  "^^^  ^^  **>"«  P^^  creatures"— 

worse  than  the  description : —  And  this  was  going  on  at  that  moment, 

«  Female  labour  in  these  horribly  dangerous  '"  ^»f«c'  violation  of  the  act- 
places  is  attended  with  greater  evils  than  I  «  Are  subject  to  the  severest  bruises  and 
had    formed    any  conception   of;    hardships  cuts  while  harnessed  to  their  heavy  pads,  which 
which,  above-ground,  would  not  be  imposed  they  pull  to   exhaustion  over  the  tramways, 
by  the  hardest   masters,   but   under-ground  sometimes  many  inches  deep  in  water." 
females  are  submitted  to  labour  which  would  r\  i      l.               •        i.     i.  j          '    a 
be  considered  barbarous  by  any  nation  under  ,    ^""Y  *"^^  mommg  be  had  received  a 
the  sun.*^  letter  containing  this  sentence : — 

The  act  came  into  operation  in  October  "  ^  woman  told  me  the  other  day  that  often 

as  to   children  of  tender   years;   but  in  ^^^J  ^^  harness  her  shouldeni  were  so  lace- 

•»«!»«  «>«»»o  ^e  ^^^*u^A  *uJ^^  «.™  -««»..  ^^^^  that  the  blood  oozed  through  her  gar- 
many  parts  of  Scotland  there  were  many  ^^^^  ^^  ^^  ^-^^^  ^^  ^^^  ^^^^^^^  ^^^„     » 

such  children  still   in  the  pits,  and  yet 

gentlemen   came  forward  to  ask  for  an  ^^^  that  was  the  condition  of  things  to 

alteration  of  that  act.    Then  again,  with  which  they  were  to  believe  that  the  women 

respect  to  "  hurrying"— with  which  term  petitioned  to  be  restored  contrary  to  all 

he  had  no  doubt  hon.  Members  were  fa-  reason— contrary  to  all  nature— and  if  the 

miliar the  writer  said  ^^ti.  Gentleman  had  not  said  it,  he  would 

<^  fnt.    I.       •      •    J       I.    !•      1           t.  say,  it  was  contrary  to  all  decency  to  make 

J»?ht^;3^:^JralJISS£bs"bS;  '»>«"-"""•    Thefi^tleUerthL wound 

tokens  of  their  barbarous  employment,  from  "P  ^  ***  •"" 

the  cuts  of  the    ragged  rocks  and  tramways  *'  I  am  happy  in  being  able  to  assure  you 

through  which  they  thrust  their   heavy  bur-  there  is  but  one  opinion  among  the  disinter- 

thens."  ested  of  Scotland — that  the  enactment  of  last 

T>^          i.L*                **i.x4.*»  Session  for   prohibiting  the   employment  of 

But  now  Jet  him  come  to  that  testimony  y.^^^^^  ^^^  children  in  the  coal-pits  is  the 

which    had    been  quoted  with  so  much  greatest  possible  boon  to  this  portion  of  the 

approbation  by  the  hon.  Gentleman,  in  community." 

respect  to  the  Carron  Company.     Now,  He  hoped,   then,   that  House   would 

upon  that  point  the  writer  of  this  letter  not  entertain  the  proposition  of  the  hon. 

•aid.  Gentleman — that  they  would  not  inter- 

"  The  colliers  of  the  Carron  Company's  POse  between  the  operation  of  an  act  that 

pits  complained  to  me  of  the  threats  which  came  into  full  force  only  in  March,  and 

had  bees  resorted  to  as  an  inducement  to  make  which  they  were  now  called  upon  to  res- 

the  colliers  sign  a  petition.".  cind  in  every  material  portion  of  it  in  the 

There  was  the  voluntary  system  again ;  middle  of  May.  No  doubt  there  were  many 

and  where  did  the  petition  lie  when  the  ^«*®«  ^^  hardship ;  but,  in  all  the  cases 

colliers  were  compelled  to  sign  it  ?  quoted  by  the  hon.  Gentleman,  they  could 

«  T.  1       .  .u      xE       r  .u   1.  ..      ..  and  ought  to  have  been  met  by  the  pro- 

,i:yi:^.!ll^A^,':KSjSl^l:  Fietorf  them.elves     They  hadU  &od 

as  husbands  and  fathers,  and  moreover  a  cause  *^"^^»  enough  out  of  the  sinews  and  mus- 

of  loss,  as  their  wages  are  thereby  diminished."  cles  of  these  unhappy  creatures,  and  they 

were  bound  by  all  means  in  their  power 

Tlien  this  gentleman  went  on  to  Joppa  to  make  them  compensation.      At  any 

Colliery,  near  Edinburgh ;  and  what  did  rate  they  had  no  right  to  come  forward  in 

he  see  there?  That  which  the  hon.  Mem-  that  House  to  propose  an  act,  the  upshot 

ber  took  care  not  to  state— >the  abominable  of  which  was  neither  more  nor  less  than 

system  of  coal-bearing.  to  save  their  own  purses  from  those  just 

"  There,"  said  the  writer,  "  the  abominable  and  necessary  contributions.     He  would 

custom  of  coal-bearing  by  females  is  still  con-  state  that,  to  the  honour  of  Scotland,  very 

tinued.''  many  proprietors  had  shown  the  greatest 

He  then  went  on  to  say,  feeling  and  kindness,  not  only  in  carrying 

,,r^         ,.  .       ,  ,     .         .out  the  act,  but  even  in  anticipating  it; 

.Jn^-'SKn  rK^S^'fT^''^  r?^^  but  for  those  who  persisted    in   making 

the  neighbourhood  of  Tranent,  I  never  was  ^,                     .  .          f  ^   u-                  *    ^l 

more  shocked  at  the  degradation  of  a  human  ^^«»«  propositions,  let  him   suggest   the 

being,  while  the  toil  and  suffering  which  this  example  of  his  right  hon.  Fnend  at  the 

labour  inflicts  are  unequalled.   Dragging  like  head  of  the  Government.    His  right  hon. 
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Friend  bad  a  colliery,  the  lease  of  which 
had  eipired.  The  teDant,  on  appljiu; 
for  a  further  leate,  said,  that  in  coase- 
queoce  of  this  act  he  could  not  pay  so 
much  rent.  His  right  hon.  Friend  ac* 
cordingly  abated  the  rent  in  proportion. 
That  pit  was  therefore  cleared  of  females, 
but  no  donbt  to  the  loss  of  the  proprietor. 
He  would  further  say»  that  there  were  few 
cases  of  hardship  in  consequence  of  this 
act  which  could  not  be  met  by  pritate 
contributions.  He  hoped,  then,  that  the 
House  would  put  its  Teto  upon  this  and 
all  similar  motions.  No  gooa  could  result 
from  allowing  the  bill  to  be  introduced, 
and  he  hoped  that  the  House  never  would 
allow  the  bill  to  be  passed;  that  they 
nerer  would  allow  such  a  system  to  be 
repeated  in  any  part  of  the  kingdom. 
Better  would  it  be  at  once  to  put  a  veto 
on  the  motion,  and  to  declare  that  the 
House  had  passed  a  measure,  and  that 
they  would  give  to  that  measure  a  full,  and 
just  trial.  Let  hon.  Gentlemen  take  the 
opportunity,  and  affirm  by  their  votes  that 
nieht  the  principle  which  was  at  all  times 
▼aluable,  but  in  those  days  was  essentially 
necessary — that  property  and  station  had 
their  duties  as  well  as  their  rights.  With 
those  observations,  he  begged  leave  to  say 
**  No,"  emphatically  '*  No,"  to  the  motion 
of  the  hon.  Member. 

Mr.  Hume  agreed  with  the  noble  Lord 
as  to  the  principle  that  property  and  sta- 
tion had  their  duties  as  well  as  their 
rights ;  but  the  hon.  Member  for  Elgin- 
shire had  laid  before  the  House  as  har- 
rowing details  as  the  noble  Lord.  It  would 
give  him  satisfaction  to  see  females  re- 
moved in  every  part  of  the  country  from 
that  degrading  system  to  which  they  had 
been  subject  previous  to  the  act  of  the 
noble  I^rd,  and  he  wished  to  see  industry 
so  rewarded  that  a  man  might  by  his  la- 
bour alone  be  able  to  support  his  wife  and 
family.  But  he  blamed  the  noble  Lord 
for  using  such  language  as  he  had  done 
towards  those  who  were  adfocates  of  hu- 
manity as  well  as  himself.  The  noble 
Lord  seemed  to  speak  as  if  no  other  man 
than  himself  had  a  desire  to  see  the  sufier- 
ings  of  these  unfortunate  creatures  re- 
lieved. He  blamed  the  noble  Lord  also 
for  not  taking  the  trouble  to  ascertain  the 
state  of  things  in  the  parts  alluded  to  by 
the  hon.  mover.  He  seemed  to  have 
industry  enough  to  ascertain  particulars 
in  some  localities,  but  what  had  the  pro- 
ceedings at  Deirabury^to  do  with  what 


had  taken  place  at  Banoockburn  ?  Did 
it  not  appear  that  at  the  latter  place  900 
women  and  children  had  btea  turned  oat  ? 
[Mr.  C.  Bruce:  And  froas  a  few  cdlier- 
ies.]  From  a  few  collieries,  and  were  now 
starving  in  consequence  of  this  measure* 
In  a  letter  also  which  he  had  received, 
with  a  petition  from  the  cbairman  of  a 
public  meeting,  it  was  said,  that  at  Ban- 
nockbom  and  another  place  in  Scotland 
a  large  number  of  aged  men  and  widows 
had  been  reduced  to  great  distren  in 
consequence  of  this  act,  from  the  females 
by  whose  labour  they  had  been  supported 
being  no  longer  allowed  to  work  in  tba 
mines.  The  hon.  Member  for  Elginshire 
had  read  a  stateaient  of  Mr.  Franks  as  to 
the  condition  of  those  who  wero  employed 
in  the  Elgin  colliery ;  that  in  no  part  of 
the  county  were  the  populatioo  more  moral 
and  comfortable,  and  that  they  had  all  at 
once  been  thrown  into  a  state  of  misery 
and  destitution  by  this  act.  Now,  the 
noble  Lord  had  said,  with  reference  to 
some  of  the  statements  of  Mn  Franks, 
that  he  would  not  believe  any  charge 
against  them.  That  was  when  those 
statements  were  in  favour  of  the  noble 
Lord's  views ;  but  was  that  gentleman  to 
be  disbelieved,  when  he  signed  a  certificate 
as  to  the  morality  that  eiisted  at  the  Elgin 
colliery  ?  He  had  known  Mr.  Franks  for 
many  years,  and  he  believed  that  he  woold 
not  utter  a  sentence  which  he  did  not 
believe  to  be  correct ;  but  in  those  state- 
ments upon  which  the  noble  Lord  reKtd, 
that  gentleman  might  have  been  misled. 
The  petitions  presented  by  him  (Mr. 
Hume)  set  forth  the  injustice  of  throwing 
so  many  females  out  of  employment  in  a 
county  where  no  Poor-law  eiisted.  The 
noble  Lord  had  not  attempted  to  answer 
those  petitions,  but  had  adddced  cases  of 
hardship  that  had  occurred  in  Yorkshire 
before  the  act  passed.  Much  as  he  was 
disposed  to  remedy  all  eiisting  grievances, 
he  deprecated  adding  to  those  evils  by 
hasty  legislation.  He,  therefore,  supported 
the  motion  of  the  hon.  Gentleman,  and 
thought  they  ought  to  allow  him  to  intro- 
duce a  measure  which  was  calculated 
gradually  to  alleviate  the  evils  which  had 
been  created  by  the  measure  of  the  last 
Session. 

Sir  J.  Graham  said,  that  he  was  by  no 
means  disposed  to  question  either  the 
ability  or  the  motives  of  his  hon.  Friend 
who  had  brought  forward  the  motkm ;  but 
he  mnat  any  he  thought  his  hoa.  Fiimid 
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wrong  in  saying  that  ibeir  legislation  upon 
that  subjeot  had  besn  precipitate ;  for,  in 
the  first  place,  the  act  of  last  year  was 
founded  upon  voluminous  evidence,  la^ 
boriously  collected  by  a  Gommissioa  ap- 
pointed to  inquire  into  the  subject.  It  was 
subject  to  a  great  deal  of  discussion  in 
both  Houses  of  Parliament,  and  had  un- 
dergone,  at  his  suggestion,  on  the  part  of 
the  Government,  very  considerable  modi- 
fication. A  change  so  great  as  this  must, 
however,  he  admitted,  necessarily  involve 
some  cases  of  individual  hardship ;  and, 
unquestionably,  the  case  of  Scotland  was 
different  from  that  of  England  in  reference 
to  the  maintenance  of  the  poor ;  but  in 
England,  the  success  of  the  measure  had 
been  complete.  The  experience  in  favour, 
of  the  system  was  not  confined  however 
to  England,  for  some  of  the  largest  pro* 
prietors  in  Scotland  many  years  ago 
voluntarily  introduced  that  specific 
change.  Amongst  them  were  Mr.  Dun- 
das  and  the  Duke  of  Buccleuch  ;  and  the 
experience  of  all  those  gentlemen  was 
uniform  that  the  profits  of  working  the 
mines  were  not  on  the  whole  diminished 
by  that  system,  and  that  the  social  cha- 
racter of  the  neighbouring  population  was 
greatly  improved.  His  hon.  Friend  had 
mentioned  Arrochar;  aod  he  would  ap- 
peal to  the  experience  of  Mr.^Ball,  a  large 
proprietor  of  coal  mines  there,  and  a  man 
in  whom  he  (Sir  J.  Graham)  had  great 
confidence.  Mr.  Ball  had  been  favourable 
to  the  measure  when  it  passed ;  and  at 
the  present  moment  he  recommended  a 
strict  and  rigid  adherence  to  its  provisions. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Montrose  adtflitted 
the  principle  of  the  act,  and  thus  the 
question  was  narrowed  to  one  of  time. 
Now,  taking  into  account  the  period  over 
which  the  inquiries  extended,  and  the  dis« 
cussion  on  the  bill  lasted,  considerable 
warning  had  been  given ;  and  he  believed 
that  the  crisis  of  the  experiment  was  now 
passed.  His  hon.  Friend  had  said  that 
his  first  impression  was  highly  favourable 
to  the  bill  of  last  year ;  and  upon  such  a 
subject  first  impressions  were  generally 
the  best.  He  begged  to  press  it  upon 
the  recollection  of  the  House,  as  a  great 
social  principle,  that  they  could  not  de- 
grade the  female  portion  of  the  popalation 
without  brutalising  the  males;  and  what 
was  the  proposal  of  the  hon.  Member? 
That  all  females  above  the  age  of  eighteen, 
unmarried,  should  be  allowed  to  work  in 
the  mines.    Why,  th«l  was  the  f erj  class 


which,  of  all  others,  most  needed  the  in- 
terference of  the  Legislature  to  protect 
them  from  this  degrading  occupation ;  aod 
as  his  noble  Friend  had  said,  this  proposal 
Was,  in  fact,  a  penalty  upon  marriage  and 
a  premium  on  promiscuous  intercourse* 
For  the  reasons,  then,  which  he  had 
stated,  he  thought  the  proposition  of  his 
hon.  Friend  was  not  one  to  be  entertained  i 
and  oonsidering  the  deliberation  which 
the  subject  underwent  last  Session,  and 
before  it— considering  the"  entire  success 
of  the  measure  in  England,  the  great 
probability  of  its  success  in  Scotland,  and 
the  limited  extent  of  the  evil  of  which  the 
hon.  Member  had  complained,  he  mnsi 
concur  with  his  noble  Friend  iu  resisting 
the  motion. 

Mr.  Curteis  said,  that  he  sliould  cer« 
tainly  vote  with  the  noble  Lord  on  that 
occasion,  so  strong  was  his  feeling  against 
the  continuance  of  this  degrading  vndeN 
ground  employment  of  women. 

Lord  F.  Bgerton  said,  that  he  could 
well  understand  how  persons  viewing  only 
the  present  transition  state  of  society,  oc- 
casioned by  this  measure,  should  see  some 
difficulty  in  its  being  carried  out  to  its 
fullest  extent*  He  could  understand  the 
feelings  which  had  led  to  the  present  mo- 
tion, but  he  could  not  support  it.  Though 
the  evil  was  only  alleged  to  exist  in  Scotland 
the  bill  of  the  hon.  Mover,  he  perceived, 
was  to  extend  to  Lancashire,  and  upon 
that  ground  he  should  object  to  its  cooh 
prehensiveness.  The  hon.  Member  did  not 
pretend  to  interfere  with  the  principle  of 
the  Bill  of  last  year ;  but  his  argument 
went  to  the  extent  of  showing  that  there 
were  few  better  employments  for  fi^malc^ 
than  this  occupation  in  collieries.  His 
name  had  been  mentioned  in  relatioa  to 
this  subject  with  very  undeserved  praise.  If 
honour  were  due  to  any  individuals  for 
advancing  thit  improved  system,  it  was 
doe  to  those  who,  like  the  Duke  of  Bx»» 
ckuch,  in  Scotland,  and  others  whom  be 
should  mention,  in  Lancashire,  who  had 
years  ago  volutitarily  introduced  the  sys« 
tern  upon  their  own  property.  In  Lanca« 
shire,  Mr.  William  Hulton  had  perfected, 
many  years  ago,  that  system  of  exclusion 
of  females,  die  foundation  of  which  he 
had  only  laid  a  very  short  time  ago,  when 
his  noble  Friend  came  forward  to  assist 
them  by  legislation  on  the  subject.  The 
same  system  had  also  been  pursued  in 
other  parts  of  Lancashire  many  yeafs 
since.    The  ben*  M^er  bad  lakl|  tbal 
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there  was  nothiog  indelioite  in  the  treat- 
ment of  the  women  thos  employed  in 
Scotland— if  so,  he  was  glad  to  hear  it ; 
bat  that  was  not  the  case  in  the  part  of 
the  country  with  which  he  was  conoected, 
nor  in  England  generally ;  where  he  be- 
lieved the  system  was  altogether  so  ?icioai» 
that  nothing  short  of  its  destruction  could 
remedy  the  efil.  If  they  wished  to  ad- 
vance the  progress  of  civilization,  and  to 
touch  those  points  of  society  most  akin  to 
barbarous  nations  and  other  times,  their 
efforts  must  be  in  rain,  unless  they  raised 
the  social  character  of  the  females.  In 
those  countries  where  the  females  were 
kept  by  law  in  a  state  of  degradation,  he 
asked  whether  it  were  possible  to  raise  the 
character  of  the  males.  It  was  a  well 
known  fact  in  Lancashire  and  other  coal 
districts,  that  the  colliery  girls  had  a  good 
deal  more  license  and  liberty  than  those 
otherwise  employed,  as  domestic  servants, 
for  instance;  the  girls  at  the  pits  had 
more  of  her  own  way,  so  that  in  many 
respects  the  employment  was  more  attrac- 
tive; and  he  had  no  doubt  that  many 
domestic  servants,  having  been  formerly 
in  the  pits,  would  gladly  return  to  their 

Erevious  employment ;  but  he  as  a  legis- 
itor  anxious  for  their  welfare,  would  not 
allow  them  to  return.  It  was  well  known 
that  in  Lancashire  the  diflficulty  of  getting  a 
good  female  servant  for  a  farmer's  house 
was  almost  insuperable.  All  individual 
hardship,  was,  of  course,  as  far  as  possible 
ta-be  prevented ;  but  this  was  a  case  in 
which  he  thought  that  legislative  interfer- 
ence could  not  be  avoided ;  in  his  opinion 
that  interference  had  been  wisely  con- 
ducted by  the  ability  of  his  noble  Friend, 
and  he  therefore  felt  bound  to  oppose  the 
motion. 

Mr.  Roebuck  felt,  that  this  was  a  ques- 
tion of  the  greatest  difficulty;  it  was  a 
question  whether  the  labourer,  being  sui 
generii,  the  Legislature  was  better  able  to 
dispose  of  his  labour  than  the  labourer 
himself,  and  when  he  said  himself,  he  in- 
cluded of  course  herself.  When  they  came 
to  children,  he  went  along  with  the  right 
hon.  Baronet,  because,  during  the  years 
of  childhood,  the  party  was  subject  to  the 
control  of  parents  or  guardians,  and  was 
besides  deficient  in  experience ;  but  these 
years  past,  the  age  must  come  when  every 
person  must  be  the  best  judge  of  the  man- 
ner of  disposing  of  his  own  labour.  Was 
there  anything  in  the  female  sex  which 
rende^  them  incapable  of  judgingas  to 


the  best  disposition  of  their  own  labour  f 
That  question  was  now  brought  before 
them ;  the  case  was  a  trying  one  be  ad- 
mitted ;  their  sympathies  must  be  with  the 
noble  Lord ;  and  if  by  persuasion  he  could 
induce  them  to  leave  those  degrading 
habits  of  occupation,  no  man  would  more 
rejoice  at  such  a  result ;  but  still  came 
round  the  question — was  Parliament  in 
the  position  to  say,  '*  we  can  better  judge 
of  the  mode  of  disposing  of  your  labour 
than  you  can  yourself.  It  had  been  said 
for  the  occasion  that  they  couldn't  raise 
the  social  character  of  the  men,  whilst  the 
women  were  in  a  degraded  condition  ;  he 
admitted  it,  but  he  wanted  to  know  whe- 
ther the  condition  of  the  women  was  not 
the  reflection  and  consequence  of  the  con- 
dition of  the  men — whether  it  was  not 
equally  true,  that  they  could  not  raise  the 
condition  of  the  women  without  having  first 
raised  the  condition  of  the  men  ?  It  might 
be  said,  that  it  would  be  very  advanta- 
geous to  legislate  in  this  way  for  men  also 
—men,  who  were  perfectly  shi  juris ;  the 
market  for  labour  was  greatly  overstocked 
— it  might  be  considered  beneficial  to 
provide  that  all  persons  under  the  age  of 
thirty  should  be  prevented  from  labouring : 
women  were  perfectly  competent  to  judge 
of  their  own  condition,  so  were  men  under 
thirty;  where  was  the  distinction?  He 
could  see  none,  except  in  their  own  habits 
of  feeling,  with  regard  to  women.  He 
turned  to  France  and  Scotland ;  and  there 
he  saw  women  labouring  in  the  field  ;  be 
never  saw  that  in  England.  [An  hon. 
Member:  At  harvest  time!]  Oh,  yes  I 
but  there  was  no  comparison  between  the 
sort  of  work  which  the  English  women 
and  the  French  women  did  in  the  field. 
However,  let  them  go  to  America ;  there 
they  never  saw  a  woman  working  out  of 
doors  at  all ;  she  would  consider  hersdf 
mad  to  think  of  doing  so,  and  any  one  who 
asked  her  to  do  so  worse  than  mad ;  but 
that  was  an  entirely  different  state  of  so- 
ciety; and  he  admitted,  that  in  France 
the  people  were  in  a  much  lower  condition , 
as  England  was  in  its  social  conditioo  su- 
perior to  2!>cotland,  and  as  those  parts  of 
England,  where  women  followed  these 
pernicious  occupations,  were  in  a  more 
degraded  and  desperate  condition  than 
any  other  parts  of  the  country.  Still  he 
asked,  could  they  remedy  that  by  Act  of 
Parliament  ?  He  feared,  that  no  great 
social  improvement  could  be  effected  by 
any  legislative  measure  whicb  had  an  im* 
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mediate  effect  upon  the  mode  of  employing 
labour.     The  hon.  Member  for  Montrose 
had  referred  to  the  petitions  of  these  women, 
who  prayed  for  permission  to  continue  in 
these  occupations  ;  had  they  a  right  to  with- 
hold that  permission  ?     He,  however,  was 
at  issue  with  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Montrose ;  for,  as  his  hon.  Friend  over 
and  over  again  admitted  the  principle  of 
the  bill  of  last  Session,  he  must  over  and 
over  again  dispute  that  principle.    He  was 
with  them  in  their  consequences,  but  he 
quarrelled  with  their  principle.     He  really 
wanted  to  know  from  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet, the  Home  Secretary,  or  from  some- 
body for  him,  at  what  point  they  might 
interfere  with  labour.     He  could  lay  down 
the  rule  distinctly ,  when  the  individual, 
by  his  position,  was  not  capable  of  judging 
as  to  the  disposal  of  that  which  was  com- 
mitted  to  his  use.   Why  should  they  pecu- 
liarly  interfere  with   women  ?     Because, 
they  were  under  coercion  ?    [Mr.  Curteis: 
Yes,  under  their  parents.]    Suppose  they 
had  no  parents.     But  he  would  not  argue 
the  point  with  the  hon.  Gentleman.  Whe- 
ther true  or  not»  such  was  not  the  general 
opinion.     Unmarried  women  of  the  lower 
classes  were  generally   considered,    and 
generally   were  under  no  control.     The 
noble  Lord  (Lord  F.  Egerton)  had  said, 
that  his  wish  to   interfere  by  legislation 
with  the  position  of  women  arose  from  his 
observation  in  the  East,  but  there  woman's 
position  formed  part  of  a  long  continuous 
system,  and  proved  the  truth  of  the  prin- 
ciple  for  which  he  had  been  contending, 
that  woman's  position  was  a  reflection  of 
man's.     He   fully  sympathised   with  the 
feelings  of  the  noble  Lord,  the  Member 
for  Dorsetshire,  and  the  right  hon.  Baro- 
net, but  he  could  not  go  along  with  them 
in  their  judgment. 

Viscount  Dungannon  thought  there  was 
much  plausibility  in  the  motion  brought 
forward  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  C. 
Bruce),  particularly  after  the  very  able 
and  ingenious  speech  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Bath.  Every  class  of 
the  community  was  most  deeply  indebted 
to  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Ashley)  for  his  ex- 
ertions on  this  subject,  and  the  measure  he 
had  introduced  ought  to  be  carried  out, 
but  with  as  little  concomitant  inconvenience 
as  possible,  particularly  where  many  might 
be  thrown  out  of  employment.  The  dan- 
ger to  which  married  women  were  exposed 
in  mines  operated  most  strongly  upon 
his  mind  in  coming  to  the  conclusion  that 


Parliament  should  interfere  as  proposed 
by  the  noble  Lord.  By  the  present  met* 
sure,  a  great  moral  evil  would  be  put  a 
stop  to,  and  society  at  large  would  deri?e 
great  benefit.  If  he  was  in  error,  be  erred 
on  the  safe  side,  he  thought,  in  voting 
with  the  noble  Lord,  who  had  introduced 
one  of  the  most  humane  and  excellent 
measures  ever  propounded  in  Parliament, 
and  whose  exertions  on  this  subject  had 
been  in  every  sense  most  indefatigable. 

Mr.  P.  M.  Stewart  said,  the  misery 
and  distress  which  existed  in  many  parts 
of  Scotland  had  been  considerably  aag* 
mented  by  this  measure,  and  in  the  county 
of  Stirling  alone  nearly  500  families  had 
been  added  to  the  number  of  unemployed. 
He  was  during  his  residence  in  Scotland, 
waited  upon  by  a  deputation  of  the  hus- 
bands and  relatives  of  the  women  who  had 
been  deprived  of  employment  in  conse- 
quence of  the  act  passed  last  Session,  who 
were  desirous  that  they  should  again  have 
the  opportunity  of  obtaining  employment. 
He  made  personal  inquiries  on  the  subject 
and  found  that  the  statements  of  these 
parties  were  not  exaggerated  ;  the  females 
were  in  a  state  of  g^eat  destitution,  they 
were  deprived  of  an  employment  with 
which  they  were  perfectly  satisfied,  and 
were  reduced  to  a  state  of  idleness  and 
misery.  They  spoke,  invariably,  of  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Dorsetshire 
f  Lord  Ashley)  with  great  respect  and  gra- 
titude ;  but  they  said, 

**  Pray  induce  the  noble  Lord,  who  has  en-* 
deavoured  to  legislate  for  our  welfare,  to  post- 
pone the  period  at  which  we  are  to  be  deprived 
of  employment,  and  not  to  plunge  us  into  des- 
titution when  the  country  is  suffering  such  se- 
vere distress." 

He  would,  therefore,  support  the  motion 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Elgin.  The  House 
probably  might  not  be  aware,  that  many 
of  the  owners  of  collieries  in  Scotland 
made  praiseworthy  efforts  to  benefit  those 
who  were  in  their  employment.  He  knew, 
for  instance,  a  colliery  in  Stirlingshire, 
where  there  was  a  library  of  500  volames 
for  the  use  of  the  colliers,  and  where 
schools  were  established  for  the  education 
of  the  children.  He  hoped  the  noble 
Lord,  the  Member  for  Dorsetshire,  would 
take  into  his  consideration  the  effects 
which  has  been  produced  by  the  sudden- 
ness with  which  his  measure  of  last  Ses- 
sion came  into  operation.  He  (Mr.  Stew- 
art) merely  argued  for  an  extension  of  the 
time  during  which  these  persons  might  be 
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employed.  To  one  of  the  effects  of  the 
operation  of  the  recent  measare  he  might 
he  allowed  to  draw  the  attention  of  the 
House :  a  poor  man  employed  in  one  of 
these  collieries  was  allowed  to  Uyc  in  a 
cottage,  in  which  he  might  continue  to 
reside  so  long  as  any  member  of  his  family 
was  engaged  in  the  pit.  This  was  a  most 
bene6cial  regulation,  for  if  a  man  met 
with  a  serious  accident  which  disabled 
him,  and  his  wife  or  daughter  continued  to 
work  in  the  colliery,  he  retained  the  occu- 
pation of  his  cottage.  By  the  operation 
of  the  recent  act,  however,  the  claim  of 
many  persons  in  this  situation  to  such 
continued  residence  ceased  on  the  1st  of 
March,  for,  after  that  period,  their  female 
relatives  were  precluded  from  remaining  at 
work  in  the  collieries.  The  measure  had, 
therefore,  tended  most  materially  to  in. 
crease  the  destitution  which  prevailed  in 
Scotland.  The  noble  Lord,  the  Member 
for  Dorsetshire,  called  upon  the  wealthy 
inhabitants  of  Scotland  to  contribute  to 
the  relief  of  this  destitution.  He  begged 
to  inform  the  noble  Lord  that  they  had 
already  done  so ;  but  they  were  unable  to 
keep  pace  with  the  progress  of  the  evil. 
The  measure  of  the  noble  Lord  was 
brought  forward,  he  was  convinced,  with 
the  most  humane  and  benevokni  motives, 
and  all  he  asked  was,  that  in  the  distressed 
condition  of  the  country  at  the  present 
moment  the  additional  misery  which  was 
produced  by  throwing  out  of  work  a  large 
number  of  females  employed  in  these  col. 
lieries  might  be  averted  ;  and  fully  admit- 
ting the  soundness  of  the  principle  on 
which  the  noble  Lord  had  proceeded,  he 
trusted  they  would  permit  these  women  to 
continue  in  their  employment  for  a  certain 
period.  He  conceived  that  the  best  mode 
of  accomplishing  this  object  would  be  by 
agreeing  to  the  motion  of  his  hon.  Friend 
and  the  time  of  extension  might  be  here* 
after  determined  by  the  House. 

Mr.  Forbes  said,  he  had  supported  the 
measure  with  reference  to  this  subject  in- 
troduced last  Session  by  the  nobu  Lord 
the  Member  for  Dorsetshire,  but  he  must 
say,  from  what  be  had  since  learned,  that 
he  had  acted  somewhat  ruhly  in  doing 
so.  His  attention  was  called  to  the  sut^ 
ject  during  his  residence  in  Scotland,  after 
the  close  of  the  last  Session ;  and  such 
representations  had  been  pressed  upon  him 
by  the  magistrates  and  clergy  that  he  felt 
it  his  duty  to  entreat  the  House  to  agree 
to  the  motion  of  his  hon.  Friend.     He 


thought  it  was  most  advisable  that  the 
females  who  had  been  compelled  to  desist 
from  their  work  by  the  late  act  should  be 
allowed  to  continue  their  employment  for 
three,  four,  or  five  years.  He  bad  made 
inquiries  as  to  the  effect  of  the  recent 
measure  during  bis  visit  to  Scotland,  and 
he  had  endeavoured  to  ascertain  whether 
the  women  who  had  been  deprived  of  work 
by  that  measure  had  been  able  to  obtain 
other  employment.  He  found  that  in  the 
great  majority  of  cases  they  had  been 
unable  to  do  so.  In  one  instance  only 
four  women  out  of  seventy-eight  succeeded 
in  obtaining  employment ;  and  in  another 
case,  only  sii  out  of  ninety;  and  the 
effect  was,  that  a  great  number  of  these 
females  were  reduced  to  a  state  of  de- 
plorable distress.  He  hoped,  that  Go- 
vernment, and  the  noble  Lord,  the  Member 
for  Dorsetshire,  would  give  this  subject 
their  serious  consideration,  and  that  they 
wold  permit  his  hon.  Friend  to  bring  in 
the  measure  he  proposed  to  introduce. 

Mr.  Brotherton  said,  it  appeared  to 
him,  that  the  object  of  the  motion  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Elginshire  (Mr.  C.  Bruce) 
was  to  effect  the  repeal  of  the  act  adopted 
last  Seuion.  He  found,  from  the  evi- 
dence which  had  been  given  on  this  sub- 
ject that  persons  of  all  classes,  agents  of 
collieries,  surveyors,  and  masters,  who  bad 
devoted  their  attention  to  the  questkMi« 
bore  testimony  to  the  nature  of  the  em* 
plovment  pursued  in  these  ooUieries.  It 
bad  been  shown,  that  the  physical  effiN^ls 
of  the  work  were  most  injurious — thai  it 
was  especially  unsuited  to  femalet-*that 
it  was  of  a  most  demoralising  tendency, 
and  that  it  had  no  countervailing  advant- 
ages. He  considered  it,  for  many  reasons, 
highly  desirable  that  females  should  be 

{>revented  from  working  in  mines  and  col- 
ieries.  The  hon.  Member  for  Bath  had 
laid  down  this  principlct  that  it  was  the 
duty  of  the  House  to  legislate  with  respect 
to  children  who  were  unable  to  judge  for 
themselves,  but  that  thev  ought  not  to  le- 
gislate for  women,  whosnould  be  regarded 
as  free  agenu,  and  who  might*  if  they 
chose,  abstain  from  the  labour.  Now  he 
woukl  ask  hon.  Gentlemen  why  it*  was 
necessary  to  pau  laws  at  all?  If  all 
persons  were  actuated  by  proper  motives 
and  principles  no  legislation  would  be 
needed ;  but  they  had  to  legislate  against 
self-interest,  against  dispositions  opposed 
to  the  general  welfare  of  the  community. 
The  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  South 
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Lancftibire  (Lord  F.  Egerlon)  had,  for  a 
long  period,  observed  the  evils  which  re* 
tulted  from  the  employment  of  females  io 
mines  and  collieries,  and  other  hon.  Mem- 
bers for  the  same  county  were  desirous 
that  an  end  should  be  put  to  the  system. 
This  waSy  however,  a  matter  of  great 
difficulty ;  for  when  an  attempt  was  made 
to  employ  boys  instead  of  females,  it  was 
resisted  by  the  men,  who  refused  to  work 
themselves  unless  the  women  were  em- 
ployed. He  was  assurred,  that  it  was 
impossible,  without  the  assistance  of  the 
law,  for  masters  to  put  a  stop  to  this  sys- 
tem. It  was  acknowledged,  that  the  effects 
of  the  employment  of  females  were  most 
lamentable,  both  in  a  moral  and  physical 
point  of  view ;  and  he  thought  there  was 
no  impropriety  in  the  Legislature  interfer- 
ing with  regard  to  these  women  as  they 
would  do  in  the  case  of  children  of  tender 
age.  He  hoped  the  Legislature  would  not 
countenance  any  measure  which  would 
tend  to  countenance  the  benefits  of  the 
present  law,  which  had,  he  believed,  pro- 
duced most  salutary  effects. 

Mr.  Lockart  said,  that  in  the  county 
which  he  represented  (Lanarkshire)  there 
was  a  general  impression,  that  if  the 
noble  Lord,  the  Member  for  Dorsetshire 
(Lord  Ashley)  bad  been  aware  of  the 
manner  in  which  his  measure  of  last 
Session  would  have  operated,  he  would 
have  adopted  some  such  course  as  that 
now  proposed  by  the  hon*  Member  for 
Elginshire.  In  order  to  show  the  feeling 
which  prevailed  in  the  county  of  Lanark 
he  might  state,  that  a  meeting  held  on  the 
1st  of  May  attention  was  called  to  the  late 
act,  excluding  females  from  working  in 
collieries,  and  it  was  resolved,  that  in  the 
opinion  of  the  meeting,  it  was  most  inex- 
pedient that  females  above  the  age  of 
twenty,  who  had  hitherto  been  employed 
in  mines,  should  be  excluded  therefrom, 
and  thereby  thrown  out  of  employment ; 
and  the  meeting  agreed  to  request  the 
representatives  of  the  county  to  support  in 
Parliament  some  modifications  of  the  law. 
The  Presbytery  of  the  same  county,  also, 
had  on  the  5th  of  April  adopted  a  reso* 
lution  to  the  same  effect.  He  had  himself 
made  careful  inquiries  on  this  subject,  and 
he  was  surprised  at  the  respectable  ap- 
pearance of  many  of  the  persons  who 
were  employed  in  collieries.  He  found 
many  of  them  intelligent  and  well-edu- 
cated, and  they  all  declared  themselves 
anxious  to  remain  in  their  employment. 


One  woman  told  him  that  she  had  never 
known  what  good  health  was  until  she 
engaged  in  this  species  of  labour.  He  bad| 
therefore,  great  pleasure  in  supporting  the 
motion  of  his  hon.  Friend,  the  Member 
for  Elginshire ;  and  he  was  convincedp 
that  if  hon.  Gentlemen  had  seen  what  he 
had  witnessed  in  Scotland  they  would 
follow  his  example. 

Mr.  Hindley  said,  he  had  heard  with 
great  astonishment  one  statement  of  the 
hon.  Member  who  had  just  sat  down — 
that  he  was  told  by  a  female,  that  she 
never  enjoyed  good  health  until  she  went 
to  work  in  a  coal-pit.  He  thought,  that 
statement  would  enable  hon.  Gentlemen 
to  estimate  the  character  of  this  motion, 
which  he  hoped  thev  would  reject.  Al- 
though it  was  right  tnat  men  should  pro- 
secute to  the  utmost  extent  any  state  of 
manufacture,  yet  if  in  so  doing  they  pro- 
duced a  moral  or  physical  nuisance,  it  was 
the  duty  of  that  House  to  interfere  for  its 
prevention.  He  must  say,  that  he  thought 
a  moral  and  physical  nuisance  was  pro- 
duced by  the  employment  of  women  in 
coal-pits,  and  that  the  House  ought  to  in- 
terpose to  put  down  such  a  nuisance. 
That  had  been  done  already,  by  the  mea- 
sure introduced  by  the  noble  Lord,  the 
Member  for  Dorsetshire  (Lord  Ashley)  last 
Session,  and  he  hoped  the  House  would  not 
adopt  anv  retrograde  movement.  He  coo* 
ceived,  that  the  effect  of  the  motion  of  th# 
hon.  Member  for  Elginshire  would  belo  re* 
store  the  abuses  and  evils  which  foiinerly 
existed  ;  and  he  was  glad  that  the  nobis 
Lord,  the  Member  for  South  Lancashire^ 
and  other  hon.  Members  had  supported 
the  hon.  Member  for  Dorsetsnire  io 
his  opposition  to  this  motion.  He  hoped 
the  motion  would  be  withdrawn ;  for  he 
thought  the  hon.  Member  for  Elginshire 
must  perceive,  that  however  advantageous 
his  proposal  might  prove  to  certain  pro* 
prietors,  it  coula  not  fail  to  operate  very 
prejudicially  for  the  working  classjss.  It 
baa  been  said,  that  great  distress  had 
been  produced  in  consequence  of  a  num- 
ber of  the  females  who  formerly  laboured 
in  the  collieries  having  been  thrown  out  of 
employment :  but  if  the  services  of  these 
females  had  been  dispensed  with,  other  per* 
sons  must,  he  supposed,  be  employed  in 
their  place.  He  contended,  therefore,  that 
while  by  the  measure  of  last  Session  they 
bad  conferred  great  advantages  on  the 
females,  they  had  also  benefited  other  in- 
dividuals who  obtained  the  employment 
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bM  mfA¥m  re/erred.  Hi*  olji^^n  was  to 
¥nrH  tbeai  fr^Mi  aa0tn»%.  With  respect 
f^  fbii  i^Niefple  wbich  bad  been  tuted  bj 
the  If/w^.  aii»d  learned  Meahrr  for  bath 
/Mr«  lU^ihntk)^  it  wat  not,  he  wonid 
fra^fclj  Mat^f  on  that  pnnaiM  that  he 
bad  a4(*d  the  anpport  of  the  Hooie.  On 
fbe  er/ntrary»  be  bad  taid,  that  thotigh 
yfAn^nA  tuiftut/m'mU  niiftit  dilTer  from  the 
yfihi.i^M  of  hit  motion,  be  wa«  no  political 
e#son//»ifttf  and  that  the  l^^gitbtare  in  his 
ttf^nwm  had  a  rifht  to  interfere  in  fatoor 
Of  females  in  this  case.  In  many  of  the 
remarks  of  the  noMe  Ixrrd,  the  Member 
for  Himth  fjincasliire  (Ixird  V.  Kgertoo;, 
be  «^tir«ly  c/ncorred  ;  but  he  wished  the 
f  lease  Uf  follow  the  practice  of  the  noble 
l/ird  iu  hfi  own  collieries,  lie  had  made 
preparation  some  years  ago  for  carrying 
iuVt  f-ff^ct  his  bene? olent  oesitcns  in  fatour 
of  females  on  hit  own  property,  and  what 
he  ssk^  the  House  lo  do  was,  to  make 
the  same  kind  of  preparation.    The  noble 
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Aifaothnoti,  hoe.  H. 
Anmdei  and  Serrer, 

Eartof 
Bailey,  J. 
Cbaruns,  boa.  F. 
Duncan,  G. 
F/>ffce»,  W. 
Fonter,  M. 
Gitbome.  T. 
Howard,  P.  H. 
Home,  J. 
Ingesue,  V'isct. 
Jainef,  W. 
Blackeoiie,  T. 


W.F. 
MitcMUT.A. 


Norrcys  Sir  D.  J. 
PccMl,CapC 
Suasfidd.  W.  R.  C. 
Stewart,  P.  M. 
TraiU.  a 
Trelaway,  J.  S. 
Caps. 


Bmce,  C.  L.  C. 
Lockhaft,W. 


List  of  ike  Noes. 
Aflare,  Visct.  Brocklehurst,  J. 


Adderley,  C.  B. 
Albx,  J.  P. 
Anirr>but,  Ki 
Baring,  hon.  W.  B. 
Banng,  rt.  bn.  F.  T. 
Bernard,  K.  G, 
Berkeley,  bori.  Capt. 
Blairkbume,  J.  I. 
Boldero,  II.  G. 
Ilorthwick,  P. 
Bowring,  Dr. 


Brotherton,  J. 
Bmce,  Lord  E. 
Bosfeild,  W. 
Byng,  G. 
Cayley,  £.  S. 
CUytOD,  R.  R. 
Clerk,  Sir  G. 
CUve,  hon.  R.  H. 
Colquhoun,  J.  C. 
Coote,SirC.  II. 
Cotry,  fight  hon.  H* 
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Courtenay,  Lord 
Cripps,  W. 
Curteis^  H.  B. 
Dalrymple,  Capt. 
Damer,  hon.  Col. 
Dickinson,  F.  H. 
Dodd,  G. 

Drax,  J.  S.  W.  S,  E. 
Dundas,  D. 
Dungannon,  Visct. 
Egerton,  Sir  P. 
Eliot,  Lord 
Esmonde,  Sir  T. 
Estcourt,  T.  G.  B. 
Evans,  W. 
Fielden,  J. 
Fellowes,  E. 
Fitzroy,  Lord  C. 
Flower,  Sir  J. 
Fox,  C.  R. 
Fremantle,  Sir  T. 
Fuller,  A.  E. 
Gaskell,  J.  Milnes 
Gill,  T. 

Gladstone,  Capt. 
Glynn e,  Sir  S.  R. 
Gordon,  hon.  Capt. 
Goring,  C. 

Goulburn,  rt.  hon.  H. 
Graham,  rt.  hon.Sir  J. 
Greene,  T. 
Grey,  rt.  hon.  Sir  G. 
Grosvenor,  Lord  R. 
Guest,  Sir  J. 
Hamilton,  J.  H. 
Hamilton,  W.  J. 
Hanmer,  Sir  J. 
Hardinge,Tt.hon.SirH. 
Hardy,  J. 
Hatton,  Capt.  V. 
Hawes,  B. 
Henley,  J.  W. 
Herbert,  hon.  S. 
Hill,  Lord  M. 
Hindley,  C. 
Hodgson,  F. 
Hodgson,  R. 
Hogg,  J.  W. 
Hope,  A. 
Hope,  G.  W. 
Hoskins,  K. 
Howard,  hon.  H. 
Hussey,  A. 
Hussey,  T. 
James,  Sir  W.  C. 
Jermyn,  Earl 
Johnson,  Gen. 
Knatchbully  rt.hnSirE. 


LambtoD,  H. 
LangstoD,  J.  H. 
Lascellesy  hon.  W.  S. 
Legh,  G.  C. 
Liddell,  hon.  H.  T. 
Lincoln,  Earl  of 
Lindsay,  H.  H. 
McGeachy,  F.  A. 
Mangles,  R.  D. 
Martin,  C.  W. 
Master,  T.  W.  C. 
Masterman,  J. 
Mildmay,  H.  St.  J. 
Miles,  P.  W.  S. 
Miles,  W. 
Mitcalfe,  H. 
Mordaunt,  Sir  J. 
Morris,  D. 
Napier,  Sir  C. 
O'Brien,  J. 
O'Brien,  W.  S. 
Pakington,  J.  S. 
Peel,  rt.  hon.  Sir  R. 
Phillpotts,  J. 
Plumptre,  J.  P. 
Plumridge,  Capt. 
PoUington,  Visct. 
Pringle,  A. 
Protheroe,  E. 
Rice,  E.  R. 
Rolleston,  Col. 
Rushbrooke,  CoL 
Russell,  Lord  J. 
Scale,  Sir  J.  H. 
Seymour,  Lord 
Shaw,  rt.  hon.  F. 
Sheil,  rt.  hon.  R.  L. 
Smith,rt.hn.  T.  B.C. 
Somerset,  Lord  G. 
Stanley,  hon.  W,  O. 
Stanton,  W.  H. 
Sutton,  hon.  H.  M. 
Thompson,  Mr.  Aid. 
Tollemacbe,  J. 
Trench,  Sir  F.  W. 
Trevor,  hon.  G.  R, 
Vane,  Lord  H. 
Vesey,  hon.  T. 
Watson,  W.H. 
Wawn,  J.  T. 
Welby,  G.  E. 
Wilbraham,  hon.R.B. 
Williams,  W. 
Wortley,  hon.  J.  S. 
Young,  J. 

TELLERS. 

Ashley,  Lord 
Egerton,  Lord  F. 


The  Navy.]  Sir  C,  Napier  rose  to 
bring  the  state  of  the  Navy  List  under 
the  consideration  of  the  House,  and  said, 
that  as  this  was  not  a  party  question,  be 
hoped  hon.  Members  would  judge  for 
themselves  and  not  be  guided  by  their 
leaders  on  either  side  of  the  House.     It 
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would  be  remembered  that  last  Session 
he  bad  brought  forward  three  resolutions 
on  this  subject,  the  Brst  of  which  stated 
the  opinion  of  the  House  that  it  would  be 
advantageous  to  have  the  Admiralty  Board 
composed  exclusively  of  naval  officers, 
and  to  have  one  naval  officer  at  the  Board 
of  Ordnance.  The  House  had  not  agreed 
to  those  resolutions,  but  his  opinion  of  the 
desirableness  of  the  changes  they  were 
calculated  to  efiect  remained  as  before. 
The  British  navy  had  won  triumphs  in 
every  part  of  the  world,  both  in  time  of 
war  against  the  enemy,  and  in  time  of 
peace  in  putting  down  the  execrable  slave- 
trade,  and  in  other  duties,  and  naval 
officers  had  been  employed  in  many  parts 
of  the  world  where  there  was  hardly  any 
Government  subsisting,  where  there  were 
no  British  consuls  or  officers  of  any  kind 
to  aid  them  with  their  advice,  and  yet  he 
had  the  authority  of  the  noble  Lord,  the 
late  Secretary  for  Foreign  Afiairs,  for  as- 
serting that  during  ten  years  not  one 
British  naval  officer  in  any  one  of  those 
difficult  situations  had  ever  compromised 
by  his  conduct  the  Government  at  home. 
It  was  felt  as  a  great  grievance  by  naval 
officers  that  a  naval  officer  was  not  ac  the 
head  of  the  navy.  The  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet had  asked  last  Session,  was  it  wise 
to  restrict  the  choice  of  the  Crown  within 
the  narrow  limits  of  the  navy  ?  Why  he 
found  the  navy  list  contained  190  admi- 
rals, consequently  it  was  a  less  restricted 
field  to  choose  a  head  of  the  Admiralty 
from  than  the  class  of  hon.  Gentlemen 
and  noble  Lords  who  made  extremely 
long  speeches  in  Parliament,  which  was 
the  qualification  at  present.  During  the 
period  that  Lord  St.  Vincent  had  been 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  he  had 
found  out  more  abuses  in  the  navy  than 
any  of  his  predecessors.  He  wished  to 
see  a  commander-in-chief  at  the  head 
of  the  navy  who  should  be  wholly  re- 
sponsible for  its  conduct,  and  that 
officers  should  be  appointed  by  warrant  at 
the  head  of  the  dockyards  and  marines, 
who  should  be  solely  responsible  for  the 
conduct  of  these  branches  to  the  Com- 
mander-in-Chief. He  would  then  wish 
|he  Government  to  go  back  to  the  exam- 
ple set  in  the  time  of  Queen  Anne,  and 
to  appoint  a  Lord  High  Admiral  in  the 
person  of  Prince  Albert,  with  a  board  to 
assist  him,  and  this  would  give  the  great- 
est satisfaction  to  the  navy.  He  com- 
plained also  of  the  manner  in  which  the 
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minor  titnations  ia  the  iiaTj  were  filled 
by  cif  iliaDS ;  even  in  the  eue  of  the  ap- 
poiatment  of  a  aignal-man  to  a  lefnaphore 
a  civilian  bad  bMn  cboien,  and  ibat  tya- 
tem  bad  been  followed  oul  in  every  de- 
partment of  tbe  navy.  Why  ibould 
these  appointments  be  given  to  civilians 
who  had  never  struck  a  blow  for  the 
eouDtry,  instead  of  placing  sailors  in  them 
whose  pensions  would  be  saved,  and  who 
would  be  available  at  any  moment  for  ser- 
vice? Another  evil  was  the  total  irre- 
sponsibility of  the  Navy  Board,  which  had 
been  productive  of  the  greatest  evil  to  the 
service.  It  was  also  a  great  evil  that  the 
board  should  be  moveable,  as  the  mem- 
bers of  it  were  in  consequence  seldom 
efficient.  Under  the  present  system  ves- 
sels of  war  had  been  built  which  were 
totally  unfit  to  go  into  action  without  run- 
ning the  risk  of  being  blown  up.  The 
war  steamer  which  had  been  launched  the 
other  day  appn»ched  the  nearest  to  a 
man-of-war  of  any  vessel  which  he  had 
seen  ;  but  the  way  in  wbieh  she  was  6tted 
with  machinery  totally  unfitted  her  for 
service.  Being  fitted  with  cast  iron  in* 
Btead  of  wrought  iron  machineryp  if  a 
shot  came  into  her  it  would  knock  all  her 
machinery  to  pieces.  The  resolution 
which  he  intended  to  propose  was,-«" 

**  That  a  humble  Address  be  presented  to 
her  Majesty,  piaying  her  Majesty  to  give  diree- 
tioni  that  a  certain  number  of  old  oiBcers 
shall  be  allowed  to  retire  on  a  separate  list, 
with  increase  of  pay,  with  the  viaw  of  brings 
ing  forward  young  and  active  officers.'* 

The  opinion  of  Lord  Keith  had  been  in 
favour  or  such  a  system.  Lord  Keith  was 
of  opinion  that  when  a  captain  arrived  at 
fifty  years  of  age  he  ought  to  be  allowed 
to  retire  if  he  thought  proper.  He  did  not 
mean  to  say  that  captains  at  that  age 
would  retire,  but  it  was  an  opening  for 
them  to  do  so  if  they  thought  themselves 
unfitted  to  do  their  duty  with  proper 
energy.  Instead  of  asking  this,  he  only 
asked  the  right  bon.  Baronet  to  allow 
post -captains  of  sixty  years  of  age  to  re* 
tire  with  the  additional  pay  of  100/.  a 
year  when  they  were  within  100  of  the 
top  of  the  list,  lie  did  not  ask  this  for 
the  benefit  of  the  officers,  but  of  the  ser- 
vice. If  a  war  should  break  out  at  this 
moment,  he  asked  whether  the  Admiralty 
cotild  refuse  employment  to  these  old 
officers  unfitted  fur  service  by  age,  and 
pass  them  over?  Lortl  Howe  had  at- 
lciiipt«'d  to  do  this,  and  had  lost  bis  |ilace 


b  conseqaanee.  When  a  nan  hid  bean 
thirty  yean  a  capuin  he  had  loit  the 
energy  which  was  requisite  to  carry  on  hb 
duties.  He  stated  this  from  his  own  ei« 
perience.  Some  time  ago,  when  he  had 
been  appointed  to  command  the  GalaUm, 
he  had  thought  himself  as  fitted  for  the 
duties  of  his  station  as  when  in  the  vigoar 
of  youth,  and  had  entered  on  the  eon- 
mand  with  that  feeling,  and  that  he 
should  be  as  able  as  ever  to  look  into  every 
hole  and  comer  of  the  ship.  But  he  aooo 
found  that  every  day's  work  was  too  much, 
and  put  ofi"  this  doty  to  twice  a  week ;  it 
then  dwindled  down  to  be  Sunday's  ocea- 
pation,  and  at  last  Sunday  was  a  borep 
and  he  was  convinced  that  he  waano  more 
fit  now  to  command  such  a  man-of-war 
than  if  he  had  never  been  on  board  afoie 
in  his  life.  It  was  impossible  for  any  bat 
young  men  efficiently  to  perform  this  duty, 
and  when  an  old  captain  commanded,  it 
fell  to  the  first  lieutenant  of  the  ship  lo 
do  it;  the  officers  of  the  ship  then  be- 
came dissatisfied,  and  said,  '*  Mr.  So- 
and-So  commands  the  ship,  and  our  cap- 
tain is  an  old  woman."  Under  the  present 
system  we  should  never  have  a  rear-admi- 
ral  under  aisty  years  of  age.  Waa  that 
the  manner  in  which  the  navy  of  the  conn* 
try  ought  to  be  commanded  ?  It  waa  not, 
and  the  right  bon.  Baronet  would  incar 
great  responsibility  if  be  kept  the  navy  ia 
such  a  state.  If  something  were  not  dono^ 
and  that  speedily,  some  disaster  would  be- 
fal  the  fleet  of  this  country.  It  waaaboo- 
lately  necessary,  so  far  as  theeonDtry  waa 
concerned,  that  there  shoald  be  a  retired 
list  of  captains.  The  rule  waa,  that  oae 
in  three  should  be  promoted,  which  was 
equal  to  the  mortality.  There  was  a  large 
promotion  on  tbe  birth  of  tbe  Prince  of 
Wales  in  IMl,— a  very  large  promotion 
indeed.  In  1842,  after  that  large  prooK). 
tion,  no  fewer  than  twenty-five  command* 
era  were  made  from  post-captains,  ao  that 
according  to  the  rule  of  promotion  seventy* 
^^^  must  have  died.  What  he  would 
recommend  was,that  theoki  officers  should 
be  rewarded  and  suffered  to  retire,  and  that 
young  officers  should  be  brought  forward. 
His  opinion  was  that  for  20,000/.  a  year 
for  pay  and  retiring  allowances  to  old 
officers,  the  service  might  be  rendered 
much  more  efficient  than  it  waa  at  present. 
He  concluded  by  moving  his  resolution  as 
before  given. 

Lord  imfesire  sccondeil  the  motion.  He 
entirely  concurred  in  tlie  viewa  of  the 
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gallant  Mover.  He  saggested  also  that 
youDg  officers  should  have  every  oppor- 
tunity of  exerciting  themselvea  in  naval 
evolutions  and  the  art  of  gunnery. 

Sir  R.  Peel  had  no  wish  to  revive  the 
discussion  which  had  taken  place  last  year 
on  the  motion  of  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  opposite,  with  reference  to  a 
restriction  upon  the  Crown  as  to  the  em- 
ployment of  naval  officers  in  the  station 
of  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty.  He 
should  be  very  sorry  to  imply  that  any 
naval  officer  was  disqualified  to  discharge 
the  important  functions,  or  to  lay  down  a 
rule  for  the  selection  of  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty ;  but  what  he  objected  to 
was,  that  the  Crown  should  be  restricted 
in  the  exercise  of  its  pleasure  with  refer- 
ence to  that  appointment.  Indeed,  when 
it  was  stated  that  wherever  naval  officers 
were  called  upon  to  perform  civil  duties 
they  distinguished  themselves  for  their 
good  conduct  and  discretion — when  he 
heard  these  compliments  paid  he  could 
not  think  the  constitution  of  the  Board 
of  Admiralty  so  very  defective.  He 
thought  there  were  toany  great  advan- 
tages from  the  bringing  into  the  head  of  the 
Admiralty  an  unprofessional  man.  With 
respect  to  the  motion,  of  which  the  boo. 
and  gallant  Officer  opposite  had  giveti  no 
fiotioe,  it  was  neither  nM>re  nor  less  than 
to  aslCf  according  to  his  own  showing,  a 
grant  of  pablio  money  to  the  amount  of 
20,000/.  per  annum.  [Sir  C.  Napier  i  I 
guve  notice  of  a  motion  for  taking  the 
naval  list  into  consideration.]  Soeh  were 
certainly  the  terms  of  the  notice  given  by 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member,  and  when 
he  had  inquired  last  night  what  motion 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  intended  to 
make,  the  reply  he  received  was,  that  the 
hon«  and  gallant  Member  was  not  then 
prepared  to  make  a  speech,  which  he  did 
not  ask  the  gallant  officer  to  make ; 
but,  on  the  contrary,  he  had  inouired 
what  vote  the  hon.  and  gallant  Mem- 
ber intended  to  ask  the  House  to  come 
to  to«<nigbt  However,  no  notice  what* 
ever  had  been  given  of  the  motion  just 
now  proposed-*^ a  motion  in  which  he 
was  of  opinion  a  great  principle  was  in- 
volved. It  was  a  motion  upOn  which  the 
House  ought  to  support  the  Grovernment 
in  the  exercise  of  its  discretion  as  to  whe- 
ther or  not  this  amount  of  money  ought 
to  be  granted.  At  all  events,  it  should 
not  be  done  without  full  notice.  In  this 
ease,  \mo  gallant  Officers,  of  different 


politics,  wanted  to  fSorce  the  Government 
to  concur  in  a  grant  of  20,000/.  per 
annum.  He  did  not  mean  to  pursue  that 
course,  and  he  trusted  the  House  would 
support  bim  in  resisting  a  proposition  of 
this  kind.  If  the  House  consented  to  the 
grant  of  20,000/.  a  year  to  be  distributed 
by  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  among 
the  captains  of  the  naval  service  of  a  cer- 
tain standing,  it  would,  in  his  judgment, 
abandon  its  duty.  The  hon.  and  gallant 
Officer  proposed  that  100  captains  now 
receiving  14s.  6d.  per  diem,  should  have 
the  option  of  retiring  on  the  receipt  of  1/. 
per  diem.  Now,  he  had  himself  given  the 
subject  much  consideration,  and  besides 
this,  he  had  the  highest  authority  for 
believing,  that  unless  he  gave  this  option 
to  not  less  than  150  captains,  he  would  do 
nothing  at  all.  This  would  entail  an 
expense  not  of  20,000/.,  but  of  26,000/. 
per  annum.  Such  was  the  estimate  fur- 
nished to  him.  Now,  what  was  the  propo^ 
sition  made  by  the  hon.  and  gallant  Mem* 
her  ?  He  said,  three  or  four  3reara  must 
elapse  before  any  extensive  promotion 
could  take  place,  and  he  called  upon  the 
Qovernment  to  offisr  to  captains  of  a 
certain  standing,  100/.  a-year  additional 
in  order  to  induce  them  to  wave  their 
contingent  claims  to  the  honour  of  a 
flag.  How  was  he  to  ascertain  who 
would  take  the  offer  when  it  was  made  ? 
Might  it  not  happen,  that  the  oldest  man, 
desirous  of  attaiuing  the  honour  of  a  flag 
would  not  take  the  offer,  and  that  the  op-* 
tion  might  be  accepted  by  young  officers 
in  the  receipt  of  12s.  Qd.  a  day,  who  had 
no  immediate  prospect  of  receiving  promo>^ 
tion.  But  now  as  to  the  policy  of  a  retired 
list  at  all.  Three  or  four  years  ago,  it 
had  been  done  away  with,  and  abolished. 
A  naval  and  military  commission  had  been 
appointed,  and,  besides  professional  men 
on  that  commiaiion,  there  had  been  Lord 
Melville  and  Lord  Minrto.  In  addition, 
there  were  Sir  George  Cockbnrn  and  Sir 
Charles  Adam ;  and  although  Sir  Thomas 
Hardy  did  not  sign  the  recommendations 
of  the  commission,  he  assented  to  them. 
This  commission  found  a  retired  list  of 
Admirals  called  Yellow  Admirals,  and 
upon  that  list  these  authorities  Said  this : 

«  Upon  full  consideration,  we  confess  that 
the  impression  on  our  minds  is,  that  the  dis« 
tinction  between  the  active  and  retired  list  of 
officers  is  productive  of  little,  if  any,  real  ad- 
vantage to  the  public ;  whilst  it  operates  most 
disastrously,  in  some  instances,  on  the  feelings 
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of  gallant  officers ;  and,  in  our  opinioni  the  re- 
tired list  may,  wi;h  propriety,  be  abolished.'' 

The  commission  also  considered  the 
proposition  which  hat  been  submitted  by 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Officer.  The  report 
said : — 

"  It  does  not  occur  to  us  to  suggest  to  your 
Majesty  the  adoption  of  any  other  changes  in 
regard  to  captains'pay  on  allowances.  Various 
propositions  were  made  to  us  to  recommend 
the  establishment  of  a  retired  list  for  officers 
of  this  rank,  as  well  as  other  ranks  in  the  navy, 
the  particulars  of  A^hich  will  be  found  in  the 
evidence  given  in  the  appendix.  The  whole 
of  those  propositions  had  reference  rather  to 
claims  arising  out  of  seniority  on  the  prospec- 
tive list  than  on  service  performed,  and  do  not 
appear  to  us  calculated  to  advance  the  public 
interest  to  an  extent  commensurate  with  the 
change  which  they  would  entail  on  the  public 
revenue.  We,  therefore,  in  full  consideration 
of  those  suggestions,  have  refrained  from  of- 
fering a  recommendation  to  your  Majesty  to 
extend  the  principle  of  tlie  retired  list  beyond 
the  present  practice,  except  in  the  cases  of 
mates  and  commanders,  for  the  reasons  ex- 
plained in  the  observations  on  those  classes." 

This  was  their  decision  scarcely  three 
years  ago,  and  with  such  a  decision  before 
them,  he  hoped  the  House  would  support 
the  Government  in  resisting  a  proposition 
which  they  had  reason  to  consider  of  such 
questionable  utility. 

Lord  J,  Ruuell  did  not  rise  to  address 
himself  to  any  of  the  professional  argu- 
ments, but  he  thought  it  might  not  be  ill- 
timed  to  consider  whether  in  such  cases 
as  these  the  House  of  Commons  ought  to 
agree  to  prescribe  any  course  of  action  to 
the  Crown  }  When  he  held  office,  he  had 
frequently  found  that  officers  of  the  nuvy, 
army,  and  marines  made  propositions  to 
the  House,  which,  being  supported  by 
much  professional  knowledge,  found  fa. 
four  with  Members,  and  in  more  than  one 
instance  were  adopted  in  opposition  to  the 
wishes  of  the  Government.  It  was  clear 
to  him,  that  such  occurrences  as  these 
could  not  but  be  prejudicial  to  the  public 
service.  The  House,  by  pursuing  such  a 
course,  was  putting  itself  in  the  position 
of  the  Executive,  was  taking  on  itself  to 
advise  the  Crown,  and  was  very  frequently 
causing  great  inconvenience  to  the  Go- 
vernment of  the  day.  It  was  in  conse- 
quence of  his  experience  of  such  inconve- 
nience that  the  commission  was  appointed, 
to  whose  report  the  right  hou.  Gentleman 
had  referred.  Tlie  Duke  of  Wellington, 
with  that  public  spirit  which,  without  re- 


ference to  the  party  in  power*  voifornily 
marked  his  conduct,  consented  to  act  tt 
the  head  of  that  commission.     The  ooble 
Duke  was  not  only  able  to  judge  of  all  that 
related  to  the  profession  of  ^hich  he  was 
the  great  ornament,  but  from  his  long  ex- 
perience   and    extensive  knowledge^    he 
was  able  to  judge  of  the  evidence  re- 
specting  the  other  branches  of  her  Ma« 
jesty's  service.    Associated  with  him  in  the 
commission  were  several  other  o6icers  of 
great  ability.    The  commission  sat  a  con- 
siderable period,  they  heard  a  mass  of 
evidence^  and  then   made  their  report; 
and  he  must  say  this,  that  he  could  not 
but  regard  that  report  as  of  much  higher 
authority  than  the  opinion  of  any  indi- 
vidual Member,  even  though  that  opinion 
might  be  supported  by  such  able  state- 
ments as  those  they  had  heard  from  the 
gallant  officer  behind  him.     He  should 
say,  therefore,  that  even  if  such  a  propo- 
sition as  this  was  desirable  in  itself,  yet 
that  they  should  be  adopting  a  roost  m- 
convenient  practice  and  settine  a  very  bad 
precedent  were  they  to  affirm  it.  Regard- 
ing that  proposition,  as  it  appeared  thai 
the  commission  had  carefully  reviewed  it, 
it  only  remained  to  be  inquired  whether 
by  its  adoption  they  would  obtain  greater 
efficiency  in  the  service.     If  from  auch  a 
sum  as  20,000/.  they  could    make  all 
grades  of  officers  more  fit  to  perform  their 
respective  duties,  he  should  say  that  there 
might  be  good  reason  to  adopt  the  pro- 
posal ;  but  if,  on  the  other  hand,  no  such 
good  results  were  to  be  obtained,  they 
would  be  only  establishing  a  precedent 
which  they  might  be  required  to  act  on 
perhaps  every  four  or  five  years.    Why, 
then,  he  should  say  that  it  would  not  be 
desirable  to  adopt  any  such  proposal.    He 
stated  these  as  the  grounds  on  which  he 
thought  their  opinion  should  be  founded. 
He  should  rather  say,  however,  that  the 
Prime  Minister,  consulting  with  his  col- 
leagues, was  the  better  judge  of  the  desir- 
ability of  carrying  such  a  proposition  into 
effect.     But,  above  all,  as  he  said  before, 
he  thought  it  would  be  highly  unadvisable 
to  call  on  the  House  to  affirm  any  such 
proposition,  and  on  that  ground,  if  on  no 
other,  he  hoped  that  this  motion  woold  be 
withdrawn. 

Captain  Berkeley  was  obliged  to  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  who  had  brought 
forward  this  motion,  and  thought  he  had 
done  good  service  to  bis  profession.  After 
what  had  passed,  however,  he  could  not 
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but  think  that  the  motion  had  better  be 
withdrawD. 

Captain  Pechell  was  surprised  that  no 
reply  bad  been  made  to  the  charges 
against  the  Gk)vern!nent  as  to  the  distribu- 
tion of  patronage.  It  was  now  said  through- 
out the  service  that  the  hustings  were  the 
best  sort  of  quarter-deck  for  promotion. 
All  the  appointments  of  the  Government, 
indeed,  were  made  on  political  grounds. 
[**  No^  no"]  Would  they  dare  him  to 
come  to  book  ?  Well,  then,  what  did 
they  say  to  the  appoinment  of  Sir  Thomas 
Cochrane,  or  to  that  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Stafford  (Captain  Carnegie)?  This 
Government  was  congratulated  on  their 
system  of  manning  the  navy,  but  who  had 
unmanned  it?  Why,  their  Tory  prede- 
cessor. Lord  Melville.  They  might  de- 
pend that  they  would  do  much  better  to 
promote  officers  according  to  merit,  and 
until  that  was  done  they  could  never 
expect  to  give  satisfaction  to  the  service. 

Captain  Plumridge  said,  with  refer- 
ence to  the  expense  complained  of,  that 
officers  of  twenty  years'  standing  on  the 
list  of  service  received  a  mere  pittance  of 
lOs.  6(f.  a  day.  He  was  of  opinion,  there- 
fore, that  this  slight  increase  of  advantage 
proposed  by  his  gallant  Friend  might  with 
propriety  be  granted,  and  while  the  navy 
would  be  benefitted  the  national  finances 
would  not  be  injured. 

Mr.  Sidney  Herbert  vindicated  the  con. 
duct  of  the  noble  Lord  who  so  efficiently 
performed  his  duties  at  the  head  of  the 
Admiralty,  and  denied  that  appoint- 
ments were  guided  by  political  considera. 
tions.  As  to  the  charge  of  employment 
not  being  given  to  naval  men  and  sailors, 
he  begged  to  call  attention  to  the  number 
of  employments  connected  with  the  navy 
and  the  public  establishments,  such  as 
masons,  shipwrights,  armourers,  shoe- 
makers, labourers,  &c.,  which  could  not 
be  filled  by  sailors.  The  appointments  in 
China  and  the  other  cases  referred  to,  had 
been  made  without  reference  to  political 
considerations.  With  respect  to  the  noble 
Lord  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  he 
should  quote  a  very  good  authority, 
namely,  that  of  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Officer  (Sir  C.  Napier)  himself,  who,  when 
he  made  a  motion  for  placing  a  naval 
instead  of  a  civil  officer  at  the  head  of 
the  Board,  said — 

'^  Least  of  all  could  his  motioD  be  construed 
into  an  expression  of  disrespect  to  the  noble 
Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Board,  for  the  right 


hon.  Gentleman  at  the  head  of  the  Government 
would  find  no  civilian  that  would  act  with 
greater  justice  and  impartiality.^' 

This  was  a  just  tribute  to  the  conduct 
of  that  nobleman,  who  directed  all  his 
energies  to  fulfilling  the  duties  of  his  de- 
partment, and,  disregarding  every  thing 
like  undue  influence,  made  it  his  study  to 
decide  on  such  appointments  as  should  be 
most  advantageous  to  the  public  service. 

Sir  C.  Napier  in  reply  contended,  that 
notwithstanding  what  had  been  said  on 
the  opposite  side,  the  adoption  of  his 
suggestion  would  effect  a  great  improve* 
ment. 

Motion  withdrawn. 

The  House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  past 
twelve, 

HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Thursday,  May  18,  1843. 

IfiiroTxs.]    BIX.L8.    PuUic^S'-  and  passed :  I^gistraUon 

of  Voters. 
S*-    Queen's  Bendi  Office. 
Private,— I*-  South  Eastern  Railway  Extension ;  Drum- 

peller  Railway;  Liskeard  and  Caradon  Railway  ;  Bristol 

and  Gloucester  Railway ;  South  Eastern  and  Maidstone 

Railway ;  Porterfield's  Estate. 
S*-   Wexford  Harbour. 
3**  Hawkins's  Estate^ 

Schoolmasters*  Widows'Fund  — 
Scotland.]  The  Lord  Chancellor  said, 
it  was  his  duty  to  communicate  a  circum- 
stance connected  with  the  privileges  of 
Parliament.  It  appeared  that  in  the 
month  of  April  last,  a  bill  came  up  to 
their  Lordships  from  the  other  House  of 
Parliament,  entitled,  the  '<  Schoolmasters' 
Widows'  Fund  (Scotland)  Bill,"  which 
was  read  a  third  time  and  passed  by  their 
Lordships  on  the  1st  of  May,  and  certain 
amendments  having  been  made,  it  went 
back  to  the  House  of  Commons.  On  the 
5th  of  May  Mr.  Vivian  and  other  messen- 
gers from  the  Commons  brought  back  the 
bill  to  their  Lordships'  bar,  and  stated 
that  the  Commons  had  agreed  to  the 
amendments.  In  cbnsequence  the  bill 
had  been  inserted  in  the  list  of  bills  which 
received  the  royal  assent  by  commisson  on 
the  9th  of  May.  He  should  have  felt  it 
his  duty  to  have  moved  for  a  committee  to 
inquire  into  the  circumstances  connected 
with  this  bill,  but  upon  looking  over  the 
votes  of  the  other  House  of  Parliament, 
he  found  that  the  House  of  Commons  had 
appointed  a  committee  to  make  the  in- 
quiry ;  and  he,  therefore,  thought  that 
their  Lordships  should  take  no  further 
Steps  at  present.    It  appeared  by  the  votei 
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of  the  House  of  Commont  that  they  never 
did  assent  to  those  amendments  t  but  lie 
had  no  reason  to  doubt  that  they  had,  be- 
cause the  bill  was  brought  by  messengers 
from  the  House  of  CommonSi  stating  that 
the  House  had  concurred  in  the  amend* 
ments.  It  was  possible  that  at  a  future 
day  he  might  call  their  Lordships' atten- 
tion again  to  the  circumstances ;  but  he 
hoped  that  their  Lordships  would  consider 
that  no  blame  attached  to  the  officer  of 
their  Lordships'  House,  inasmuch  as  a 
message  was  brought  to  their  Lordships' 
bar  by  messengers  from  the  other  House, 
stating  that  the  amendments  had  been 
agreed  to. 

Lord  Campbell  was  sure  that  no  blame 
could  attach  either  to  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  on  the  woolsack,  or  to  the 
officers  of  their  Lordships'  House. 

Lord  BrougJiam  said,  that  all  their 
Lordships  did  was  to  give  credit  to  the 
messengers  sent  from  the  other  House. 
His  noble  and  learned  Friend  had  de- 
fended his  noble  Friend  on  the  woolsack 
when  he  was  not  attacked — he  trusted 
the  noble  Lord  would  defend  him  when 
he  was  attacked. 

Lord  Campbell  was  sorry  even  for  once 
to  have  encroached  on  the  peculiar  pro- 
vince of  his  noble  and  learned  Friend  (Lord 
Brougham). 

Conversation  at  an  end. 

SUPBURT  DiSPRANCIIISEMKKT.]  The 

Lord  Chancellor  would  call  their  Lord- 
ships attention  to  the  Sudbury  Disfran- 
chisement Bill.  He  believed  most  of 
their  Lordships  were  avrare  that,  on  a 
former  day,  they  had  heard  counsel  at 
the  Bar  at  length,  and  had  proceeded 
to  hear  evidence  in  support  of  tne  pream- 
ble of  the  bill.  Their  Lordships  had  met 
at  ten  o'clock  that  morning  to  proceed 
with  the  evidence,  and  counsel  had  ex- 
amined three  witnesses,  for  the  purpose 
of  proving  general  acts  of  corruption  and 
bribery :  they  were  unsuccessful  in  pro- 
ducing any  such  testimony ;  the  conse- 
(|ucnce  was,  that  the  Ix>rds  then  present 
suggested  to  the  counsel,  if  they  had  a 
case,  that  they  should  bring  forward  such 
witnesses  as  they  thought  they  could 
rely  on,  and  save  the  public  expense; 
niid  at  the  same  time  an  intimation  was 
fluRf;  out  ihat  unless  counsel  thonght  they 
could  make  out  a  ease  of  general  corrup- 
tion in  the  borough,  it  was  not  reasonaUe 
to  suppose  Ihtt  tb»  House  would  pass  thit 


measure.  It  was  also  stated,  that  iImi 
House  relied  implicitly  on  the  honour,  the 
integrity  I  and  the  expetiebce>  of  the 
learned  counsel,  whether  they  eould,  in 
their  judgment,  give  the  HoUse  reason  to 
believe  that  the  case  could  be  made  oil ; 
it  was  also  said,  that  this  intimation  was 
not  given  with  a  view  of  stopping  pro-: 
ceedings,  but  was  duly  a  suggestion.  The 
counsel  for  the  bill  consulted  for  .ft  short 
time,  and  then  Mr.  Ansten  the  leidintf 
counsel,  stated  that  he  would  not  proceed 
further  with  the  evidence.  He  was  satii- 
6ed  from  all  their  inquiries  and  all  the  infor. 
mation  they  coukl  obtain,  that  they  had 
not  reasonable  groand  to  believe  that  they 
could  make  out  a  case  of  general  corrup- 
tion, and  that,  therefore,  after  the  intima- 
tion of  their  Lordships,  counsel  wouM 
not  proceed  with  the  bill  The  Lords 
then  present  thereupon  thought  it  better 
not  to  proceed ;  and  that  the  circufflstaoce 
should  be  represented  to  a  fuller  House 
before  any  course  was  taken  as  to  the 
second  reading  of  this  bill. 

Lord  Brougham  only  wished  to  add 
one  fact  to  the  statement  of  his  nobia 
and  learned  Friend ;  the  greatest  possible 
facilities  had  been  given  to  the  parties  to 
proceed,  if  they  had  a  case;  they  ware 
not  taken  by  surprise,  for  it  was  intimated 
to  the  counsel  that  if  tbey  chose  they 
need  not  give  an  answer  thtft  day,  but 
wait  to  take  time  to  consider ;  but  having 
answered  the  6rst  question  in  the  negative^ 
that  they  had  not  a  case  to  prove  of  ge- 
neral bribery,  counsel  stated  that  they 
had  no  desire  to  proceed,  that  they  bad 
consulted  upon  the  matter  beforei  and  thit 
was  their  deliberate  opinion.  They  were 
then  asked  if  there  would  be  anv  want  of 
justice,  or  any  inexpediency  it  the  bill 
dropped  ?  They  thought  not*  Afker  thia 
their  Lordships  had  but  one  course  to 
take ;  the  case  was  given  up ;  the 
preamble  had  not  been  proved ;  and  they 
had  only  to  postpone  the  second  reading 
till  that  day  six  months.  They  had  no 
occasion  to  discuss  the  matter,  it  was  now 
over,  and  he  would  at  once  move  the 
postponement  of  the  second  reading  of 
the  bill  for  six  months. 

The  Earl  of  Wkhlow  thought  the  mMe 
and  learned  Lord  had  better  give  notice  of 
his  intention,  especially  as  the  noUe 
Marquess  who  hacl  the  conduct  of  the  bill 
(the  Marquess  of  Clanricarde)  was  not 
present. 

Lard  Bffmgkam  had  on  elqieiioo  M 
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poMtxme  ibe  motioa  till  tomorrow ;   It 
Hal  cloar  that  thej  ought  not  to  delay  the 
thciiton  on  tbU  bill  anj  longer. 
Snbjicl  at  an  end, 

Scotch  Chukch  —  Lord  Cobe- 
HOUSB.^  Lord  Brougham  be^ed  to  make 
an  explanation  on  the  part  of  a  venerable 
and  moH  able  judge,  whose  Opinion  had 
been  mitconceired  bj  hit  noble  Friend 
opposite  (the  Earl  df  Aberdeen),  and 
through  that  miiconceptioD  had  been 
miicoiiceived  by  many  Members  of  tbei 
Lordlbips'  House.  The  mention  of  tbe 
learned  judge'*  name  would  be  luF&cieDl 
to  secHro  fbr  him  and  for  hie  opinion  the 
greatest  pniiible  reipect'— it  was  Mr. 
Craniton,  Lord  Corehouie,  who  had  re- 
tired fVoin  the  bench,  but  wboie  great 
faculties  were  eniirely  preierved 
would  only  read  the  letter : — 

"  EicuK  a  very  few  llbes  on  e  nty  tri6ing 
subject.  Iiard  Aberdeen  hu  done  ffle  ibe 
honour  to  refer  repeatedly  to  mj  opinion  on 
hh  proposed  bill  about  the  Church  of  Scol- 
laoij,  under  a  misapprehension  arising,  I  gup- 
pose,  froDi  some  unguarde il  and  incorr 
expression  of  raine,  though  I  do  not  recolli 
it.  I  approved  i\  first  of  bis  bill,  in  so 
as  it  was  purely  declaratory,  thinking  that, 
although  UDoecestary  in  other  respects,  it 
might  tend  to  quiet  the  ferment  which  lay  and 
clerical  agitators  were  exciting,  for  I  had  then 
more  f«ilh  in  4he  good  sense  of  the  clergy  of 
Scotland  than  I  have  now  j  but  I  never  ap- 
proved of  it,  in  so  far  as  it  could  be  constrtjed 
to  enlarge  the  powers  of  tbe  Church  in  Ihe 
smallest  degree-  Relevant  objections  to  a 
presentee  mAy  be  urged  before  the  Church 
courts,  not  only  as  to  life,  literature,  and  doc- 
trine, bat  likewise  on  some  other  srounds  recog- 
nised by  the  Canon  law,  as  inability  to  perform 
the  duties  of  a  minister  from  blindness,  deaf- 
ness, defective  utterance,  inRrmity  sofficietit  to 
prevent  the  visitation  of  r  parish,  ignorance  of 
the  language  of  the  majoriiyof  the  parisbioners, 
necessary  and  uoavoidable  connexion  with 
secular  business  to  a  great  extent,  and  I  be- 
lieve some  others.  Bat  I  never  held  that  the 
unexce|iiionableness  of  a  presentee  to  tbe  pa- 
rishioners, or  bis  not  preaching  in  a  way  that 
they  thought  edifying,  was  by  itself  a  relevant 
objection,  or  could  be  listened  to  at  all  by  the 
Chnrch  courts.  If  it  were  relevant,  it  would 
open  the  way  to  every  species  of  intrigue  and 
cabal,  and  defeat  the  right  of  patron^e,  which 
is  essential  to  tbe  respectability  of  the  Pres- 
byterian Church.  I  thought  1  had  explained 
myself  fully  on  this  subject  in  what  I  said  In 
the  first  Authterarder  case.  I  go  further,  and 
think  it  would  be  unwise  and  dangerous  that 
a  declaratory  act  should  recognise  in  every 
case  the  privative  jurisdiction  of  the  Church, 
even  u  to  relevant  objectiooe.    It  is  icporied 


that  a  Presbytery,  wishing  to  exclude  ao  un- 
exceptionable  presentee  who  was  obnoxious  to 
them,  agreed  to  divide  Church  history  into  a 
number  of  periods,  and  to  appropriate  each 
period  to  an  individual  Member  whicli  he  was 
to  study  forsonie  weeks,  and  to  tnakb  himself 
able  to  pose  the  Caodldnts  with  a  multiplicity 
and  minuteness  of  questions,  all  which  no 
Member  of  Ihit  or  any  oMiet  Presbytery  could 
have  answered  without  previous  notice  and 
long   preparation.      Suppose  this   fraud  had 
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obtalbed  in  the  higher  Church  t 
appeal  to  the  civil  courts,  I  conceive,  would 
have  been  cbmpetent,  and  so  in  evary  case 
where  fraud  or  conspiracy  to  defeat  the  ri|^t 
of  the  patron  or  presentee  can  ba  established." 

It  seemed  indultibent  upon  bitn  to  no- 
tice this  misconception  now,  because  Ihej 
were  in  the  very  heat  of  the  matter.  He 
believed  this  was  the  very  day  appointed 
for  the  meeting  of  the  Scottish  Church. 

The  Earl  of  Aberdeen  wished  that  his 
noble  Friend  bad  apprised  him  of  his  In- 
tention to  read  this  letter  and  bring  the 
subject  forward.  It  was  true  that  his 
noble  Friend  had  sent  to  desire  his  attend- 
ance in  his  place,  but  he  had  no  idea  what 
his  object  was.  [Lord  Brougham  had 
said  it  was  a  communication  fVom  Lord 
Corehouie.]  He  had  nothttig  to  lay 
against  the  opinion  now  expressed  by  the 
learned  judge;  it  entirely  confirmed  what 
be  had  stated :  he  had  never  said  that 
aCceplableness  was  necessary,  but  meet- 
ness  and  suitableness,  of  which  the  court 
was  to  judge,  and  not  the  people.  Me 
would  not  then  enter  upon  the  subject, 
but  he  wished  to  say,  with  respect  to  his 
bill,  that  if  he  had  been  apprised  of  the 
noble  Lord's  intention,  he  would  have 
shown  Lord  Corebouie's  opinion  under 
his  own  hand,  that  bis  bill  only  declared 
what  the  law  of  Scotland  was  then,  and 
what  it  must  remain  so  long  at  patronage 
existed.  The  noble  Lord  might  say,  "  I 
do  not  trust  the  opinion  till  I  see  the 
case  submitted."  That  case  was  tbe  bill 
itself. 

TOWNSHEND      PEEttAOE.]        HouSC   in 

committee  on  the  Townshend  Peerage  Bill. 

Lord  Brougham  proposed  two  amend- 
nienls,  declaring  that  the  four  eldest  chil- 
dren were  not  the  lawful  iuue  of  the  mar- 
quess Townshend,  instead  of  bastardizing 
Ihem;  and  providing,  on  tbe  ground  of 
infancy,  that  the  bill  should  not  affect  the 
youngest  child,  Cecil,  Mioa  Bolivar. 

The  Earl  of  Wkklon  thought  Uie  noble 
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Lord  ought  to  explain  his  retsoos  for  thoie 
alterations  ;  if  they  had  heen  contained  in 
the  bill  as  originally  drawn  they  would  be 
unexceptionable.  Was  the  object  of  the 
bill  in  declaring  that  these  were  not  the 
issue  of  the  Marquess  Towoshend,  to  im- 
ply that  they  were  legitimate  children  of 
any  one,  if  so  they  would  deceive  the 
country,  for  they  were  illegitimate  if  they 
were  not  the  children  of  the  Marquess. 

Lord  Brougham  had  stated  distinctly, 
on  the  second  reading  of  the  bill,  that  be 
meant  to  make  these  alterations,  and  to 
moTe  them  in  committee.  He  had  also 
given  his  reasons.  Although,  in  his  private 
opinion,  it  made  no  difference,  yet  it  was 
a  material  consideration  that  if  they  bas. 
tardised  the  children,  not  only  would  thev 
not  be  the  lawful  issue  of  Lord  Townshend, 
but  not  the  lawful  issue  of  any  valid  mar- 
riage which  might  have  taken  place  since 
the  marriage  with  Lord  Townshend,  which 
marriage  the  mother  had  stated  to  be  a 
nullity  from  beginning  to  the  end.  Ac- 
cording to  the  English  law,  the  change 
would  make  no  difference  in  the  bill ;  but 
here  was  an  alleged  Scotch  marriage,  and 
how  could  the  House  take  upon  itself 
to  say  what  the  decisions  of  the  Scotch 
courts  would  be  ?  He  was  unwilling  to 
deprive  the  parties  of  that  right.  With 
respect  to  the  case  of  the  infant,  he  thought 
it  was  agreed  on  all  hands  that  they  ought 
to  except  the  infant  from  the  bill,  because 
beiiii^  an  infant,  he  could  not  be  served. 

I«ord  MonUagle  thought  as  to  the  first 
alteration  the  reasons  in  favour  of  it  were 
conclusive.  Instead  of  bastardising:  the 
issue  thu  bill  now  declared  that  the  children 
were  not  the  issue  of  the  Mar(|uess  of 
1  ownshend.  liut  he  saw  increasing  ob- 
ject iuiis  to  the  principle  and  policy  of  the 
bill,  after  thtirc  should  have  been  an  ex- 
ception made  in  favour  of  the  infant. 
There  was  no  doubt  in  his  mind  of  the 
justice  of  this  unfortunate  case,  and  he 
believed  that  there  was  no  doubt  in  the 
minds  of  any  of  the  eight  noble  Lords  who 
like  himself  voted  in  the  minority,  but  the 
great  object  of  the  bill,  asoripnaily  intro- 
duced, was  to  protect  the  interests  of  the 
rightful  cluimaiits  to  the  Townshend 
pf'crage.  This  bill,  as  it  had  been  modi- 
tied,  wouM  not  produce  that  effect,  be- 
cause it  would  Icnve  undisturbed  the  claim 
of  one  of  the  children,  namely,  the  minor. 
Thej  would  now  leave  the  diHiculty  of  the 
case  precisely  were  they  found  it.  There 
would  bo  nothing  to  prevent  that  child 


from  orgiog,  when  he  reached  wamykkf^  a 
claim  similar  to  that  now  pat  forwara  bj 
the  alleged  Lord  Leicester.  They  voald 
only  be  leaving  the  false  claim,  if  he  might 
so  call  it,  to  be  represented  by  one  duld 
instead  of  another.  He  had  beard  aoaw 
of  his  noble  and  learned  Friends  sapport 
their  vote  for  this  bill  on  the  ground  of  a 
reparation  to  public  scandal  and  public 
morals ;  but  he  had  heard  no  obaerratiou 
made,  on  an  exhibition — the  basest  and 
most  degrading  to  public  morals — that  a 
Peer  of  this  realm  (as  it  had  been  givcB  in 
evidence)— had  offered  for  a  pecuniary 
consideration  to  deprive  his  own  biotlier 
of  his  rights  and  honours.  He  was  not 
lawyer  enough  to  know  whether  any  pro- 
perty would  be  given  to  Lord  C. Townshend 
by  this  bill.  [Lord  Brougham:  •'Not 
one  farthing."]  His  noble  Friend  assured 
him  not  one  farthing ;  then  he  said,  that 
this  bill  not  affecting  the  youngest  child, 
Cecil  Mina  Bolivar,  would  make  no  alter- 
ation in  his  condition.  He  would  be  left 
in  the  same  status  as  at  present,  and  the 
day  after  the  bill  passed,  he  might  assume 
the  title  of  Lord  Leicester,  and  claim  all 
the  property  accruing  under  the  settle- 
ments of  Mr.  Dunn  Gardner.  Lord  C. 
Townshend  might  then  have  to  go  through 
the  same  process  hereafter  to  profe  the 
illegitimacy  as  the  present  infant,  as  well 
as  that  of  tlie  former  children.  He  ob- 
jected to  the  bill  on  principle,  and  he 
thought  from  these  circumstances  it  would 
not  attain  the  end  in  view. 

Lord  Campbell  was  onderstood  to  admit, 
that  it  was  possible  that  a  marriage  might 
be  proved  to  have  taken  place  between 
Lady  Townshend  and  Mr.  Margetis,  and 
he  thought  the  first  amendment  had  been 
very  properly  drawn  to  meet  that  contin- 
gency. With  respect  to  the  other  amend- 
ment the  bill  would  now  not  affect  an  in- 
fant who  was  not  before  their  Lordshipa, 
and  who  could  not  be  brought  before 
them.  The  bill  declared  Lord  Leicester  not 
to  be  the  son  of  the  Marquess  of  Towns- 
hend, and  the  youngest  son,  he  had  un- 
derstood had  already  laid  down  the  title  of 
Lord  C.  Townshend,  and  called  himself  Mr. 
Margctts.  He  supported  both  amendments. 

The  Earl  of  }Vicklow  opposed  the  amend- 
menu.  He  thought  that  if  the  first  amend- 
ment were  carried,  it  would  admit  the 
possibility  of  the  legitimacy  of  the  chil- 
dren ;  and  as  under  no  circumstances 
could  that  be  the  case,  he  opposed  iL  It 
had  been  said,  that  Lord  Leiceattr 
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t&king  on  himielf  the  Iiononn  of  the 
peerage;  but  if  the  second  araendmeni 
were  paued,  the  younger  ton  might  a»> 
sume  all  thoae  honours  to-morrotr.  He 
thought  that  the  amendment*  would 
lender  the  bill  inoperative,  and  he  there- 
fore oppoud  them. 

The  Mirqnesa  of  CltmrkaTde  said,  con- 
sidering what  had  come  before  the  Home 
in  the  evidence,  he  would  suggest  that  the 
wiseat  course  for  their  Lordships  to  adopti 
and  the  best  to  lustaia  the  dignity  of  ihe 
Home,  would  be  to  pasi  a  bill  of  attainder 
against  the  present  Marquess  of  Towns- 
bend,  which  would  compel  him  to  come 
to  the  bar  of  the  House,  and  slate  what 
the  circumstancei  were  under  which  the 
children  were  born. 

Lord  Brougham  begged  to  remind  his 
nohle  Friend  behind  him,  who  had  said, 
that  no  person  had  taLen  any  notice  of  the 
Marquess  of  Townshend'n  conduct,  that 
he  had  reprobated  the  conduct  of  Lord 
Townshend  as  most  unjustifiable,  and 
stated  that  it  was  a  fraud  upon  his  brother 
and  the  rest  of  his  heirs.  The  noble  Earl 
opposite  (the  Earl  of  Wicltlow)  had  laid 
down  the  law  that  there  was  no  difference 
between  stating  that  the  children  were 
illegitimate,  and  that  they  were  not  the 
children  of  the  Marquess  of  Townshend. 
He  (Lord  Brougham)  believed  that  that 
was  the  law  of  England;  but  would  the 
noble  Earl  undertake  to  say,  that  that  was 
the  law  of  Scotland?  If  the  mairtage  of 
the  Marquess  of  Townshend  was  void  ab 
mitioi  propter  impotentiam,  and  if  a  Scotch 
marriage  took  place  in  this  case,  as  he  be- 
lieved it  did,  then  the  children  would  not 
be  illegitimate,  but  the  children  of  Johu 
Hargetts.  The  law  of  the  two  countries 
was  so  different,  that  a  marriage  which 
the  Scotch  courts  held  to  be  perfectly  in- 
nocent, the  English  law  puuisbed  as  a 
felony.  The  objections  to  the  amend- 
ments only  amounted  to  this,  that  they  made 
the  bill  more  objectionable,  and  Btrength- 
ened  the  reasons  for  throwing  it  out  on  the 
third  reading.  He  continued  to  think  them 
necessary,  and  should  support  them. 

The  Eail  of  Devon  was  glad  to  see  the 
amendment  introduced,  but  that  did  not 
alter  bis  objection  to  the  whole  bill,  and 
he  would  oppose  it  on  the  third  reading. 

Amendments  agreed  to. 

Bill  went  through  committee.  Report 
was  ordered  to  be  received. 

House  lesumed,  and  their  Lordships  ad- 
jonined. 
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BtpuritiL—Bari,  la.,  NnigMioti,  ud  UhwHj  Hnbov  t 
Sovabi  Hid  Soiluid  Indontn  i  TBnpamog  Filmdly 
SodEtTiCMmiinDtiaUlity  RoDOnli  PMPferi  Balfimr^ 

3"-  and  poKd:  BinalDgham  tad  GloutfctCf  RiUinTt 
Tluma  Lutage  ind  BiUimee ;  ClKam  Rdlm;  i 
"  Thne-Mile    Hook    Ro  "      ~ 


'iminH  PuuHTiD.  Bjr  iii.  H.  3.  O-aaiidl,  ftnn 
JiewTf,  Emili,  nuoo,  fiil(yhl(>,  KiUurj,  nd  the 
IHoecH  of  Tuun,  i^IdB  Uh  Iliih  Foor-lnr.  —  By 
Coloud  CcdollT,  ttaa  '—■'""— '"',  ud  (Mba  pUea^ 
fin  iltailig  Uk  Onnd  Jiuj  C^  I^wi.— By  Mr.  C. 
VilUen,  tnm  WotmhuniMtm,  igiiBN  tbt  Tunpika 
Riadi  BiU^-By  Ki.  Fmud.  tnta  DubUnand  CiBk,  Sr 
InquiiT  Into  the  Trmtnmt  <d  Mi.  OmIIr,  sid  Mba 
PrinuTL— By  MtKi.  SAdnaOi,  Biu6dd.  Emt,  nd 
C.  Rouml.  Old,  Thonwty,  WtmKn,  M.  PhUtio,  hota 
Wonley,  Admiral  Dundn,  C<doad  Oon  I^ngtoD,  Sir  J. 
GuHt,  Cqitnln  Honed,  Ihe  Eul  of  Anindel,  Sli  R. 


.   ud  E 

^iiuttbeFlctorla  BlUi  and 
three  PlMO,  !□  fiFoui  of  1 
Cvtvilght.  ChriaCdphB,  and  i 


by  Lotd  Ncnr,  ftnn 
UlEj  and  Lord  Wcnley. 


HeKi.  C.  VlUlen,  Chrada.  and  M.  PhUl[ii,  and  Di. 
BoHiInc  from  a  number  of  plaoa  ttx  Uw  Total  and  Im- 
medistc  Repol  of  Ihe  Coro-lawt ;  and  by  Hi.  Yorke. 


— rrom  ChimlBr   of  Connnetce 

Tyne,  rOr  Rcpol  of  Duty  tjD  llu  i^joct  of  Ceid  to 

VanAga  Parta^-^rram  una  pU«e,  toz  Carrying   Into 

Frnm  BBe  place.  In  bnui  of  Hcallb  of  Towna  BUL 
—By  Mr.  &  Cnwfiadt  ftnn  Duofennline.  and  cartaln 

Individual!,  foi  UniTensl  SuRtaget  Hid  Aunial  Parte. 
niant>.--rTOm  ColeiBlne,  fin  the  Supintidoa  of  T*- 
(lancy.— Pnnn  Darlinglon,  igeinrt  Ihe  Truck  lynMiL— 
From  Kdghley  Union,  in  fkiouc  of  Uie  AllDtmetit  lyiton. 
—From  the  Clergy  of  NotTalk,  agabiit  the  Unkn  of  tbe 
Sea  of  St.  Asqih  uid  BangDT. — From  Macroney,  Kilwortb, 


cmptjng  Literary  and  sdentlSc  InitituUone  ftnn  tbe 
Paymentof  Ratei.— Prom  LlnKnck,  fix  iDprovliig  (he 
SbuiDon  NadgaUoD. — From  Bigg,  bit  Htpcal  of  Duty 


SciNDE.]  Mr.  Hoehuck  asked  if  Go- 
vernment were  prepared  to  lay  before  the 
House  any  information  or  extracts  con- 
nected with  the  late  transactions  in  Scinde. 

Mr.  Bingham  Baring  was  not  prepared 
to  afford  all  the  information  wished  for. 
It  was  reported  that  a  second  engagement 
had  taken  place,  and  they  had  no  reason 
to  doubt  hut  that  her  Majesty's  troops 
had  been  successful.  They  were  not  as 
yet,  however  in  full  possession  of  tbe  cir- 
cumstances, and  they  could  not,  therefore, 
lay  the  documents  connected  with  them  be- 
fore the  House.  As  soon,  however,  as  these 
transactions  should  have  been  completed, 
luch  ioformatioti  would  be  produced  at 
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would  enable  the  Home  to  form  in  accu- 
rate judgment  of  all  that  had  taken  place 
in  the  country  alluded  to. 

Mr.  Roebuck  wished  to  kooWy  whether 
he  was  to  understand  that  no  infomiation 
would  be  granted  ontil  all  the  transactions 
now  in  progresf  shottid  hate  been  com- 
pleted. 

Sir  R.  Peel  huA  no  objection  to  lay 
berorc  the  Houie  copi^<  of  all  treaties 
already  rortned  and  ratified.  At  the  very 
earliest  period  consistent  with  his  public 
duty,  the  House  would  be  put  id  po^eitsion 
of  full  information  upon  the  8ab|ect. 

Lord  John  Russell  said,  that  there  was 
a  report  that  certiiin  treaties  had  been 
concluded  with  the  Ameers  of  Scinde,  but 
that  after  they  were  ilnied  certain  other 
demands,  not  contained  in  these  treaties 
were  made  upon  our  part,  and  not  com- 
plied with  by  the  Aitoeers.  Ndw  the  mere 
production  of  these  treaties,  without  other 
docomenti,  would  not  show  whether  that 
repon  was  true  or  fals6,  and  if  it  were 
true,  whether  the  circumstance  to  which 
it  referred  had  been  the  cattle  of  the  war. 
If  there  were  any  papers  connected  with 
this  matter  in  the  possession  of  Govern- 
ment, he  thought  that  they  should  be 
produced ;  ana  he  did  not  see  how  their 
piofluction  could  interfere  with  any  mi- 
litary operations. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  had  no  objection  to  the 
production  of  signed  and  ratiRed  treaties; 
and  he  repeated  that,  on  the  earliest  op- 
portunity consistent  with  public  duty,  full 
information  would  be  given  to  the  House. 

Ctlllir.SK    AND    IllDIAV   TREASURES.] 

Mr.  Blewit  referred  to  the  question  which 
he  had  asked  the  other  nignt,  with  refer- 
ence to  a  certain  sum  of  money  said  to 
have  been  paid  by  the  authorities  of 
Niiigpo  for  tno  ransom  of  that  town.  He 
lieg^ed  to  ask  what  was  done  with  it,  and 
also  what  was  to  be  the  destination  of  the 
treasure  said  to  have  been  taken  at  Hy- 
derabad. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  said, 
that  the  hon.  Member  was  mistaken  in 
supposing  that  a  ransom  had  been  paid 
for  Ningpo.  Such  was  not  the  case. 
Upon  the  occupation  of  that  place  it  was 

Jiroposed  that  certain  imposts  should  be 
cvied  upon  the  merchants.  They  oflTered 
a  million  of  dollars  to  be  relieved  from 
that  impost,  but  that  amount  was  never 
paid,  and  so  there  was  an  end  to  the 
matter.    As  to  Hyderabad  f  He  had  made 


application  to  the  proper  quarts  Ibr  ob- 
taining inforination  upon  the  subject,  and 
the  answer  was,  that  no  information  had 
been  received  by  the  Goterament  a|>oii 
the  subject. 

Alleoeb  Excesses  or  the  Troops 
iir  IvDiA.]  Mr.  £.  Buller  referred  to 
the  reports  relative  to  the  excesses  said  to 
have  Deen  committed  by  our  troops  in 
Affghanistan.  He  wished  to  know  whether 
Government  had  received  any  information 
as  to  these  alleged  proceedings. 

Sir  //.  Htmimge  had  no  speciBc  in* 
formation  to  answer  the  charge.  He  had, 
however,  received  a  letter  from  the  Go- 
Ternor-general,  in  which  that  noble  Lord 
stated,  that  he  had  been  in  correspondence 
with  between  thirty  and  forty  intelligent 
gentlemen  in  the  military  and  civil  ser? icte 
in  India,  all  of  whom  stated  that  they  had 
never  heard  anything  of  the  excesses  said 
by  the  preu  of  this  country  to  have  beeh 
committed. 

Parliaxentart  Reform.]  Mr.  S, 
Crawford  rose,  pursuant  to  notice,  to  ask 
leave  to  introduce  to  the  House  a  *'  bill 
to  secure  the  full  representation  of  the 
people,  and  to  shorten  the  duration  of 
Parliament.*'  He  was  aware  of  the  diffical- 
ties  with  which  he  should  have  to  contend 
in  bringing  such  a  question  under  the  con- 
sideration of  the  House.  He  was  conscious 
of  the  opposition  which  would  be  offered 
to  his  motion.  The  great  basis  of  political 
liberty  was  the  right  construction  of  the 
suffrage,  and  the  right  mode  of  bringing 
the  power  of  the  suffrage  into  practied 
operation ;  that  Was  what  he  wanted  by 
the  bill  which  he  desired  permission  to 
introduce.  In  the  first  place,  he  would 
wish  to  draw  the  attention  of  the  House  to 
the  extent  and  regulation  of  the  suffrage, 
and  the  laws  of  election  in  the  ancient 
periods  of  the  constitution.  The  great 
extent  of  the  suffrage,  previous  to  the  Brst 
limiting  statute,  that  of  8th  of  Henry  6tfa, 
c.  7,  could  be  proved  by  a  reference  to 
that  act,  which,  whilst  it  endeavours  to 
cast  unjust  opprobrium  on  the  people,  is 
a  lasting  record  of  the  rights  which  they 
before  enjoyed.  The  preamble  states,  first, 
that  whereas  elections  of  the  knights  of 
the  shire,  have  been  made  by  very  great, 
excessive,  and  outrageous  numbers,  most 
part  of  people  of  small  snbstance  and  no 
value,  pretending  an  equal  voice  whh  the 
most  worthy  knights  and  esqairtii  the 
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pMamble  then  goel  on  to  state— what  ? 
not  that  ontrt^  had  been  committedi  but 
thst  rioti,  l>atterin,  and  divlaiotit  smong 
the  gentletaen  and  oiher  people  of  the 
tame  counties  shall  ver;r  likel;  riw  and 
be  :  and  for  this  reasob,  the  act  goes  on 
to  limit  the  franchise  to  those  possessed  of 
40s.  freehold*.  Thus  it  appears  that 
pievious  to  this  statnte,  the  great  bodjp  of 
the  people  did  attend,  and  Tote  at  elec- 
tions fbr  knight!  of  the  shire,  and  that 
thejr  were  disfranchised  on  an  imaginarj 
prospbctlre  case,  withoni  any  real  chaise 
having  been  made  or  substaDtiated  ;  bat 
it  was  not  necessary  lo  rest  this  case  on 
tbe  preamble  of  this  statute.  The  7tb  of 
Henrj  4th  enacts  : — 

"  That  elections  sbdil  take  place  in  full 
count;  court,  where  all  shall  attend,  as  wbll 
sailors  duly  suDunoned,  as  Others  bi  pleaO 

wblch  act  is  recited,  ahd  Turttiet  coilt 
firdied  b;  the  12tb  of  Hem7  4th,  and 
again  bj  an  act  of  the  €th  of  Henry  6th, 
and  we  hare  the  authority  of  Pryme,  who 
aays  that : — 

"By  common  right  ereiy  iubabilant  and 
comiDoaer  of  each  county,  had  a  voice  in  the 
eleciioQ  of  knights,  whether  ha  were  a  free- 
holder or  not."* 

Can  it  be  denied  in  the  face  of  these 
statutes  and  authorities,  that  in  those  times 
the  mass  of  the  people  had  the  right  of 
voting?  Can  the  opponents  of  this  posi- 
tion show  that  there  was  any  limiting 
statute,  dny  penalty  for  voting,  any  void- 
ing of  an  election  because  the  people 
voted  7  They  cannot  show  this;  they 
mitst  admit,  that  previous  lo  the  slatnte 
of^Henry  6th,  the  people  aid  enjoy  the 
right;  and  with  regard  to  boroughs,  we 
know  that  several  of  the  charters  gave  the 
raost  extended  sufirage,  even  to  every  man 
who  boiled  his  own  pot  upon  his  (ire  ;  and 
we  Gnd  in  early  days,  a  decision  nf  a 
committee,  asserting  that  the  election  of 
burgesses  in  all  boroughs  did  of  common 
right  belong  to  the  commoners.  In  the 
year  1623-4  a  most  eminent  commitiee  of 
the  House  of  Commons,  consisting  of  the 
greatest  lawyers  of  the  day,  was  appointed 
specially  to  lay  down  the  legal  rigbts  of 
voting.  They  decided  that  where  there 
was  no  certain  custom  or  prescription  or 
constant  usage  beyond  all  iriemory,  re- 
course should  be  had  to  "  common  right," 
which  for  this  purpose  was  held,  that  more 
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than  ^eehohlerg  odly  dught  tD  have  th« 
right  to  vote,  uatnely,  all  men  iohabi'ahts, 
hoosebolders  resident  within  the  bordugb^ 
This  ttia  the  coibiribu  leit  right ;  dhd  it  ii 
farther  conHrmed  by  the  acU  of  tHe  iSiH 
and  S4th  of  Edwatd  Isl.,  which  aMert  the 
[Principle,  that  Do  taxes  iball  be  iitiptMed 
without  the  consent  of  all  the  freeiUen  i>f 
the  land,  and  also  th«  petftktti  (ff  right  tit 
the  same  effect  In  tbe  telgti  of  Charles  IM: 
Sir  T.  Smith,  an  eminent  authority,  aafs, 

"  Every  English  mail  is  intended  to  oe  pre- 
sent In  Parliament,  either  in  person  '6t  bv 
procuration  and  MoTtKj;  of  what  pte-en)l- 
Dence.  Stale,  dignity,  or  quality  soever  he  bei 
frooi  tbe  prince  to  the  lowest  psrsiM  of  Eng- 
land, and  ibe  consent  of  Parliament  is  taken  to 
be  every  mao't  consent." 

Slich  was  the  orl^nal  practice  and 
theory  bf  tlifc  conatitnttoH.  BlackstAHGi 
in  book  1,  cfaap.  2,  states  tbe  theory  of 
the  conititntion  as  follows : — 

"the  construction  of  Parliaments  as  cdh- 
sisling  of  the  King  and  three  estates,  vli.,  the 
Lords  Spiritual  and  Lords  Temporal,  who  sit 
in  one  House,  and  the  ComoHins  who  sit  by 
themselves  in  the  other.  Tha  Kin^  and  Die 
three  estates  form  the  great  body  politic  of  the 

He  sUies  the  object  of  this  cdastmcliod 
in  the  following  terms, 

"  And  herein  indeed  consists  the  true  eiceU 
lence  of  ihe  English  Government)  that  alt  thb 
parts  of  it  form  a  mutual  check  upon  each 
other.  .  .  .  Like  three  distinct  powets 
in  mechanics,  they  check  and  counter-theck 
each  other,  impelling  the  whole  in  a  direction 
diflerect  from  what  each  would  have   taken 

B'  irately,  but  forming  out  of  all  a  diieclion 
ch  conjtitutes  the  true  line  of  the  liberty 
and  happiness  of  the  cbmmunily." 
Again,  be  aays,  vol.  1 ,  page  158, 
"  A  law  to  bind  all  must  be  assented  to  by 
all." 

H  thik  be  a  trtte  detctiptltm  of  Ihe  con- 
tttlutidti,  as  laid  doird  by  Blackstotie, 
that  constrtntton  does  not  tlow  etiit.  Ii 
there  any  HoQse  of  Coratnons  notv  in  et. 
istence  which  anslren  the  description 
given  by  filaekstone  or  by  tbe  Other  autho- 
rities qootM  I  Are  we  so<:h  a  Honse  df 
Goftinions?  Are  we  tbe  representatives  of 
the  Comunns  of  England  ?  Who  are  tha 
CotninffM  of  BbgUnd?  At6  tbey  not  the 
whole  peo]:4e  ?  Are  the  votliM  as  Bit* 
limited  by  law  entitled  to  the  name  of  the 
Coraraoos  of  England  ?  If  tbe  average  Of 
voters  be  catbpsred  with  the  average  of 
pppMitlfD  In  riM  oniMd  bngdbilt,  tb« 
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TOlert  are  not  in  t  Itrger  proportioii  than 
as  one  person  to  every  nine  families*  A 
petition  had  been  sent  to  him  for  presen- 
tation from  Clipping  Hamden,  in  Gloces- 
tersbire,  addressed  to  "  the  represents- 
tires  of  the  electors" — instead  of  the  usual 
term  "  House  of  Commons" — but  even  if 
the  voters  were  entitled  to  be  called  ihe  Com- 
mons of  England,  are  we  entitled  to  call 
ourselves  the  true  representatives  even  of 
the  electors?  Are  there  not  records  on 
the  journals  and  debates  of  your  House 
which  would  indicate  that  a  great  portion 
of  this  House  is  returned  by  other  means 
than  the  voice  of  the  electors  ?  You  have 
made  a  record  against  yourselves  by  yoar 
Tote  of  last  Session  on  the  motion  of  the 
bon.  Member  for  Finsbory,  on  the  occa. 
sion  of  the  compromise  committee.  That 
hon.  Member  proposed  that  the  Members 
serving  on  that  committee  should  take  a 
test  that  they  had  not  paid  or  agreed  to 
pay  money  contrary  to  the  law  for  the 
purpose  of  obtaining  a  return.  It  was 
alleged  that  the  forcing  such  a  lest  would 
upset  the  committee,  and  you  negatived 
the  proposition  by  a  majority  of  160  to 
19.  Under  all  these  circumstances,  are 
you  entitled  to  assume  the  position  of  the 
House  of  the  Commons  of  England  ?  and 
if  this  be  not  the  House  of  the  Commons 
of  England,  what  is  the  consequence? 
The  consequence  is,  that  your  boasted 
constitution  is  defunct.  That  you  are  not 
the  House  of  Commons  is  the  feeling 
which  prevails  among  large  bodies  of  the 
people.  The  object  of  the  bill  now  pre- 
sented is  to  remove  that  stigma  from  the 
character  of  this  House — to  restore  the 
Commons'  House  to  its  full  integrity,  as 
one  estate  of  the  constitution— as  one  of 
the  mechanic  powers  described  by  Black- 
stone— and  thus  to  restore  that  balance  of 
conflicting  powers  which  he  states  to  be 
necessary  to  insure  the  liberty  and  happi- 
ness of  the  community.  At  present  the 
machine  of  the  state  is  drawn  by  one 

Kwcr  alone— that  which  is  represented 
the  House  of  Lords,  namely,  an  oligar- 
chy of  the  landed  and  monied  aristocracy. 
To  this  power  the  Crown  is  compelled  to 
submit— by  this  power  the  voice  of  the 
people  is  cancelled ;  and  the  constitution, 
although  still  holding  the  name  of  a  free 
Government,  has  become  practically  the 
worst  of  all  Governments — the  Govern- 
ment of  a  self-interested  oligarchy.  This 
evil  can  only  be  repaired  by  going  back 
to  original  priociplesi  and  by  rastoriog 


the  people  to  their  full  rights,  thro«|h  iht 
medium  of  an  extended  sotfirage--  righta 
enjoyed  by  the  common  law  of  EogUnd, 
again  and  again  asserted  in  all  the  noble 
struggles  made  by  Britons.  Hot  the  righla 
of  the  people  have  been  swamped  b  other 
modes  besides  the  limitation  of  the  fras- 
chise;  Parliaments  have  been  micoosli- 
iutionally  lengthened,  through  the  memat 
of  powers  assumed  by  the  representativet 
to  prolong  their  own  existence,  without  ma 
appeal  to  those  who  had  elected  then. 
Our  ancestors  considered  short  Parlia- 
ments the  great  bulwark  of  the  rights  of 
freemen.  It  appeara,  from  a  reference  to 
the  earliest  authorities,  that  the  practice  of 
prorogations  is  comparatively  new,  and 
that  originally  Parliaments  weresoamooed 
for  a  particular  purpose,  and  dissolved 
after  that  purpose  was  answered ;  the  saow 
Parliament  did  not  sit  a  second  SeasMMU 
At  that  time  Parliaments  were  held  at  dif* 
ferent  places,  according  as  they  were  soa- 
moned,  and  could  not  sit  except  at  that 
particular  place;  but  the  encroachment 
of  the  prorogation  system  put  an  end  to 
the  frequent  election  of  Parliaments,  and 
made  the  inroad  of  which  the  people 
now  complained.  That  these  were  the 
former  principles  and  practice  of  the  con- 
stitution can  be  proved  by  varioos  statutes 
and  records.  The  statute  of  the  34lh 
Edward  3rd,  c.  14,  provides  that  a  Parlia- 
ment shall  be  called  every  year,  or  more 
often  if  necessary ;  the  36th  of  Edward 
3rd,  repeats  the  same  enactment;  and  we 
find,  by  a  reference  to  the  practice,  that 
by  this  was  intended  the  calling  of  a  new 
Parliament — not  a  prorogued  one;  be- 
cause it  appears  from  a  catalogue  of 
original  writs  recorded  by  Pryme  as  found 
in  the  Tower  of  London,  that  there  were 
writs  for  new  elections  in  every  year  of 
the  reign  of  Edward  3rd,  between  hb 
34th,  when  the  first  act  insisting  on  an- 
nual Parliaments  was  passed,  and  his  50th 
year,  with  the  exception  of  three  years, 
in  two  of  which  we  know  from  other 
sources  that  Parliaments  were  called ;  and 
also  writs  were  in  existence  for  new  elec- 
tions in  each  of  the  five  eighteen  years  of  the 
next  reien.  Such  were  the  law  and  prac- 
tice of  these  times,  and  up  to  the  reign  of 
Henry  8th,  the  Commons  served  only  for 
the  Session,  with  the  exception  of  three 
or  four  Parliaments;  but  it  was  after- 
wards relaxed,  and  the  statute  of  the  i6th 
of  Charies  2nd  makes  the  first  inroad 
upon  the  right  of  annual  Pariiaawals  Ibil 
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The  lait  aalhority  he  would  quote  on 
this  subject  was  not  the  least.  It  was  the 
tecoided  declaration  of  the  noble  Alfred — 


was  made  by  any  suiute  Uw.  Itdoesnot 
formally  repeal  the  acts  of  Edward,  but  it 
provides  that  the  intermissioD  of  ParUa- 
ments  shall  not  be  longer  than  three  years, 
and  then  (he  statute  of  the  6th  of  William 
and  Maty,  c.  2,  gives  a  legal  sanction  to 
the  prorogation  sysiem,  by  enacting  ihat 
no  Parliament  shall  ha*e  longer  con- 
tinuance than  three  years ;  and  lastly, 
the  Parliament  which  passed  the  statute 
of  the  2nd  of  George  1st  made  ihe  climax 
on  tbe&e  encroachments  by  prolonging  its 
own  existence  for  seven  years,  and  by  en- 
acting that  future  Parliaments  rauy  exist 
for  8e»en  years.  That  these  were  viola- 
tions of  ihe  constitution,  if  any  doubt 
exists,  is  proved  by  an  aulborily  which 
this  House  can  hardly  reject — it  is  proved 
from  a  quarter  not  too  prone  to  assert  the 
rights  of  the  people,  it  is  proved  by  the 
protests  of  the  Houieof  Lords.  When  ihe 
Triennial  Act  was  passed  a  protest  against 
it  was  signed  in  the  Lords,  on  the  groands — 
"  Because  it  tended  to  a  continaance  of  this 

ErescDt  ParlUmenl  longer  than,  as  we  appre- 
end,  is  agreeable  to  the  constitution  oF  Eng- 

Now  let  it  be  remarked  that  this  allega- 
tion was  made  even  against  the  triennial 
duration  to  which  many  hou.  Members 
would  now  desire  to  recur;  but  afterwards, 
when  the  Septennial  Act  was  passed,  a 
most  remarkable  protest  —  e  docnmeDt 
most  honourable  by  its  noble  principles  of 
liberty — was  entered  against  it,  signed  by 
no  fewer  than  thirly-one  Peers.  This 
document  records  the  right  of  the  people 
to  frequent  and  new  Parliaments — 

"  As  ihe  fundamental  constitution  of  this 
kingdom.  That  representatives  who  continue 
ihemaelves  by  their  own  power  are  not  the 
representaiives  of  the  people.  That  foreign 
powers  have  never  objected  (as  alleged  in  the 
act)  to  make  treaties  with  V9,  on  the  grounds 
of  our  relations  being  uncertain  in  conse- 
quence of  short  Parliaments ;  ibey  say,  on  the 
contrary,  that  it  cannot  be  expected  that  any 
prince  or  stale  can  rely  upon  a  people  to  de- 
iend  their  liberties  or  interests  who  shall  be 
thought  to  have  given  up  so  great  a  part  of 
their  own.  That  by  making  the  seat  an  ab- 
ject of  greater  value  it  will  tend  to  increase 
expenses  and  corruption.  Thai  it  will  be  a 
greater  object  to  a  Ministry  wishing  to  main- 
tain itself  against  the  people  to  purchase  Ihe 
members  when  they  have  so  long  a  term  of 
their  trust ;  and  that  they  will  have  a  greater 
opportunity  of  exerting  corrupt  influence  over 
these  members  by  means  of  that  prolongation  ; 
and  that  therefore  the  ancient  and  primitive 
coDsiitutioD  of  frequent  and  short  Parliaments 
should  be  adhered  to." 


"It  is  just  that  the  English  people  should 
ever  remain  as  free  as  their  own  thoughts ;" 
'  and  in  an  assembly  of  Parliament  he  enacted 
this  for  a  perpetual  custom,'  that  a  Parlia- 
ment should  be  called  together  twice  every 
year,  or  oftener,  in  times  of  peace,  to  keep  the 
people  of  God  from  sin,  aud  Ihat  lliey  might 
live  in  peace,  and  receive  right  by  certain 
usages  and  holy  customs." 

Such  were  the  ancient  principles  of  our 
constitution  with  regard  to  the  duratitm 
of  Parliaments.  Another  mode  was  taken 
to  subvert  the  rights  of  the  people,  in 
demand  of  qualifications  for  Membera 
of  Parliament.  It  cannot  be  shown 
that  in  the  early  periudi  qualificatioas 
were  required.  The  first  act,  so  far  as  he 
could  find,  was  the  23rd  of  Henry  6tb, 
c.  13,  which  provided — 

"  Thai  those  chosen  should  be  esquires  of 
Ihe  county  able  to  be  knights,  and  no  man 
to  be  such  knight  as  standeth  under  the  rank 
of  yeoman." 

Coke  on  Littleton  sayi— 

"  No  manner  of  properly  qualification  was 
required  of  citizens  and  burgesses." 

So  this  remained  till  the  9th  of  Anne, 
when  the  qualifications  which  existed  pre- 
vioua  to  the  alterations  made  by  a  lata 
act  were  provided.  No  qualification! 
were  required  for  Members  of  the  Irish 
Parliament.  None  is  required  for  Scotch 
Members,  for  Members  of  the  Unireraities 
of  Oxford,  Cambridge,  or  Dublin,  or  for 
the  eldest  sons  and  heirs- apparent  of  Peers 
or  of  commoners  qualified  to  serve  u 
knights  of  the  abire.  Why  then  should 
these  anomalies  remain  i  Is  it  found  that 
any  practical  advantage  has  been  derived 
from  the  qualifications  which  exist ;  and 
if  there  be  not  such  practical  advantage 
why  keep  up  such  lawsT  why  limit  the 
people's  choice?  why  not  recur  to  the 
ancient  principle  of  the  constitution?  And 
in  connection  with  this  part  of  the  sub- 
ject, we  find  another  practice  undoubtedly 
existing,  that  of  the  payment  of  Members. 
All  attempts  at  a  free  representation  of 
the  people  must  be  nugatory  without  the 
adoption  of  this  system.  If  the  repre- 
sentative be  called  on  in  any  shape  or 
form  for  the  gratuitous  expenditure  of  his 
income,  the  choice  of  Ihe  electors  must  be 
thereby  limited  to  a  class  of  persons. who 
by  iheir  large  possessions  are  able  to  spend 
this  money,  and  the  foundation  is  thus 
hud  for  every  species  at  -comptioa  ud 
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vofaithful  tamca.  The  ptyment  of  a 
knight  of  the  thire  wttand  is  by  the  com* 
moD  law  4i.  per  day,  and  for  a  bargees, 
2f .  The  act  of  the  23rd  Heory  6tb,  c. 
10,  directs  the  mode  of  levyiog  the  wages 
by  assessmeot  of  the  sheriflTfrom  the  several 
hundreds  Id  each  county;  and  the  12th 
of  Richard  2nd,  c.  12,  further  confirms 
this  by  making  the  lands  purchssed  by 
Peers  liable  to  the  assessment  as  before 
they  were  purchased.  These  acts  are  still 
unrepealed.  Thus  it  appears  the  ancient 
principle  and  practice  of  the  constitution 
were — extendi  suffrage,  annual  Parlia- 
ments, no  money  qualifications,  and  pay- 
ment of  Members.  He  proposed  to  recur 
to  these  principles — and  to  these  it 
seemed  to  be  necessary  to  add  the  pro- 
tection of  vote  by  ballot.  If  the  voter 
could  be  induced  to  perform  the  fearless 
duty  of  voting  openly,  without  fear  or 
favour,  he  would  not  deny  that  open 
voting  would  be  preferable ;  but  ander 
existing  circumstances  this  seemed  impos- 
sible. As  the  question  of  the  ballot  had 
been  so  often  debated,  it  was  not  expe- 
dient to  take  up  the  time  of  the  House 
on  this  occasion  with  a  repetition  of  the 
arguments.  It  also  seemed  necessary,  in 
order  to  effect  a  fair  representation  of  the 
people,  to  make  a  new  arrangement  of 
the  electoral  districts^  and  thus  to  remedy 
the  strange  anomalies  which  now  exist, 
and  under  whioh  nothing  approaching  to 
a  fair  representation  could  be  obtained. 
To  attain  these  objects,  and  by  these 
means  to  aeonre  a  full  and  free  represen- 
tation of  the  people,  he  was  desirous  to 
obtain  the  leave  of  the  House  Co  submit  a 
bill  to  their  consideration.  In  contending, 
however,  for  these  rights  of  the  people, 
he  admitted  that  every  right  existed  only 
in  subservience  to  the  general  interests  of 
society  at  large.  Those  were  his  opinions, 
and  he  wished  fairly  and  freely  to  enter 
with  the  House  into  the  discussion  of 
them  I  and  the  (question  whioh  he  desired 
to  discuss  was  this.-'whether  the  property 
qualification  should  be  continued,  or  the 
right  of  suffrage  extended  to  the  whole 
mass  of  tlie  community?  He  wished 
that  an  opportunity  should  be  given  Co  the 
people  at  large  to  state  what  was  the 
amount  of  electoral  privileges  they  re- 
quired; and  a  similar  opportunity  given 
to  the  liOgislature  to  come  to  a  decision 
as  to  how  much  they  would  concede.  He 
would  put  it  to  hon.  Members  to  say,  was 
it  '  that  one  class  of  the  community 
vid  sa J  10  Ibe  lesl,  <'  We  bold  the 


elective  franchise  m  oor  handa,  aad  ywi 
shall  have  nothing  to  do  with  itf  He 
knew  it  had  often  been  sakl,  thai  the  peo- 
ple were  poor  and  ignorant.  Many  of 
them  might  be  but  liule  acquaintad  with 
I  the  science  of  politics,  but  sorely  it  mm 
I  not  neoesaary  to  decide  upon  Bsatiefa  of 
I  state  in  order  to  exercise  the  electiee 
:  franchise.  The  poor  might  be  as  good 
;  judges  as  any  portion  of  the  commnnitj 
'  as  to  whether  a  candidate  was  a  roan 
I  likely  or  unlikely  to  betray  their  inteietie 
;  —whether,  in  short,  he  was  a  man  of  fiur 
and  unimpeached  character.  To  the  poor 
a  representative  was  especially  essential, 
becanse  the  poor  man  wanted  protection 
much  more  than  did  thoee  who  belonged 
to  the  middle  classes.  Then  the  upper 
orders  should  recollect  that  they  were 
themselves  the  sonrcee  of  those  bribes 
which  the  poor  electors  were  said  to  ie« 
ceive;  let  them  abstain  in  fntnre  firosa 
setting  that  evil  example,  and  there  wowld 
then  be  no  risk  in  letting  the  poor  enjoy 
the  benefit  of  the  franchise.  The  prin- 
ciples for  which  he  contended  were  the 
ancient  principles  of  the  constitution,  and 
such  as  bad  been  advocated  by  Reformers 
in  all  ages.  Sixty  years  ago  the  Duke  of 
Richmond  took  a  leading  part  in  the  ad* 
vocacy  of  reform,  and  it  was  hie  opinkm 
that  annual  elections  were  indispensable 
to  the  effective  exercise  of  the  fnachise. 
Those  were  the  opinions  of  the  Dnbe  of 
Richmond;  but  ne  (Mr,  S.  Crawford) 
begged  the  Rouse  to  understand  that  ho 
was  willing  to  go  into  the  question  with 
them  calmly  and  dispauionately  ;  he  waa 
not  for  revolution,  but  for  reform,  and  he 
was  perfectly  ready  to  submit  his  proposi- 
tion to  the  House  in  the  form  of  a  bill,  if 
they  would  permit  him.  The  public  mind 
was  in  a  more  agitated  stet*  now  than  it 
had  ever  before  been — it  was  in  a  state 
which  might  lead  to  convulsion  and  all 
he  wanted  the  Honse  to  do  was  to  take 
measures  to  save  the  ooontrj  from  scenee 
of  violence  and  bloodshed.  The  boo. 
Member  concluded  by  moting  for  leave  to 
bring  in  a  bill  to  secure  the  full  represen- 
tation of  the  people  and  to  shorten  the 
duration  of  Parliaments. 

Mr.  W.  WiOkam  seconded  the  motkM. 
He  thonght  that,  from  tho  manner  in 
which  his  hon.  Friend  had  sobrnKted  his 
proposition  to  the  Hodte,  no  hon.  Member 
who  felt  the  necessity  of  amending  the 
present  system  of  representation  could 
object  to  record  hie  fote  for  it.  He 
would   vote    for  the  nsoMS.    bol  l» 
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•hould  not  consider  himself  bound  to 
all  the  details  of  the  bill.  He  coo- 
tended  that  the  strongest  argument  in 
favour  of  a  reform  was  to  be  found  in  the 
events  of  the  few  last  years.  When  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  London  intro- 
duced  the  Reform  Bill,  he  said  that  the 
measure  would  enable  the  voice  of  the 
people  to  be  heard  in  Parliament — that 
the  Members  who  would  be  returned  to 
the  House  of  Commons,  under  its  enact- 
mentSy  would  be  the  real  representatives 
of  the  people,  and  that  the  result  would 
be  to  secure  good  and  cheap  Government 
for  the  nation.  Had  the  noble  Lord's 
promise  been  fulfilled  ?  Quite  the  reverse. 
That  measure  was  a  complete  failure.  It 
was  a  curious  circumstance  that  the  lead- 
ing Members  of  the  present  Government 
were  also  the  leading  Members  of  the 
Government  which  existed  immediately 
previous  to  the  introduction  of  the  Reform 
Bill.  Before  the  last  general  election, 
which  placed  the  present  Ministers  in 
office  they  declared  that  they  would  con- 
duct the  Government  on  the  principles 
which  they  professed  before  the  passing 
of  the  Reform  Act,  and  they  had  kept 
iheir  word.  The  bribery  which  took  place 
at  the  last  election  was  equal  to  any  that 
was  practised  under  the  old  system ;  the 
electors  were  bought  and  sold,  as  used 
to  be  said  formerly,  *<  like  cattle  in  Smith* 
field  market/'  This  was  clearly  proved 
by  the  committee  obtained  by  the  Member 
for  Bath,  and  is  notorious  to  all.  Then,  as 
to  cheap  Government,  which  had  been 
promised  as  the  result  of  the  Reform 
Bill ;  be  would  remind  hon.  Members,  they 
were  now  in  the  38th  year  of  peace,  and 
yet  they  were  augmenting  the  national 
debt,  whilst  the  amount  of  taxation  could 
scarcely  be  borne.  Within  the  last  three 
years  the  taxes  had  increased  8,000,000/., 
and  within  eight  years  42,000,000/.  had 
been  added  to  the  permanent  debt*  Be. 
fore  the  French  war,  in  1792,  the  army 
did  not  exceed  36,000  men,  the  taxes 
were  under  19,000,000/.,  and  the  public 
establishments  limited  to  the  wants  of 
the  country.  He  could  not  say  that 
at  present.  In  fact,  since  the  Reform 
Bill  we  had  had  a  dearer  Government 
than  any  one  which  had  existed  under  the 
boroughmongering  Parliaments.  This  year 
the  army  was  120,000  men,  and  the  taxes 
expected  to  produce  55,000,000/.,  which  is 
a  larger  amount  than  the  taxes  of  any  year 
during  the  last  war,  taking  into  considera- 
tion the  depreciated  valise  of  money  ikaa 


as  compared  with  the  present*  The  noble 
Lord  (Lord  J.  Russell)  who  was  now  the 
advocate  of  the  finality  of  the  Reform  Bill, 
when  that  measure  was  before  this  House 
said,  *'  I  propose  that  the  people  should 
send  to  this  House  real  representatives,  to 
deliberate  on  their  wants  and  consult  on 
their  interests,  to  consider  their  griev- 
ances and  attend  to  their  desires/'  But  he 
denied  that  the  Reform  Bill  had  accom- 
plished these  objects.  This  House  did 
not  really  represent  the  people.  He  knew 
not  an  instance  in  which  the  wants,  wishes, 
and  desires  of  the  people  had  been  at- 
tended to ;  on  the  contrary,  he  believed 
the  acts  of  this  House  were  generally  in 
direct  opposition  to  their  wants,  wishes, 
and  desires.  The  noble  Lord  had  also 
boasted  of  the  immense  power  the  House 
possessed  by  its  hold  of  the  purse-strings 
of  the  nation.  He  had  had  the  honour  of 
a  seat  in  the  House  ever  since  the  passing 
of  the  Reform  Bill,  with  the  exception  of 
two  years,  and  he  had  never  seen  thirty 
Members  who  opposed  any  expenditure 
that  was  proposed,  however  profligate  it 
might  be.  Why,  under  the  boasted  Re- 
form Bill,  there  were  at  present  Ave  bo- 
roughs returning  ten  members  to  that 
House,  the  constituency  of  the  whole 
being  only  1,088 ;  there  were  thirty-seven 
boroughs  returning  sixty^one  Membeii, 
the  constituency  of  the  whole  being  lesa 
than  that  of  Manchester ;  one  fifth  of  the 
whole  House  was  elected  by  towns  which 
had  an  aggregate  ooBStitnency  little  more 
numerous  than  that  of  the  West  Riding  of 
Yorkshire;  and  there  were  many  other 
glaring  defects  in  the  representation, 
which,  in  order  to  save  the  country  from  a 
state  of  things  which  would  destroy  that 
protection  to  life  and  property  which  all 
should  enjoy*  he  should  wish  to  see 
amended.  He  trusted  that  the  noble 
Lord,  the  Member  for  the  city  of  London 
would  abandon  his  finality  doctrines, 
and  then  he  might  again  become  the 
leader  of  the  Reform  party  in  that  House. 
He  would  give  his  vote  in  favour  of  the 
motion,  although  he  did  not  agree  in  all 
the  principles  the  hon.  Mover  advocated. 

Mr.  Curteis  was  not  prepared  to  carry 
the  franchise  to  such  an  extent  as  the  hon. 
Member  advocated  in  the  present  state  of 
the  people ;  but  he  had  seen  so  moch  cor. 
ruption,  and  so  much  intimidation,  that 
he  had  beoome  a  convert  to  the  ballot. 
He  was  also  in  favour  of  shortening  the 
duration  of  Parliaments,  although  on  th^U 
poim  ke  tbofsght  the  people  hadftot  Macb 
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reuon  to  complain.  He  wu  asked  one 
day  whether  he  would  vote  in  favour  of 
triennial  Parliaments,  and  be  said,  "  Yes, 
with  pleasure,  for  it  would  save  me  much 
trouble  and  expense,  for  1  have  had  nve 
elections  during  seven  years  ."^ 

Mr.  fielden  was  understood  to  depre- 
cate inattention    to    the  prayers  of  the 
people  on  these  and  other  subjects,  consi- 
dered by  them  as  important  to  their  wel- 
fare. The  character  of  the  measures  which 
emanated  from  the  Legislature  as  at  pre- 
sent constituted,  was  not  likely  to  recom. 
mend  it  to  the  people.     He  alluded  parti- 
cularly  to  Ireland,  emphatically  condemn- 
ed  the  injudicious  imposition  of  a  poor 
law  on  that  country  akin  to  that  which 
had  caused  so  much  dissatisfaction  in  this 
country.    The  operation  of  that  law  was 
most  distressing,  and  tended  to  excite  the 
utmost  hostility  on  the  part  of  the  people. 
As  to  this  country,  the  distressed  position 
of  the  manufacturing  population,  and  the 
apathy  with  which  their  distress  was  re- 
garded by  a  Legislature  which  had  voted 
20,000,000/.  for  the  sake  of  slave  owners' 
*'  compensation,"  was  to  say  the  worst  of 
it  most  unfortunate.    The  poor-law  had 
been  worthily  followed  up  by  the  introduc- 
tion of  a  most  unnecessary  and  unconsti- 
tutional police  force;   when  the  people 
asked  for  bread  they  had   been  given  a 
stone,  and  a  serpent  was  offered  for  a  6sh. 
A  similarly   unconstitutional   spirit    had 
marked  the  attempts  to  supersede  insidi- 
ously the  trial  by  jury  by  the  "Juvenile 
Offenders    Bill.       The    people    seemed 
always  doomed  to  suffer  from  the  Legisla- 
ture, which  was  generally  injudicious,  even 
when  well  meaning.    Then  great  contests 
had  arisen  upon  the  question  of  the  Corn- 
laws,  which  affected  class  interests  much 
more  than  the  welfare  of  the  poor ;  for  he 
believed  there  was  amply  sufficient  soil  in 
this  country  to  grow  corn  for  the  supply 
of  all  her  population ;  and,  for  his  part, 
he  had  rather  our  people  were  fed  with 
corn  grown  at  home  and  the  result  of 
home  labour.    There   were  many  waste 
lands  in  this  country  which  ought  to  be 
cultivated,  but  that  was  a  subject  which 
had  been  neglected  by  the  Legislature. 
There  were  many  other  and  far  deeper 
evils  in  the  existing  state  of  society,  which 
required  the  remedy  of  really   impartial 
and  disinterested  liCgislation — a  remedy 
not  to  be  expected  till    Parliament  was 
more  opened  to  the  influence  of  the  work- 
ii     classes. 

•   Ward  considered  the  proposition 


DOW  before  the  House  at  a  pncticil  ooi^ 
and  although  he  might  not  agree  with  hit 
hon*  Friend  the  Member  for  Rochdale, 
that  the  franchise  should  be  extended  to 
every  person  of  sane  mind  and  twenty-oae 
years  of  age,  yet  as  his  hon.  Frieod  had 
justly  sakl  in  committee,  they  would  be 
able  to  discuss  the  point  how  far  m  full 
representation  could  be  made  compatible 
with  the  publk  welfare.  On  the  subject 
of  the  ballot  he  was  quite  agreed  with  hit 
hon.  Friend,  and  their  views  had  been 
supported  in  that  House  by  minoritiet 
numbering  more  than  200.  For  shorten- 
ing Parliaments,  also,  large  minorities  had 
expressed  themselves.  As  to  property 
qualification,  there  was  none  in  Scotland ; 
but  he  was  yet  to  be  informed  that  tht 
want  of  qualification  operated  at  all  dis- 
advantageously  to  Scottish  members.  To 
the  working  class  the  question  now  beibre 
the  House  was  all  in  all.  Whatever  men- 
tal  power  a  man  of  that  class  might  have, 
to  throw  a  new  light  on  the  subject  die. 
cussed  in  Parliament,  the  property  quali* 
fication  made  it  impossible  for  such  a  mao 
to  enter  the  House ;  yet  he  believed  that 
the  House  would  derive  great  benefit  from 
some  infusion  into  their  debates  of  the 
views  and  sentiments  of  the  workiof  dasa. 
Agreeing,  therefore,  on  so  many  pointa 
with  his  hon.  Friend,  he  held  it  to  be  Ua 
bounden  duty  to  vote  for  the  propoiitioo. 
The  House  ought  not  to  disguise  firom  it- 
self the  extent  to  which  the  opinion  was 
spreading  among  the  people  that  this 
House  did  not  represent  the  feelings  of 
the  people.  When  he  first  went  to  Shef- 
field the  franchise  question  excited  no  in- 
terest. There  were  people  indeed  who 
thought  the  Reform  bill  ought  to  have 
fixed  a  lower  franchise,  but  among  the 
constituency  there  was  no  general  feeling 
in  favour  of  a  further  extension;  and 
when  he  had  himself  expressed  an  opinioa 
to  that  effect,  he  found  that  he  was  going 
beyond  the  opinions  of  his  coostituenta. 
A  great  change  had  since  taken  place. 
He  had  received  within  a  few  days  letters, 
bearing  800  signatures,  praying  him  to 
support  the  motion  of  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Rochdale  to  its  fullest 
extent.  Much  of  this  feeling  in  favour  of 
a  further  extension  of  the  suffrage  had  no 
doubt  arisen  from  the  course  taken  by  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  London,  who, 
it  was  long  expected,  would  have  shown  a 
greater  desire  to  carry  out  the  principles 
of  the  Reform  Bill.  With  respect  to  the 
violent  opinions  laid  lo  the  chwgB  agaiaat 
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the  working  classes,  he  felt  bound  to  say 
that  the  most  dangerous  opinions  of  the 
Chartists— those  on  the  subject  of  machi- 
nery, for  instance — had  been  quite  as 
strongly  expressed  within  the  walls  of  that 
House.  He  believed  that  Parliament 
might  with  perfect  safety  reconsider  the 
representation  of  the  country ;  and  he  be- 
lieved that  the  franchise  might,  with  per- 
fect safety,  be  thrown  open  to  a  large  pro- 
portion of  the  working  classes. 

General  Johnson  said  it  appeared  the 
argument  was  to  be  all  on  one  side,  but 
he  could  assure  them  that  the  feeling  ex- 
cited on  this  question  out  of  the  House 
was  very  different  from  that  manifested 
within  its  walls;  and  he  believed  the 
House  acted  most  unwisely  in  not  taking 
a  mure  serious  view  of  this  matter.  The 
Reform  Bill  had  given  the  people  a  worse 
House  of  Commons  than  they  had  before 
the  passing  of  that  bill.  The  present 
House  paid  much  less  attention  to  the 
wishes  of  the  people  than  did  the  unre- 
formed  House.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Coventry  had  noticed  the  great  increase 
of  taxation,  but  he  had  adverted  to  the 
great  reduction  in  the  price  of  all  commo- 
dities which  had  also  taken  place.  While 
the  amount  of  taxation  had  increased,  the 
value  of  all  produce  which  enabled  the 
people  to  pay  taxes,  had  fallen  one»third, 
or  in  some  cases  a  half.  That  made  the 
present  taxation  unbearable.  Some  years 
ago,  a  petition  praying  for  much  the  same 
thing  as  was  now  contemplated,  and 
bearing  upwards  of  a  million  of  signatures, 
was  presented  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Birmingham.  Did  they  suppose  the  people 
were  satisfied  with  the  rejection  of  their 
petitions?  He  was  as  fully  convinced  as 
of  his  own  existence,  that  sooner  or  later 
the  House  must  come  to  all  the  points  of 
the  bill  now  proposed;  the  people  were 
determined  to  have  these  changes  made  ; 
they  were  suffering  the  greatest  distress, 
and  they  saw  that  that  House  had  done 
nothing  to  relieve  them.  All  that  was  now 
asked  was  for  leave  to  bring  in  a  bill  to 
secure  the  full  representation  of  the  people. 
Objection  had  been  taken  to  the  word 
'*  full" — but  had  not  the  people  a  right  to 
be  fully  represented?  and  were  they  so 
represented?  That  was  the  whole  ques- 
tion. Entertaining  the  opinions  which 
he  did  he  should  cordially  support  the 
motion. 

Mr.  Ross  said,  that  he  was  in  the  ma- 
nufacturing districts  in  the  north  of  Eng* 
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land  for  some  time  last  year,  and  there  he 
heard  doctrines  propounded  which  ap- 
peared to  him  so  monstrous,  and  he  was 
sorry  to  say  so  widely  spread,  that  if  this 
bill  became  law,  the  country  would  have 
such  a  deluge  of  these  doctrines  as  would 
carry  all  before  it.  At  some  of  the  public 
meetings  held  in  these  districts  he  heard 
speakers  express  a  wish  for  the  demolition 
of  all  the  factories  throughout  the  king- 
dom ;  and  he  heard  one  man  addressing  a 
meeting  of  10,000  men  say,  that  he  should 
like  to  see  all  the  follies  of  the  Monarchy 
swept  away.  His  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Rochdale  was  present,  and  also 
Mr.  J.  Bright,  who  said  that  these  feelings 
pervaded  the  manufacturing  districts.  Now 
he  was  a  friend  to  the  Monarchy,  ^nd 
should  not  like  to  see  the  Constitution 
destroyed.  He  therefore  could  not  vote 
in  favour  of  a  measure  the  tendency,  of 
which  seemed  to  him  to  enforce  such  doc- 
trines as  he  had  referred  to.  At  the  same 
time,  he  was  not  satisfied  with  the  repre- 
sentation of  the  people  in  that  House ;  for 
he  thought  it  did  not  fairly  represent  the 
sense  and  understanding  of  the  country. 
An  amendment  might  be  made  in  the  re- 
presentation of  the  people.  Members  of 
literary  institutions  and  all  similar  bodies 
should  undoubtedly  have  votes.  He  did 
not  object  to  the  extension  of  the  suffrage 
on  account  of  the  ignorance  of  the  people, 
for  they  might  be  qualified  to  express  an 
opinion  with  respect  to  a  candidate,  bat 
he  was  afraid  that  much  error  prevailed 
throughout  the  country,  and  he  was  more 
afraid  of  the  consequences  of  erroneous 
doctrines  than  of  the  effects  of  ignorance. 
Under  these  circumstances  be  should  nei- 
ther vote  for  nor  against  the  proposition  of 
his  hon.  Friend. 

Sir  R.  Peel  said,  the  hon.  Gentleman 
who  had  just  spoken  had  not  assigned  a 
very  satisfactory  reason  for  the  course  he 
intended  to  take.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
objected  to  the  proposition  of  the  hon. 
Member  because  he  thought  the  tendency 
of  the  bill  was  to  introduce  a  republican 
form  of  Government  in  the  place  of  that 
limited  monarchy  to  which  he  said  he  had 
the  deepest  and  warmest  attachment ;  but 
yet  he  would  not  make  such  a  demonstra- 
tion of  his  attachment  as  to  give  a  vote 
against  the  motion.  He  thought  if  the 
hon.  Gentleman's  attachment  to  our  li- 
mited monarchy  was  so  warm,  he  might, 
in  its  support,  make  the  sacrifice  which 
would  be  involved  in  his  walking  out  with 
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tHoie  who  vere  oppofcd  to  tUi  icocioo. 
B'Jt  the  bcD«  GeDtkiDUi  had  aDOtber  re- 
fofsk  o>f  hie  ovD,  and  be  kaev  bo  reMoo 
«St  tb*  boo.  Geollecaan*  at  the  tame 
tiopt  that  be  voted  afai&st  this  BOtJoo, 
f  boaM  net  prt  tMiet  of  bk  awn  pcoposi- 
tkfo.  Howevef ,  be  did  not  exactly  koov 
b'yv  the  boo.  GeotlemaD  would  carry  oot 
Lif  priociple  of  reform*  The  boo.  Geo- 
tl  mao  did  not  object  to  the  ig;noraQce  of 
rote-rt;  be  tboogbt  that  eolightkned  meOy 
oDcer  certain  resirictioof ,  should  have  the 
frtnchiie,  and  be  al§o  thooght  that  ig;no- 
racii  a«eo,  onder  certain  restrictions*  should 
b%ve  that  right*  The  boo.  Gentleman  did 
not  fear  i^orance,  but  be  feared  enoneoas 
opinions,  and  he  should  be  corioos  lo  sec 
what  test  the  hoo.  Gentleman  would  apply 
10  respect  to  errooeoos  opinions.  The 
hon.  Member  said,  he  woald  admit  the 
Meaibers  of  literary  institutions ;  bot 
reaiJy  then  he  most  take  great  care  that 
the  literary  iosiitotioos  which  may  be 
formed  for  qualifying  electors,  are  not 
literary  institutions  propagating  erroneous 
opinions.  He  should  be  curious  to  see  the 
process  by  which  the  hon.  Member  deter- 
nriiried  what  opinions  were  erroneous  and 
wliat  were  not — and  what  were  the  literary 
institutions  which  would  come  within  his 
description.  That,  however,  was  not  the 
question  before  the  House,  with  respect  to 
whirh  be  did  not  intend  to  take  the  course 
which  tha  hon.  Member  adopted.  The 
lion.  Gentleman  said,  he  should  neither 
vote  for  nor  against  the  proposition  of  his 
liou.  Friend,  aiKi  he  thought  the  boo. 
Gi^ntleman,  the  author  of  the  motion, 
would  say  he  was  treating  the  motion  more 
rf'K|iectfully  by  frankly  avowing  his  dissent 
from  it,  than  if  be  had  absented  himself 
from  the  discussion  and  the  division.  From 
the  respect  he  had  for  the  integrity  of  that 
hon.  fientleman's  motives  and  his  character, 
he  iliought  it  was  more  respectful  towards 
him  and  those  who  concurred  with  the  hon. 
(i(rntleman,that  he  should  frankly  avow  his 
itatements,  than  remain  altogether  silent. 
He  should  decline,  however,  entering  into 
any  lengthened  diicuuion.  The  subject 
W4K  to  extensive  that  properly  to  discuM 
every  matter  involved  in  it  would  neces- 
sarily rc<|iiire  him  to  go  into  details  which 
he  did  not  think  the  House  was  prepared 
for,  and  he  doubted  whether  it  would  be 
a  «>atiif»clory  way  of  discussing  the  ques- 
tion. Tlip  hon.  Member  had  called  the 
iitii-niion  of  till?  Iloiinc  to  several  proposi- 
iioni,  firht,  the  abolition  of  all   qualifica* 


tions  oo  tk  pert  of  the 
limitiog  the  period  oi  the  dantio«  of  Plar- 
liameots;  next,  to  voce  by  beUoc; 
what  was  called,  alihoegh  the  hoa. 
ber  did  not  oooteod  lor  this  object  m  m 
full  extent,  ciiivenal  soffragie ;  and  laMlf  • 
the  division  of  the  cooatry  into  aew  elee- 
toral  disuicti.  He  was  quite  awe  that  ae 
one  who  was  aware  of  the  extiese  im* 
portance  of  those  sol^ects  would  deay  the 
impossibility  of  discaasiag  them  ia  aH 
their  bearings  on  the  Coastitotion  ia  thia 
method— subjects,  each  of  which  voali 
require,  efore  there  coald  be  any  aalifa^ 
tory  coodnsion  formed  with  regard  la 
them,  a  very  lengthened  discaasioa.  It 
would  be  quite  impossible  that  to  dinav 
so  many  subjects  atoaoe  coald  lead  toaay 
good  result,  and  on  that  grooad,  aad  aot 
from  any  insensibility  to  the  impoftaaee 
of  the  subjects,  he  shoald  decUaeeaieffi 
into  them  at  length.  The  boo. 
said  that,  though  he  cootended  for 
versal  suffrage  in  the  abstract,  still  he  vie 
perfectly  ready  to  listen  to  any  modifiea» 
tion  that  may  be  proposed.  He  dad  aot 
understand  how  the  hon.  Member  ooald 
admit  any  modiBcatioo  of  his  prineiple^ 
because  be  said  that  every  aian  who  wae 
not  allowed  to  exercise  that  right  wae 
in  the  cooditkm  of  an  alien  and  a  slavk 
How,  then,  could  the  boa.  flrntlfaiaa, 
with  his  opinions  as  to  the  coaaeqaeoeea 
of  being  ezcloded  from  the  niAage,  Im^ 
tea  to  any  oMxlificatiooa?  How  coald 
the  hon.  Gentleman  be  convinced  that 
any  considerations  of  expediency  woald 
entitle  the  House  to  subject  any  man  lo 
the  reproach  of  being  an  alien  aad  a 
slave  7  He  (Sir  R.  Peel)  totally  di&sad 
from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  as  to  the 
existence  of  the  right,  and  as  to  the 
consequences  which  miut  result  from  an 
application  of  this  principle.  If  the  boa. 
Gentleman's  principles  were  correct  be 
could  not  conceive  how  the  hon.  Gentle 
man  cookl  propose  to  roainuin  a  House  of 
Lords,  to  control  the  decision  of  the  po- 
pular assembly.  He  did  not  consideff 
them  to  be  at  all  compatible  with  the 
maintenance  of  a  limited  constitniioual 
monarchy  in  this  country.  The  boa. 
Member  contended  for  the  right  of  oack 
man  to  have  an  equal  influence  in  ooo* 
ducting  the  affairs  of  the  country,  withoat 
reference  to  his  property,  his  stake  ia  the 
country,  or  his  knowledge.  On  that  prin- 
ciple, the  most  democmtic  and  republicaB 
form  of  Government  oMght  be  louaded^ 
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bat  how  it  could  be  conBiitent  with  the 
ancient  form  of  monarchy  eftablished  in 
this  country,  he  could  not  conceive.  He 
was  placed  apparently  in  the  position 
of  being  a  defender  of  the  Reform 
Bill,  to  the  passing  of  which  he  was  op- 
posed. He  saw  at  present  no  one  of  the 
immediate  authors  of  that  measure  in  the 
House.  [A  voicCf  *'  Look  behind  you."] 
Certainly  there  was  his  right  hon.  Friend 
(Bir  James  Graham),  but  none  of  those 
right  hon.  Gentlemen  were  in  their  places 
who  were  bound  to  defend  the  Reform 
Bill.  The  conclusion  which  he  should 
draw  from  several  of  the  speeches  he  had 
beard  was,  not  that  we  should  make  a 
further  experiment  in  reform,  but  that  we 
should  repeal  the  Reform  Act,  and  recon- 
stitute Parliament  on  the  basis  of  the 
arrangement  existing  before  that  act  was 
passed.  So  far  from  having  received  any 
encouragement  to  proceed  with  the  ex- 
periment, the  inference  which  followed 
from  the  speeches  of  two  or  three  hon. 
Gentlemen  was,  that  the  unreformed  Par- 
liament was  infinitely  better  than  the 
reformed ;  and  that  an  infusion  of  more 
of  the  popular  prinoiple  into  the  represen- 
tative assembly  of  this  country  had  worked 
nothing  but  evil.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Coventry  had  told  the 
Honse  that  in  the  unreformed  Parliament, 
before  we  ventured  on  this  experiment  of 
reform,  the  estimates  of  expenditure  were 
much  more  reasonable  than  they  had  been 
of  late  years ;  that  public  taxation  had 
progressively  increased  since  the  reformed 
Parliament  had  been  in  existence,  and 
that  the  unreformed  Parliament  had  shown 
much  more  attention  to  the  general  in- 
terests of  the  country  than  the  reformed 
Parliament.  When  he  recollected  all  the 
prophecies  which  were  made  as  to  the 
consequences  of  reform,  he  confessed  he 
much  distrusted  the  more  lavish  promises 
now  made  as  to  the  blessed  consequences 
of  the  further  application  of  the  principle. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  said, 

^  See  what  the  estimates  were  in  1792 :  you 
had  then  an  army  of  only  36,000  men,  mode* 
rate  establishments,  the  taxes  limited,  and  the 
military  force  not  beyond  the  exigencies  of  the 
country." 

Well,  but  these  estimates  were  voted  by 
an  unreformed  Parliament.  Seeing  these 
accusations  against  the  reformed  Parlia- 
ment, he  certainly  was  not  encouraged  to 
adopt  the  principles  of  the  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite.    Indeed,  from  some  of  the 


principles  avowed  to-night  by  Members 
who  certainly  would  be  returned  to  Par- 
liament if  the  motion  of  the  hon.  Gen. 
ilemen  were  earried  under  a  much  more 
extended  franchise,  he  very  much  doubted 
whether  the  legislation  of  the  new  Par- 
litiment  would  be  marked  by  much  more 
wisdom  than  that  of  its  immediate  prede- 
cessor. Take,  for  instance,  the  gallant 
Officer  who  spoke  shortly  before,  and  who 
maintained  this  principle,  that  provided 
there  had  been  a  reduction  in  the  price  of 
produce,  there  ought  necessarily  to  be  a 
reduction  of  taxation ;  so  that  according 
to  the  hon.  and  gallant  Officer,  if  you 
could  not  get  the  same  price  for  a  yarci  of 
calico  which  you  used  to  do,  it  would  be 
absurd  to  levy  the  same  amount  of  tax- 
ation on  the  people.  He  always  thought 
that  the  sound  doctrine  of  political  eco- 
nomy was,  the  more  the  people  saved  in 
the  prime  cost  of  an  article,  the  greater 
was  their  ability  to  bear  taxatioD.  To 
suppose  there  was  any  analogy  between 
the  price  of  a  yard  of  calico  and  the 
amount  of  taxation  which  the  country  was 
able  to  bear,  was  a  confusion  of  ideas 
which  he  did  hope  would  be  corrected 
before  the  hon.  and  gallant  Officer  took 
his  seat  in  the  new  Parliament.  There 
were  a  thousand  causes  which  affected  the 
price  of  goods  ;  and  (br  the  hon.  Member 
to  say,  that  the  taxation  of  the  country 
must  necessarily  have  a  reference  to  the 
prime  cost  of  each  article,  as  corn  or 
calico,  showed  there  would  be  no  great 
chance  of  benefiting  the  country  from  a 
Parliament  composed  of  such  Legislators. 
He  would  undertake  to  show  that  the 
price  of  a  yard  of  calico,  at  the  present 
moment,  was  probably  one-third,  or  at 
least  one-6fth  or  one-sixth  less  than  in 
1780 ;  and  he  could  account  for  all  the 
causes  which  had  reduced  the  price;  but  he 
would  also  maintain  that  it  did  not  follow 
that  the  country  was  not  therefore  able 
to  bear  the  same  amount  of  taxation  as  in 
1 780.  The  other  hon.  Member  for  Old- 
ham had  stated  charges  against  the  pre- 
sent Parliament.  One  of  them  was,  that 
a  bill  had  been  proposed  by  some  indi- 
vidual Member,  fnr  the  purpose  of  sub- 
jecting juvenile  ofTenders  to  summary 
jurisdiction.  He  could  only  say  that  the 
motives  for  introducing  the  bill,  if  he 
recollected  them  rightly,  could  not  be 
termed  adverse  to  popular  rights.  Great 
complaints  had  been  made  that  the  cha- 
racter of  very  young  children  who  might 
S2 
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Vkvt  commttud  lome  trifling;  offeDce  was 
fuu)«U  by  subjecting  them  to  a  long  im- 
l'ii$oiinient  before  they  were  brought  to 
Irul,  while  the  country  was  put  to  vast 
<>X|>ense  by  the  cumbrous  proccu  used  for 
the  purpose  of  punishing  boys  who  might 
have  pilfered  a  few  turnips  or  apples* 
und  it  was  considered  desirable  that 
means  should  be  taken  to  rescue  these 
children  from  the  contamination  of  the 
society  of  the  gaol.  Accordingly  a  Mem- 
of  the  House  proposed  that  summary 
jurisdiction  in  such  cases  should  be  given 
to  magistrates.  There  might  be  many 
reasons  against  the  proposal,  but  he 
thought  it  hardly  fair  to  denounce  a  con- 
stitution because  an  individual  Member, 
with  motives  and  objects  such  as  he  had 
mentioned,  proposed  a  measure  of  this 
description.  Then,  with  respect  to  the 
measure  of  making  5L  notes  a  legal 
tender,  that  was  advocated  by  many  hon. 
Gentlemen  who  were  not  opposed  to  the 
extension  of  popular  rights.  He  had 
predicted  the  evil  consequences  which 
were  likely  to  flow  from  it,  and  had 
given  his  opinion  against  it.  But  that 
was  surely  a  matter  which  might  be  con- 
sidered without  its  being  supposed  that 
the  proposers  or  opposers  of  it  had 
any  hostile  design  against  the  liberties  of 
the  people.  He  was  rather  afraid  that  an 
alteration  of  the  cunency  was  one  of  the 
measures  which  would  be  popular  with  a 
Parliament  returned  under  the  system 
proposed  by  the  hon.  Member.  Then  the 
hon.  Member  said, 

''  Sec  what  the  late  Parliament  has  done ;  it 
has  increased  the  paper  currency,  and  laid  the 
foundation  of  joint«stock  banks,  which  (;;ive 
facilities  for  extending  it,  the  tendency  of 
winch,  he  said,  was  to  diminish  the  rights 
and  liberties  of  the  people." 

If  the  hon.  Member  would  consult  the 
hon.  Member  for  Birmingham,  who  sat 
near  him,  who  was  returned  by  a  popular 
constituency,  and  respected  popular  rights, 
he  would  no  doubt  bie  told  that  this  plan 
was  perfectly  consistent  with  public  inte- 
rests, and  with  the  comforts  of  the  working 
classes ;  und  that  though  possibly  the  hon. 
Member  might  not  wish  to  promote  the 
issue  of  ]/.  or  'J/,  notes,  at  any  rate,  he 
wuuld  contend  for  a  very  considerable 
extension  of  the  currency,  and  would  ex- 
pect to  give  material  relief  to  the  public 
burthens  by  a  measure  of  this  nature.  He 
asid  then,  that  the  hon.  Memlier  had  no 
right  to  find  in  any  such  changes  as  these 


an  intention  on  the  part  of  Pariiamenl  to 
limit  and  confine  the  privileges  of  the 
people.     Whatever  effect  these  changea 
ultimately  might  have  upon  the  politicil 
freedom  of  the  lower  orders,  they  weio 
agreed  to  by  this  House  without  any  viev 
to  such  effect,  and  without  any  belief  that 
they  would  be  productive  of  such  eflfect 
Therefore,  be  thought  the  charges  brought 
by  the  hon.  Member  against  the  existing 
constitution  of  Parliament  rested  on  no 
good  foundation.    It  was  venr  doobtfal, 
whether,    if  the  principles  or  the    hon. 
Member  for  Oldham  were  adopted,  the 
public  interests  would  be  promoted,  or  the 
popular  will  satisfled.    The  hon*  Member 
declared  himself  decidedly  adverse  to  the 
Corn*laws,  but  said  he  viewed  with  iitk. 
faction  the  consumption  of  our  own  eom 
in  preference  to  that  of  foreign  coontriet. 
Then   he  exclaimed,  look  at  the  waale 
lands  of  England  and  Ireland,  which  havn 
been   neglected   by  the  madness  of  the 
Parliament,  and  he  proposed  the  applien« 
tion  of  large  capital  to  their  cnltivationp 
for  the  purpose  of  encouraging  the  grovrth 
of  domestic  corn.    If  these  views  were  to 
prevail,  he  must  again  doubt  whether,  in 
the  new  Parliament,  any  great  ndvmee 
would  be  made  in  the  application  of  po- 
pular principles.  With  the  enconrngitteat 
of  the  existing  Com-latrs,  these  laiKb  hnd 
not  yet  been  cultivated  by  indhridnal  tn* 
terprize.    What  was  the  legislation   bj 
which  the  hon.  Member  proposed  to  ae. 
cure  his  object  ?    Would  be  lay  oat  tho 
public  money  for  the  purpose,  and  nnder^ 
take  the  promotion  of  agricnitare  at  the 
charge  of  the  state  ?  If  individual  exertion 
the  hope  of  gain,  the  competition  of  capi* 
tal,  had  not  been  suflBcient  to  bring  these 
lands  into  cultivation,  would  that  oljeet 
be  attained  by  the  means  proposed  by  the 
hon.    Member?     If    the    hon.    Member 
thought  so,  he  would  find  many  Gentle* 
men  on  his  own  side  of  the  Ilonse  who 
would    deprecate  the   measure,  becaose, 
however  captivating  it  might  be,  as  tend* 
ing  to  promote  the  interests  of  the  lahonr- 
iiig  classes,  they  would  tell  him  it  was 
their  bounden  duty  to  resist  plausible  the- 
ories and  popular  arguments,  by  whieh 
th(>y  might  be  supported,  and  look  only  to 
the  ultimate  results.     Then  with  respect 
to  the  Poor-law,  why  that  law  was  intro» 
duced  by  many  of  the  most  strenuoos  ad« 
vcicales  of  popular  rights  in  this  country, 
and  was  intended  for  the  beneflt  of  tho 
wofking  classes.    The  hon.  Member  de* 
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predated  tbe  law,  aod  laid  ita  character 
was  BtrociottK;  but  could  it  in  fairness  be 
said,  that  it  was  introduced  by  the  aris- 
tocracy, or  that  it  was  introduced  for  the 
purpose  of  maintaining  the  rights  of  the 
aristocracy  or  for  any  other  purpose  than 
this,  that  the  condition  of  the  working 
classes  was  so  depressed  at  the  time,  from 
a  habit  of  depending  on  the  poor-rates 
instead  of  on  their  own  industry,  that 
many  of  the  most  fervent  friends  of  the 
rights  of  the  people  thought  it  expedient 
to  make  a  great  change  in  the  Poor-law, 
in  order  to  remove  that  depression  !  He 
doubted,  whether,  if  alterations  in  the 
constitution  were  now  made,  and  laws 
passed  for  the  purpose  of  gaining  popular 
favour,  they  would  not  find  precisely  the 
same  condition  of  opinion  as  at  present, 
and  whether  the  tendency  of  their  changes 
would  not  be  to  injure  the  firm,  com  pre. 
hensive,  and  permanent  interests  of  the 
country  for  the  purpose  of  making  experi. 
ments  of  popular  and  plausible  measures 
which  were  great  favourites  of  some  hon. 
Greotlemen  opposite.  He  had  now  ful- 
filled the  object  for  which  he  bad  risen ; 
be  bad  been  unwilling  to  meet  an  import- 
ant motion  of  this  kind  with  merely  a 
silent  negative.  He  had  stated  generally 
ibe  grounds  on  which  he  opposed  it,  be- 
lieving that  it  was  entirely  inconsistent 
with  the  existence  of  the  constitution  of 
this  country,  which,  whatever  might  be 
tbe  difficulties  to  which  we  were  now  tem- 
porarily subjected,  had  on  the  whole,  se- 
cured to  the  people  of  this  country  more 
of  real  freedom  than  had  existed  in  any 
other  part  of  the  globe,  under  any  form  of 
Government  whatever. 

Mr.  T,  Buncombe  could  not  allow  the 
aspersions  which  the  hon.  Member  for 
Belfast  bad  thrown  on  the  working 
classes,  especially  those  in  the  man u fac- 
ing districts,  to  go  altogether  unnoticed, 
and  he  must  give  them  the  most  unquali- 
fied contradiction.  Where  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Rochdale  had  intro- 
duced the  hon.  Member  for  Belfast  it  was 
impossible  for  him  to  say  ;  but  he  could 
say  he  had  seen  very  large  assemblages  of 
the  working  classes  in  the  manufacturing 
districts  and  no  sentiments  of  the  cha- 
racter attributed  to  them  by  the  hon. 
Member  had  he  ever  on  any  occasion 
beard.  Tbe  rights  of  property  he  had 
always  heard  them  respect  and  profess 
their  readiness  to  uphold.  What  they 
claimed  for  themselves  was  equality  of 


political  rights,  and  to  that,  he  maintained 
they  were  entitled.  As  to  the  revolution- 
ary doctrines  they  were  said  to  hold— that 
they  wished  all  the  factories  in  the  coun- 
try to  be  destroyed,  that  as  they  themselves 
were  in  a  state  of  poverty  and  distress, 
they  wished  their  masters  and  their  fami- 
lies also  to  be  ruined — he  should  like  to 
ask  the  hon.  Member  for  Belfast,  and  all 
who  came  from  the  manufacturing  dis- 
tricts, who  were  acquainted  with  the  feeU 
ings  and  wishes  of  the  working  classes, 
whether  they  could  not  have  gratified 
these  desires,  had  they  entertained  them, 
during  the  disturbances  of  last  autumn  ? 
Did  not  tbe  House  know  that  the 
town  of  Manchester  had  been  in  the 
hands  and  at  the  mercy  of  the  populace 
for  three  days,  and  that  they  might  have 
levelled  every  factory  in  Manchester  and 
the  adjacent  manufacturing  towns  with 
the  ground,  if  they  had  had  any  such  in- 
tentions as  those  attributed  to  them.  He 
denied  that  they  had  any  such  intentions ; 
he  said  it  was  a  libel  on  the  working 
classes  to  attribute  them.  Would  his  hon. 
Friend  tell  them  where  he  met  the  persons 
of  whom  he  spoke  ?  [Mr.  Boss :  *'  About 
four  miles  from  Rochdale.'']  He  under- 
stood his  hon.  Friend  also  to  say,  that  Mr. 
Bright  had  said  these  sentiments  pervaded 
the  manufacturing  districts.  [Mr.  Ross  : 
"  Yes.'']  A  most  extraordinary  thing,  if 
they  did  pervade  the  manufacturing  dis- 
tricts, that  they  should  not  have  exhibited 
themselves  during  the  disturbances  of  last 
antumn,  when,  he  believed,  neither  in 
Manchester,  nor  in  any  other  of  the  ma- 
nufacturing towns,  was  there  a  single  atom 
of  property  injured  by  those  engaged  in 
the  disturbances.  They  had  prevented, 
by  violence,  threats,  and  intimidation,  a 
large  number  of  the  working  classes  from 
pursuing  their  daily  vocation.  Nothing 
could  be  more  culpable  than  this  part  of 
their  proceedings,  but  he  believed  that  not 
the  least  damage  was  done  to  property. 
With  respect  to  the  motion  of  his  hon. 
Friend,  it  was  not  for  him  to  excuse  her 
Majesty's  late  Ministers,  or  to  offer  any 
apology  for  their  absence.  He  supposed, 
as  they  had  seen  their  successors  take  up 
a  considerable  portion  of  their  free-trade 
principles,  they  thought  they  might  safely 
leave  their  finality  principles  in  the  hands 
of  the  right  hon.  Baronet ;  and  he  must 
say,  a  more  efficient  advocate  of  those 
principles  they  could  not  find.  It  was 
really  too  absurd  to  say,  that  the  conse- 
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qucncc  of  ftllowiog  every  man  to  have  a 
vote,  muit  be  that  the  aristocracy  and  the 
monarchy  would  be  swept  away.  What 
was  that  House  called  ?  They  named  it 
the  people's  house ;  and  all  that  he  and 
his  hon.  Friend  asked  was,  that  it  should 
be  identified  with  the  people,  and  become 
part  and  parcel  of  the  people.  The  House 
of  Lords  would  remain  exactly  where  it 
was,  though  the  working  classes  might  be 
admitted  to  vote.  There  was  do  intention 
on  the  part  of  the  working  classes  to  do 
away  with  the  House  of  Lords,  or  offer 
any  disturbance  to  the  Sovereign  on  her 
Throne.  He  did  believe  that  such  an  in- 
tention never  entered  their  heads  ;  all  they 
wanted,  all  they  required  was,  that  their 
interests  should  be  represented  in  that 
House.  The  hon.  Member  for  Oldham 
had  given  them  his  views,  not  only  of  the 
state  of  the  country,  but  of  the  proceed- 
ings of  the  House,  in  the  reformed  and 
the  uureformcd  Parliament.  He  could 
discover  no  great  act  of  benefit  to  the 
people  accomplished  by  the  reformed  Par- 
liament. Catholic  emancipation,  repeal 
of  the  Test  Act,  the  Reform  Act  itself, 
had  been  passed  by  un reformed  Parlia- 
ments, and  he  knew  of  no  other  great 
measure  carried,  except  that  of  negro 
emancipation,  at  the  cost  of  20,000,000/. 
to  this  country,  and  he  did  not  know  that 
there  was  any  thing  that  might  not  be 
carried  in  this  country  by  money,  at  the 
expense  of  20,000,000/.  He  believed 
they  might  carry  the  repeal  of  the  Corn- 
laws  at  much  less ;  if  they  gave  the  coun- 
try gentlemen  only  one-half  of  the 
20,000,000/.,  he  ventured  to  say  they 
might  carry  the  repeal  of  the  Corn-laws 
to-morrow.  He,  therefore,  did  not  give 
the  House  the  slightest  credit  for  negro 
emancipation,  when  carried  at  such  an 
enormous  cost  to  this  country.  He  had 
not  intended  to  take  part  in  this  debate, 
but  he  could  not  hear  the  statements  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Belfast  without  giv- 
ing them  an  unqualified  contradiction. 
Tiie  working  classes  did  not  wish  for  re* 
volution,  but  Gentlemen  would  find,  if 
they  knew  them  better,  that  they  had  no 
right  to  attribute  any  such  opinions  to 
ihcm.  If  treated  with  kindness,  it  would 
be  found  that,  if  they  did  not  surpass  tbev 
at  least  c<(ualled  hon.  Gentlemen  in  their 
anxiety  lo  i^upporl  their  character  for 
loyally  to  their  Sovereign,  and  to  maintain 
the  honour  of  their  country. 
Dr.  liowring  thought  that  neither  ignor* 


ance  nor  poverty  should  be  a  bar  to  repra* 
sentation;  indeed,  he  wished  thai  even 
erroneous  opinions  should  be  represeoled 
in  that  House,  in  order  thst  they  might 
be  brought  into  the  arena  of  public  dis- 
cussion. The  opinion  was  widely  spread 
throughout  the  country  that  the  people 
were  not  adequately  represented ;  but  tbe 
organization  out  of  doors  was  becoming 
stronger  every  day  for  tbe  purpose  of 
making  legislation  more  subservient  to 
public  opinion  and  popular  interests;  aod| 
whatever  the  decision  of  the  House  might 
be  now,  the  time  was  not  far  distant  when 
it  would  be  impossible  for  them  to  bold 
the  reins  of  power  without  ceding  much 
to  public  opinion.  He  should  support  the 
motion  of  the  hon.  Gentleman. 

Mr.  Muntz  denied  that  he  had  advo- 
cated an  unlimited  increase  of  paper  circu- 
lation with  the  view  of  obtaining  a  tem- 
porary prosperity.  He  had  never  recom- 
mended anything  of  the  kind.  He  com- 
plained that  the  value  of  money  did  not 
bear  a  proper  relation  to  the  price  of  com, 
and  that  they  must  either  alter  the  money 
value  or  the  corn  laws.  With  respect  to 
the  present  motion,  he  was  favourable  to 
a  considerable  extension  of  the  suffrage ; 
he  believed  it  to  be  due  to  the  people  and 
absolutely  necessary;  but,  although  he 
wished  the  duration  of  Parliaments  to  be 
much  abridged,  he  could  not  support  the 
proposition  to  make  them  annual.  If 
Parliaments  were  annual,  then  legislation 
would  be  nothing  but  a  system  of  elec- 
tioneering. He  had  the  deepest  sympathy 
with  the  |>eople  in  the  privations,  tbe  suf- 
ferings, and  the  miseries  they  now  bore  so 
patiently,  and  he  knew  that  many  attri- 
buted them  entirely  to  the  vrani  of  fair 
representation  in  Parliament.  If  tbe  peti- 
tions of  the  people  were  properly  attended 
to — if  justice  were  done — he  felt  aunied 
they  would  give  up  political  agitation  alto- 
gether. 

Mr.  Ferrcmd  entirely  agreed  with  the 
hon.  Member  for  Binningham.  if  that 
House  paid  more  attention  to  tlie  veal 
grievances  and  petitions  of  the  working 
classes  there  would  be  no  more  agitation 
for  universal  suffrage.  During  the  last 
Session  of  Parliament  a  select  committee 
was  appointed  to  inquire  into  the  injurious 
effects  of  the  truck  system ;  and  tbe  wit- 
nesses «ho  were  examined  before  it  prov«l 
that  the  working  classes  were  most  cruelly 
treated  by  their  masters  in  many  parts  of 
the  country.     Tbe  etidence  taken  had 
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been  laid  on  the  Table,  but  up  to  the  pre- 
sent moment  no  measures  bad  been  adopted 
to  put  an  end  to  that  system  of  cruelty 
and  oppression.  During  the  present  Ses- 
sion a  great  many  petitions  had  been  pre- 
sented, imploring  that  immediate  steps 
should  be  taken  effectually  to  abolish  the 
truck  system^  and  he  did  hope  the  Govern- 
ment would  pay  attention  to  this  subject. 
There  was  another  subject  on  which  the 
people  in  the  north  of  England  felt  deeply 
aggrieved— he  referred  to  the  cruelties  in- 
flicted upon  them  by  the  New  Poor  Law. 
At  this  very  moment  the  working  classes 
in  the  Bradford  Union  were  compelled  to 
walk  nine  miles  to  their  labour,  and  after 
working  under  a  taskmaster  all  day  were 
obliged  to  walk  nine  miles  home  in  the 
evening.  Could  men  sit  down  patiently 
under  such  treatment  as  this  ?  The  working 
classes  were  a  patient,  enduring,  and  loyal 
race  of  men,  devoted  to  their  sovereign 
and  anxious  to  support  the  laws  and  the 
institutions  of  the  country ;  it  was  there- 
fore but  right  that  fair  attention  should  be 
paid  to  their  petitions.  While  that  House 
paid  so  little  attention  to  the  petitions  and 
complaints  of  the  people,  even  when  those 
complaints  had  been  proved  before  Par- 
liamentary committees,  it  was  less  surpris- 
ing to  find  them  agitating  such  questions 
as  universal  suffrage ;  but  if  they  would 
only  do  the  working  classes  justice  they 
would  be  content  to  earn  their  bread  with 
the  sweat  of  their  brow,  and  leave  legisla- 
tion in  the  hands  of  those  whose  position 
in  society  gave  them  leisure  and  disposition 
to  attend  to  it. 

Mr.  Stamfield  opposed  the  motion. 
Without  a  great  improvement  in  the  edu- 
cation and  morals  of  the  people  at  large 
the  advantages  which  the  hon.  Member 
for  Rochdale  contemplated  by  the  success 
of  his  motion  never  could  be  realized.  It 
would  only  create  hopes  to  disappoint 
them. 

Lord  J.  Manners  did  not  think  that  a 
debate  of  so  much  importance  could  well 
be  closed  without  some  further  observa- 
tions being  made  on  his  (the  Ministerial) 
side  of  the  House.  He  opposed  the  mo<» 
tion,  not  because  he  differed  from  the  hon. 
Grentleman  on  trivial  grounds  of  expedi- 
ency, if  his  difference  of  opinion  were 
merely  x)ne  of  time  or  circumstances,  he 
should  not  vote  against  it ;  but  differing, 
as  he  did,  on  the  abstract  principles  on 
which  he  conceived  the  motion  to  be 
foiuided|«-*denying  altogethec  the  poiitioa 


that  the  people  were  the  source  of  all  legi- 
timate power, — believing,  as  he  most  con- 
scientiously did^  that  all  political  power 
derived  its  only  sanction  and  incurred  its 
chief  responsibilities  from  a  source  far 
higher  than  that  abstract  something  or 
nothing — the  people,  heJeUJiimself  bound 
to  oppose  the  motion.  ;  Furthermore,  he 
conceived  that  as-  tfae^riuCtples  he  advo- 
cated were  departed  from,  so  the  comforts 
of  the  people  had  diminished.  For  the 
last  150  years  the  principles  contended 
for  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Rochdale  had 
been  more  or  less  put  into  practice,  and 
as  power  was  taken  away  from  the  mitre 
and  crown,  and  transferred  either  to  the 
people  in  that  House  or  out  of  it,  their 
physical  .and  moral  happiness  had  been 
lessened.'l  This  fact  had  been  so  happily 
ezpressSa  by  Sir  Edward  Bulwer,  that  he 
could  not  help  quoting  his  words.  Re- 
ferring to  questions  of  this  sort,  Sir  Ed- 
ward Bulwer  said : — 

'<  They  tell  thee  in  their  dreaming  school, 
''  Of  power  from  old  dominion  hurled, 

*^  When  rich  and  poor  with  juster  rule^ 
'<  Shall  share  the  altered  world. 

"  Alas  1  since  time  itself  began, 
'*  That  fable  has  but  fooled  the  hour, 

'*  Each  age  that  ripens  power  in  man 
'*  But  subjects  man  to  power." 

He  would  extend  the  feeling  of  respon«. 
sibility  between  the  rich  and  the  poor, 
and  shorten  the  interval  which  in  his  opi- 
nion was  growing  too  wide  between  those 
for  whom  wealth  was  made  and  those  who 
made  it.  Thus  they  would  most  materially 
promote  the  welfare  of  all  classes.  It  was 
because  he  was  convinced  that  the  hap- 
piness and  prosperity  of  the  people  were 
intimately  connected  with  the  triumph  of 
those  principles -^principles  which,  as 
they  demanded  ready  obedience  on  the 
one  hand,  involved  the  most  serious  and' 
awful  responsibilities  on  the  other — prin- 
ciples which,  while  they  .would  render  the 
church  triumphant,  and  the  monarchy 
powerful,  would  also  restore  contentment 
\o  a  struggling,  overworked,  and  deluded 
people— that  he  opposed  the  motion  of 
the  hon.  Member. 

Mr.  Trelaumy  would  not  support  a 
motion  for  annual  Parliaments  and  uni- 
versal sufl?age,  but  he  was  favourable  to 
a  considerable  extension  of  the  suffrage 
and  tricfnnial  Parliaments.  The  noble 
Lord  who  had  just  sat  down  talked  of 
**  that  abstract  something  or  nothing,  the 

people'' ;  and  be  oould  not  help  tbinkiog 
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luch  a  detignalion  came  with  peculiar 
appropriateness  from  a  noble  Lord  who 
supported  the  corn  laws,  thinking  no 
doubt,  that  an  "  abstract  something  or 
nothing"  must  be  incapable  of  eating  and 
drinking. 

Sir  IV.  Jaaui  felt  all  the  responsibility 
of  addressing  the  House  on  such  a  ques- 
tion in  the  present  state  of  the  country. 
He  was  a  decided  opponent  of  all  organic 
changes  in  the  constitution,  and  was, 
moYeover,  of  opinion  that  all  such  at- 
tempts, as  far  as  they  had  been  carried, 
had  hitherto  proved  failures.  It  was 
thought  by  many  hon.  Members  that  the 
Reform  Bill,  at  the  time  when  it  became 
law,  would  prove  a  remedy  for  all  abuses ; 
and  it  was  little  short  of  heresy,  at  that 
time,  to  venture  a  suspicion  as  to  its  per- 
fection. Yet  how  many  had  since  con- 
fessed it  to  be  an  utter  and  complete  fai- 
lure. It  was  thought  by  the  lower  orders 
that  that  measure  was  to  improve  their 
condition  and  give  them  cheap  bread ;  but 
it  had  failed,  as  he  believed  every  funher 
experiment  on  the  side  of  democracy 
would  fail.  The  hon.  Member's  motion, 
if  successful,  must  overturn  the  institu- 
tions of  the  country  before  the  lapse  of 
many  years;  for  one  of  its  first  effects 
must  be  to  stir  up  a  conflict  between  the 
upper  and  the  lower  branches  of  the  legis- 
lature, in  which  the  humiliation  of  one 
was  certain,  a  state  of  things  which  had 
resulted  from  a  former  measure  in  its  early 
operation.  If  the  present  motion  were 
carried,  what  would  the  Sovereign  become 
but  the  chief  magistrate  of  a  republic? 
From  the  time  of  Henry  VII.  to  the  treaty 
of  Vienna  there  had  been  a  constant  strug- 
gle between  the  House  of  Commons  and 
the  Crown;  but  since  the  latter  period  the 
struggle  had  been  between  a  certain  por- 
tion of  the  House  of  Commons  and  the 
democratic  principle  out  of  doors.  It  was 
said  by  LiOrd  Chatham,  on  undertaking 
tiie  (xovernmcnt  at  a  very  critical  period, 
that  he  could  save  the  country,  and  no 
one  else  could.  He  wished  to  see  this 
feeling  animate  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
o[)posite.  He  thou{;ht  the  measures  of 
the  past  year  were  all  in  a  right  direction, 
and  that  the  worst  consequences  would 
have  ensued  if  they  had  not  been  adopted. 
He  hoped  all  the  upper  classes  would  see 
that  the  time  was  come  when  they  must 
make  sacrifices  to  set  the  labourer  free 
from  the  consequences  of  the  competition 
now  going  oo.    The  simultaneoos  increase 


of  the  price  of  corn  and  the  oatioiial  debt 
from  1790  to  the  peace  was  evidence  tknt 
a  virtual  bargain  was  struck  betwees  the 
state  and  the  people;  but  as  the  Male 
received  taxes  so  it  should  have  the 
power  of  issuing  currency  which  woaU 
enable  the  working  classes  to  cut  the 
burthen  of  taxation  upon  their  saperion. 
Since  that  time,  however,  we  had  chained 
the  system,  and  thrown  a  «nch  gieeler 
burthen  on  the  labouring  claaet  than  it 
had  ever  been  thought  they  woekl  be 
likely  to  bear.  He  thonght  it  was  the 
duty  of  the  House  to  promote  the  phyaicil 
comforts  and  happiness  of  the  wwcr 
orders,  but  as  he  did  not  think  it  likely  In 
effect  that  object  he  could  not  give  hii 
support  to  the  motion. 

Mr.  Hindley  rose  amid  cries  of  **  Di* 
vid€^  and  said,  that  after  the  obsenratioM 
made  by  the  hon.  Baronet  who  had  last 
addressed  the  House,  he  was  surprised 
that  the  hon.  Gentleman  had  not  voted 
the  other  evening  in  favour  of  the  motaoo 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Wolverhamptoo 
(Mr.  C.  Villiers).  He  was  glad  to  hear 
the  hon.  Baronet  express  so  much  anxiety 
for  the  improveinent  of  the  condition  iX 
the  labouring  classes.  He  must  at  the 
same  time  olnerve,  that  he  thought  there 
was  some  inconsistency  in  the  condoct  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman,  who,  professing  greet 
anxiety  for  the  welfare  of  the  people,  still 
opposed  the  repeal  of  the  Corn-laws. 
They  had  been  told  that  having  demanded 
"  the  bill,  the  whole  bill,  and  nothing  bat 
the  bill,"  and  having  obtained  their  request, 
they  ought  to  be  satisfied ;  but  the  qaes* 
tiun  was  ~  had  they  got  what  they  had 
demanded  ?  They  had  got  the  bill  and 
something  more.  Two  clauses  had  been 
subsequently  introduced,  which  completely 
swamped  the  rest  of  the  bill,  and  but  for 
those  clauses  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  had 
never  enjoyed  their  majority.  He  certainly 
thought  that  one  class  of  the  community 
ought  not  to  have  the  power  of  imposing 
taxes  which  another  class  wss  compelled 
to  pay.  He  believed  that  if  the  people  had 
justice  done  them,  they  would  not  seek  for 
further  reforms,  as  he  believed  if  the  legis- 
lature had  done  justice  to  the  people  of 
Ireland,  the  agitation  which  now  prevailed 
in  that  country  on  the  subject  of  repeal 
would  never  have  arisen. 

Mr.  S,  Crawford f  in  reply,  said  that 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Belfast 
(Mr.  Ross)  had  alluded  to  a  meeting  at 
which  he  (Mr.  Crawford)  wis  pceicntimd 
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at  which  one  of  the  Bpealcets  expressed  a 
desire  for  ihe  deittuction  of  machiaery 
ihtougbout  ibe  couotry.  He  remembered 
that  one  of  the  tpeakera  on  that  oucasioQ 
adverted  to  ibe  injurious  effects  of  ma- 
chinery, with  regard  to  the  operatives; 
bat  he  coald  uot  recollect  that  any  such 
exprestion  as  that  mentiooed  by  the  Iton. 
Gentleman  was  used.  He  might  also 
observe,  with  respect  to  another  aUution 
of  the  hon.  Metnber  for  Belfast,  that  he 
was  present  al  a  meeting  at  Leeds,  at 
which  one  of  the  speakers  referred  to  the 
dangers  which  might  result  to  the  mo- 
narchy if  fair  and  jast  reforms  were  not 
conceded  ;  but  certainly  such  strong  lan- 
guage as  that  stated  by  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man was  not  uttered.  He  bad  no  recol- 
lection that  any  language  was  used  on 
that  occasion  which  could  be  construed 
ioto  a  desire  to  subvert  the  monarchy. 

House  divided— Ayes  32;  Noes  101  : 
Majority  69. 
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National  Education.]  Mr.  fioe- 
buck  rose  to  bring  forward  the  motion 
which  be  was  now  about  to  submit  to  the 
House  in  consequence  of  the  measure 
which  had  been  introduced  by  the  right 
bon.  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department  (Sir  J.  Graham)  relating  to 
the  Educatiou  of  the  people.  He  would 
ask  the  House  to  consider  this  question 
calmly  and  deliberately ;  and  be  would 
promise  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  that  in 
discussing  the  subject  he  would  give  hira 
(Sir  J.  Graham)  full  credit  for  the  inten- 
tions with  which  he  had  introduced  bia 
measure.  He  would  abstain  from  imitat- 
ing the  conduct  of  parties  out  of  doors, 
who  in  discussing  this  question  had 
evinced  an  utter  absence  of  charity.  His 
object  in  bringing  forward  this  motion 
was  not  to  introduce  a  discussion  which 
might  give  occasion  for  the  display  of  any 
asperity  or  bitterness.  He  would  be  the 
last  person  in  the  world  to  excite  soy  ill- 
feeling  on  a  subject  of  such  vast  import- 
aoce— one  which  involved  the  rescue  of  » 
vast  portion  of  our  fellow-cou&tnmen 
fnua  .the  ttualdnn  of  igaonknce.    If  b« 


.K.M,ffhi  ih«t  the  molttUon  he  waf  now 
•hoMi  to  propote  would  throw  any  diffi. 
^„|(y  in  the  paih  of  the  right  hon.  Baro- 
n<  I.  he  wooU  001  p««  it ;  but  he  believed 
liiH  nMolulioo  would  atfonl  them  the  only 
■x>Mible  Mooe  ot  twaping  from  the  diffi- 
ctilUM  by  wbicb  the  subject  was  encom- 
iMsieU.  No  lyetem  of  education  woold 
bf  coiieuriod  in  by  the  people  which  re- 
cv^ihmhI  the  pcedominuDce  of  any  one 
Mxi.  L^uti  before  he  went  into  the  dis- 
i.«i>«i^u  uf  thttl  portion  of  the  subject 
whicii  wM  vonutwtKd  immediately  with 
ihii  piu|H)Mil  uf  the  light  hon.  Baronet^ 
he  would  ask  ilie  House  to  bear  with  him 
while  liu  iiiviled  their  attention,  in  a  form 
iiui  usually  employed  in  discussions  in 
iliji  lloiiii!,  to  several  points  respecting 
cilucitiiuii.  Uu  kuew  that  the  subject  was 
dry  aud  uuinteresting,  and,  therefore^  he 
lu'ulii  only  hope  for  the  indulgence  of  the 
llou^u  tor  a  sliort  time.  When  they  set 
.ibuuL  UMiiiiug  a  plan  of  national  edoca- 
lioii,  ilu'  first  inquiry  they  should  address 
(u  tliuuiaelves  ought  to  be  ''What  have 
wi:  Ml  viuw  when  we  set  about  framing  a 
'.y.-iivui  ol'  iiatioual  education  V  and^  hav- 
ing i  Iciily  placed  before  their  minds  the 
iiliji  cl  ibvy  bad  in  view,  then  they  ought 
Id  uiialyM  and  arrange  the  various  means 
\\\\w\\  uii^fht  be  at  their  disposal  forcar- 
i\iii^  thai  object  into  effect.  Now,  it  ap- 
lii'urcil  that  a  portion  of  the  population  of 
iliis  cuuutry  was  unable  or  unwilling  to 
i{ivu  ihsir  offspring  that  amount  of  educa- 
iiuii  which  society,  as  at  present  const!* 
iu14m1.  thought  rtquisite  for  the  wellbeing 
ut  ilicrhildreu  thomselvet  and  the  security 
lif  louitiiy  at  largo.  If,  then,  the  object 
of  iiutiouul  education  was  what  he  took  it 
III  Ui,— if  national  education  consisted  in 
iliu  eiuluavour  to  impart  the  knowledge  to 
children  which  might  enable  them  to  do 
iliuir  duly  in  that  station  of  life  in  whiob 
I'luvidcuce  placed  them,  which  might  en- 
uhlu  thum  to  consult  their  own  happiness 
cuiisisiL'iitly  with  the  happineu  of  others ; 
uiid  in  the  endeavour  also,  whilst  they 
gsvu  the  knowledge  which  taught  children 
to  know  what  was  right,  to  givo  that 
kuuw  ledge  which  would  enable  them  to 
I'olluw  what  waa  rigbtp— then  any  person 
who  applied  himself  to  the  formation  of  a 
plan  of  national  education  ought  to  in* 
stitute  an  accurate  analysis  of  the  means 
by  which  he  was  to  workout  this  problem, 
—how  to  give  the  knowledge  it  was  re* 
I  (or  each  child  to  receive,  and  how 
of  Buad  whkh  would 
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enable  each  child  to  follow  out  thai  know* 
ledge  when  given.  He  was  not  about  to 
enter  upon  tJiat  analysis ;  he  should  only 
observe,  that  their  objects  in  natbnal  edu- 
cation ought  to  be,  first,  the  mere  know* 
ledge  to  be  given ;  second,  the  habita  of 
mind  to  be  formed.  Now,  as  to  the 
knowledge  to  be  given  there  was  no  dia- 

Eute ;  all  were  agreed  as  to  the  sort  of 
nowledge  which  ought  to  be  given, 
but,  with  regard  to  the  habita  of  mind, 
there  were  various  sanctions,  the  know- 
ledge and  importance  of  which  were  to  bo 
made  apparent  to  the  mind  of  the  child. 
For  example,  he  might  teach  a  child  that 
it  was  not  to  steal,  but,  then,  he  had  to 
teach  it  why ;  he  had  to  show  that  it  was 
for  the  happiness  of  others  that  no  violent 
abstraction  of  their  property  should  take 
place,  and  for  its  own  happiness  that  no 
other  practice  than  that  of  perfect  purity 
in  this  respect  of  stealing  be  established. 
But  he  had  another  thing  to  do— he  had 
to  create  the  habit  of  mind  which  should 
induce  the  child  not  to  desire  stealing. 
Now,  of  the  means  of  creating  this  habit 
a  vast  portion  was  beyond  the  reach  of 
Legislation.  When  they  spoke  of  edoca* 
tion,  they  should  recollect  that  properly 
education  reached  from  the  cradle  to  the 
grave ;  that  it  consisted  not  merely  in  that 
which  was  taught  at  school,  but  that  it 
was  the  same  of  circumstances  in  which  an 
individual  was  placed,  and  which  reached 
(as  he  had  said)  from  the  earliest  birth  of 
the  infant  to  the  latest  hour  of  life.  Now, 
there  were  a  hundred  circumstances  of 
health  and  habits  of  early  youth  whwh 
were  beyond  the  reach  of  legislation ;  but, 
on  the  other  hand,  there  were  many  cir- 
cumstances of  early  youth  which  were 
within  the  reach  of  those  who  directed 
their  minds  to  the  subject.  Of  these, 
again,  some  were  within  the  reach  of  legis- 
lation; others  were  beyond  their  grasp. 
All  those  effects  which  scholastic  disci- 
pline could  produce  were  within  the  power 
of  legislation  ;  all  that  part  of  education 
which  consisted  in  merely  learning  daties 
raised  no  dispute— all  which  related  to  the 
various  sanctions  of  society,  as,  for  es- 
ample,  the  sanctioos  of  law  and  the  sane* 
tious  of  public  opinion,  all  that  might  bo 
taught  by  any  person  without  any  fear 
that  any  danger  or  ilUwill  should  accrue. 
But  there  was  one  of  the  sanctions  which 
was  found  to  create  the  greatest  possible 
doubts,  animosities,  and  ilLblood  among 
■yinkindi     Lai  it  bo  obsened.  thai  to 
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create  proper  habiU   io    the  child  saoc* 
tioQs  were  necessary^  one  of  which,  the 
religious  sanction,  was    surrounded  with 
difficulties  in  its  application.    Now,  then, 
the    Legislature   had   to  ask   itself  this 
question,  **  I    may  impart  all  necessary 
knowledge ;  I  may  give  all  ihat,  and  no 
dispute  will  arise  about  it;  but  there  is 
one  sanction,  that  of  the  mysterious  future, 
that  which  religion  teaches,  over  which 
there  has  been  unfortunately  cast*  from 
the  world's  foundation  to  the  present  time, 
much  rancour  and  dispute ;  how  am  I  to 
dispose  of  that?''    Now,  there  was  no  dis- 
pute that  the  Legislature,  might  take  into 
its  own  hs^ds  the  management  of  this 
sanction  in  a  community  where  there 4vas 
only  one  religion;  but  in  a  community 
where  there  were  many  religions  this  di&* 
culty  arose.    From  the  commencement  of 
the  history  of  mankind,  persons  had  been 
dedicated  to  the  task  of  teaching  religion, 
and   by  its  ceremonies  and  observances 
creating  that  habit  of  mind  of  which  he 
had  spoken.    That  was  their  special  busi- 
ness ;  the  creation  of  that  habit  of  mind 
was  the  business  of  the  priest ;  and  the 
question  the  Legislature  bad  to  ask  itself 
in  a  community  consisting  of  various  sects 
was,  whether  all  the  other  sanctions  might 
not  be  employed,  and  taught  the  child, 
and   whether  the    sanctions  of  religion 
might  not  be  safely  left  to  the  teaching  of 
those  who  were  dedicated  to  teaching  re- 
ligion, each  in  his  particular  sect  or  divi- 
sion.   He  was  not,  let  it  be  observed,  en* 
deavouring  to  get  rid  of  religion*  but,  on 
the  contrary,  to  make  out  a  way  by  which 
to  increase  the  knowledge,  and  alleviate 
much  of  the  miseries  of  a  great  portion  of 
the  population.    He  would  now  piooead 
to  support  his  proposition,  and  he  should 
do  it  in  this  way ;  he  should  endeavour  to 
st^ow,  that  in  a  country  where  various  re- 
ligions co-exist^  and  the  great  doctrine  of 
reliance  on  private  jod^ments  it  intio* 
duced,  any  way  of  education  which  sought 
to  make  poverty  the  means  of  instructing 
children  in  doctrines  which  the  parents 
don't  desire  they  should  be  instructed  in, 
was  an  infringement  of  that  great  doctrine 
of  private  judgment,  and  therefore  unjust ; 
and  he  should  next  s]u)w  that,  wherever 
there  were  varbus  sects,  it  must  be  impo* 
litic  as  well ;  and  he  thought  that,  from 
the  circumstances  which  they  witnessed  in 
the  House  and  out  of  it,  any  such  attempt 
must  frustrate  itself,  and  that  every  men* 
auie  based  ou  such  a  pdnfiiple  woaid  bi 


found  to  be  utterly  impracticable.  He 
came  to  that  conclusion  with  regret ;  he 
said  it  knowing  what  would  be  said  of  him 
in  return,  but  he  was  so  familiar  with 
calumny  that  he  was  hardened  to  it;  at 
any  rate,  many  persons  might  wonder  at 
such  a  sentiment  coming  from  him,  but  he 
could  not  help  perceiving  that  every  rude 
and  ignorant  people  must  be  excited  if 
they  were  to  be  instructed,  and  from  the 
times  of  Greece  and  Rome  down  to  John 
Wesley,  they  had  been  excited ;  and  it  was 
a  means  of  instruction  which,  if  the  condi« 
tion  of  the  many  would  permit,  he  should 
be  happy  that  the  state  should  empby. 
But  it  was  impossible  that  the  state  should 
empby  it  among  a  people  like  our  own. 
He  did  not  mean,  however,  to  say,  that 
the  state  should  exclude  completely  re- 
ligious instruction  in  giving  that  know- 
ledge which  the  parents  should  wish  ; 
but  having  a  state  church,  all  he  asked 
was,  let  us  not  have  a  state  school.  If  it 
were  necessary  to  have  a  state  church, 
they  must  assume  that  it  did  its  duty. 
But  they  knew  that  religion  was  taught  by 
separate  sects;  all  he  asked^  therefore, 
was,  **  let  the  children  learn  all  that  is  re- 
quisite for  them  to  know,  at  the  expense 
of  the  state,  but  do  not  interfere  so  as  to 
create  ill  blood  and  asperity  by  teaching 
religion.''  His  first  proposition  then  was, 
that  the  interference  of  the  state  in  this 
mattor  was  unjust,  and  ought  not  to  be 
perpetrated ;  he  meant  the  word  "  perpe* 
trated"  io  no  offensive  sense-— he  would 
say,  ought  not  to  be  done.  It  must  be 
borne  in  mind,  that  the  great  principle  of 
private  iudgment  was  admitted  by  the 
law,  ancl  was  the  fonndatbn  of  the  Pro* 
testant  religion.  He  knew  that  proposi- 
tbn  was  now  called  in  question,  aiid  he 
was  very  much  grieved  to  see  that  the 
mode  in  which  it  was  called  in  qoestbn 
was  one  of  the  great  causes  of  the  extra* 
ordinary  explosion  which  had  taken  plaos 
on  the  subject  of  this  bill ;  but  the  doe* 
ttine  of  the  right  of  every  nan  to  form  his 
own  opinbns  on  religioos  subjects  was  ac* 
knowledged  by  the  bw,  by  the  Protestant 
religbn,  and  by  all  sound  mori^ity.  llhe 
asked  the  question,  he  found  that  it  ap« 
peered  that  some  part  of  the  popubtton 
lirom  poverty  were  unaUs  to  give  their 
children  that  secular  instractba  which  it 
was  for  the  happiness  of  the  children, 
and  for  the  hsippiness  of  society  that 
they  sbodd  have,  and  whidi  they  ought 
\a  wome^   TbsB  Om  Stale  sMd,  ^'I 
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^wui.  -*«  -*«»*  and  1  fiod  that 
\«4^  .»  'JM  teacbing  religion."  This 
«jufck  «tf  sAid,  and  he  found,  that 
ag  ->iuie-«^«**  orfered  by  the  right  hon. 
■v^J»ui  v2?ir  J-  Graham)  was  scooted 
■^  ^  KCtt  in  every  part  of  the  coun- 
■a«.  I'be  Gondosion,  therefore,  which 
{w  iiew  «>*•  ^^^^  ^  State  should  leave 
luc  teaching  of  religion  to  the  pastors  of 
ihe  varioos  secu,  and  con6ne  itself  to 
9^»aiar  instruction.  But  he  was  here 
oMi  by  an  objection,  where  he  did  not 
expect  it,  from  a  portion  of  the  religious 
world — namely,  who  said  we  can  make 
an  arrangement  which  will  be  quite  plea- ' 
tant  to  the  majority.  He  could  not  un«  | 
derstand  that.  If  he  was  to  make  any  ' 
compromise,  it  should  be  that  of  the  • 
right  hon.  Baronet,  and  he  would  make 
the  state  religion  be  taught.  He  should 
be  carrying  out  the  opinion  of  the  majo- 
rity  by  doing  so,  for  there  could  not  be  a 
doubt  that  the  Church  of  England  in 
England  comprised  an  enormous  majority 
of  the  population.  But  if  any  body 
doubted  it  let  him  look  to  the  return 
which  had  been  moved  for  by  the  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  Oxford  U  Diver- 
sity (Sir  R.  Inglis)  of  the  number  of 
marriages,  and  he  would  find  that  the 
Dissenters  married  were  in  proportion  to 
the  Churchmen  as  one  to  four  ;  but  if  he 
was  to  follow  out  the  principle  of  private 
judgment,  he  claimed  it  for  all  sects — for 
Jew,  Turk,  and  Deist,  and,  if  there  were 
such  a  being,  for  him  who  wai  of  no  reli- 
gion. If  that  was  denied  him,  he  went 
back  to  the  proposition  of  the  right  Hon. 
Baronet.  He  had  shown  then,  that  this 
religious  teaching  was  but  in  aid  of  all 
other  teaching,  and  that  they  did  not  lose 
by  allowing  it  to  be  taught  by  the  various 
sectaries  to  their  children,  but,  on  the 
contrary,  gained  by  adopting  that  course, 
the  benefit  of  the  principle  of  co-operation 
of  all  sorts  of  persons  as  well  as  a  healthy 
emulation.  Bnt  if,  on  the  contrary,  they 
gave  the  power  of  instruction  to  any  one 
Met,  then  they  were  sure  of  a  inappiib, 


snarlish  contention,  instead  of  a  gtntfoi 
emolatioo.  He  said,  then,  that  it  wat 
unjust  to  interfere  in  the  case  of  the  poor 
with  private  judgment,  and  as  unjust  at 
in  the  case  of  the  rich.  He  next  came  lo 
his  second  proposition,  that  in  any  com- 
munity in  which  there  were  various  sects, 
it  was  quite  clear  that  such  an  interfeieDce 
was  impolitic.  Supposing  they  had  not 
had  the  experience  of  the  last  few  weeks, 
this  was  clear;  and  then  did  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  believe  that  any  plan  of 
taxing  the  people  for  the  establialunent  of 
national  education  on  the  principles  of  the 
Church  of  England  could  be  viewed  with 
pleasure  and  complacency  1^  the  great 
body  of  the  people  ?  But  he  asked,  why 
raise  the  question  ?  What  mischief  was 
not  done  by  raising  it  ?  You  wanted  co- 
operation— you  wanted  to  instruct  the 
people.  How  were  you  to  gain  co-operm- 
tion  ?  By  giving  no  offence.  Yon  would 
give  no  offence  if  you  would  put  all 
parlies  on  an  equality  on  a  matter  on 
which  you  had  no  right  to  say  that  you 
were  better  than  your  neighbour.  If  ever 
there  was  a  case  on  which  the  experiment 
might  have  been  made  with  safety*  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  had  that  case  before 
him.  What  was  it  ?  A  noble  Lord  (Lord 
Ashley)  had  drawn  a  picture  of  great 
misery  — >  horrible  ignorance  amongst  a 
large  portion  of  the  population.  The 
House  was  naturally  struck  by  the  de* 
scription  and  was  anxious  to  endeavour  to 
relieve  and  to  rescue  the  people.  All  the 
sympathies  of  the  House  were  raised  on 
the  part  of  the  children,  whose  lot  was 
principally  in  the  hands  of  the  Govern- 
ment,  and  if  ever  there  was  a  case  in 
which  that  sympathy  would  have  reached 
out  of  doors  and  have  influenced  Church- 
men as  well  as  Dissenters  that  was  the 
case.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  h^ 
tried  the  experiment.  If  he  (Mr.  Roe* 
buck)  were  to  point  to  the  scenes  which 
had  been  described  by  the  noble  Lord 
(Lord  Ashley)  on  a  former  occasion,  he 
would  go  over  them  again,  but  he  could 
not  give  expression,  as  the  noble  Lord 
had  done,  to  the  dreadful  darkness  of  that 
ignorance  which  prevailed,  or  the  mischiefs 
which  it  entailed  on  the  moral  and  phy- 
sical condition  of  the  poor  of  this  coantry. 
Ifi  however,  he  were  an  orator,  he  would 
attempt  again  to  depict  those  facts,  in 
order  to  make  clear  before  the  House  the 
horrible  scenes  which  the  noble  Lord  had 
•    And  why  would  he  do  so| 
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Whyi  to  show  the  favourable  cireum- 
stances  under  which  the  right  hon.  Baro- 
net might  have  brought  forward  a  measure 
based  on  just  principles.  If  beforehand 
he  had  been  asked  what  would  be  the 
probable  consequences  or  course  of  pro- 
ceeding under  such  circumstances,  what 
should  he  have  said?  He  would  have 
said,  that  the  Church  should  have  been 
particularly  careful  to  abstain  from  all 
attempts  to  seize  upon  power ;  the  Church 
should  have  shown  no  desire  but  that  of 
co-operating  in  the  benevolent  and  en- 
larged principle  of  humanity  on  which 
the  noble  Lord  had  acted.  The  Church  like 
that  noble  Lord,  should  have  shown  itself 
above  all  petty  distinctions,  it  should  have 
shown  itself  the  friend  of  peace  and  good- 
will to  the  people.  The  Dissenters  should 
have  shown  themselves  above  all  sectarian 
principles,  or  at  least  above  those  disputes 
which  in  other  cases  might  be  stirred  up; 
they  should  throw  themselves  hand  and 
heart  in  zealous  co-operation  with  the 
Churchmen,  though  they  differed  from 
them  on  religious  points;  (hey  should 
have  shown  that  they  had  but  one  object 
in  view,  that  of  raising  the  manufacturing 
population  of  this  country  out  of  that 
ignorance  into  which  they  were  sunk. 
But  had  the  result  of  the  right  hon. 
Baronet*s  measure  answered  these  expect- 
ations ?  Had  the  Churchmen  on  the  one 
band  abstained  from  grasping  at  power? 
And  had  the  great  Dissenting  body  shown 
themselves  ready  to  participate  in  the 
benefits  which  they  might  have  been  in- 
strumental in  carrying  out  ?  He  thought 
he  had  shown  that  the  Church  was  de- 
sirous to  grasp  at  power — CM>.]  You 
cry  no ;  and  when  I  come  to  the  Dissenters 
I  shall  be  told  no,  by  hon.  Gentlemen  on 
this  side.  And  yet  I  say  with  regard  to 
the  Dissenters,  that  I  do  see  on  the  other 
hand  an  unwillingness  to  enter  into  any 
accommodation  expressed  by  the  Dissent- 
ing body  a  cry  of  no  surrender.  They 
would  not  attempt  to  enter  into  a  discus- 
sion, and  they  said  of  the  bill,  **  Though 
you  may  alter  and  amend  it  from  its 
commencement  to  its  last  section  — 
throw  out  the  bill — do  not  for  a  moment 
discuss  it."  That  was  the  feeling  ex- 
pressed  by  the  great  body  of  the  Dis- 
senters. If  he  thought  it  necessary, 
he  might  be  tempted  to  go  at  large 
into  this  view  of  the  case;  he  might 
show  that  whatever  might  be  the  wishes 
of  these  parties,  it  was  equally  clear  that 


the  immense  power  connected  with  the 
machinery  of  this  bill  was  thrown  into 
the  hands  of  the  Church.  There  were 
two  distinct  things  which  showed  a  want 
of  judgment  in  the  framing  of  this  mea- 
sure. It  was  founded  on  the  narrow 
basis  that  education  should  depend  upon 
the  accidental  circumstance,  or  test  of 
employment.  When  there  was  no  em- 
ployment there  was  to  be  no  instruction. 
It  was  a  partial  measure— it  was  not  for 
the  extension  of  education,  but  for  a 
system  of  education  dependent  on  the 
merest  chance  in  the  world  •— namely, 
that  of  employment.  So  far  then  the 
measure  was  defective  in  the  first  place,— 
it  rested  on  a  narrow  basis— on  a  narrow 
principle  of  education,  dependent  on  a 
test,  that  test  l>eing  employment,  and  did 
not  apply,  moreover,  to  the  first  eight 
year  of  the  child's  life.  In  the  next 
place,  the  working  of  the  machinery  was 
thrown  into  the  hands  of  Churchmen. 
First,  from  the  Secretary  of  State  to  the 
very  teachers,  they  must  t>e  members  of 
the  Church  of  England.  The  Secretary 
of  State  was  a  portion  of  the  machinery 
— Privy  Councillors  in  the  same  way — 
and  then  came  the  teachers — [Hear]. 
What,  must  they  not  also  be  of  the 
Church  of  England  by  the  bill?  Was 
not  the  instruction  to  be  given  by  teachers 
of  the  Church  of  England  ?  Was  not 
the  appointment  of  the  teachers  depend- 
ent on  the  bishops  of  the  Church  of 
England  ?  They  could  not  stir  a  step  in 
the  bill  but  they  met  with  some  wonderful 
attempt  on  the  forbearance  of  the  people. 
He  should  show  that  in  a  moment. 
Supposing  a  child  to  gain  the  ill-will 
of  any  of  the  persons  connected  with  the 
school  or  of  the  teacher;  he  could  not 
come  to  school,  he  could  not  work,  there- 
fore he  could  not  get  his  bread,  so  that 
they  made  the  life's  blood  of  the  child 
depend  on  his  creed,  and  might  not  that 
be  a  matter  of  daily  occurrence?  They 
were,  in  fact,  employing  the  bill  as  a  test 
of  the  religious  l>elief  of  the  community, 
and  were  about  to  create  distinctions 
among  them  as  a  means  of  earning  their 
bread.  The  grand  faults  of  the  bill  were, 
that  it  went  first  on  a  narrow  basis,  and 
next  on  a  sectarian  basis ;  and  when  he 
saw  this  narrow,  gprasping  disposition  ma- 
nifested  on  one  side,  and  on  the  other  a 
feeling  so  averse  to  conciliation  that  con- 
ciliation would  not  be  listened  to,  he  had 
no  hopes  of  the  measure.    The  Govern. 
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■■Dt  woubl  do  witel;  ia  pvUiBg  ifaa»- 1 
ttlvn  at  the  bead  of  pablie  opinus,  umI 
IB  Ktiii{  H  iu  gnide,  and  wN  iu  IbUower, 
in  thoiniig  ibraMdvM  ■bote  Mcunaa  i 
fatliagi,  uid  in  Mttiog  a  gnat  ezanple  of  | 
foriiemrBnoe  and  lc4cnUM>a.  The  Gorera.  j 
meat  ought  to  abow  that  it  had  what  he  , 
■hould  caU  a  Catboiie  [etling — ibat  it  al< 
Itmed  iiialf  not  to  be  laflaeDCcd  by  any 
futj,  petty  faction,  but  that  ia  tts  wide  , 
benevolence  it  iroald  tench  what  it  conU) ' 
with  tafety,  and  aay  to  all  cmtciidiag 
•ecta,  "  leach  yonr  religion  aa  yon  are 
able  ;  each  Mctariao  coote  and  leach  hia 
own  pecaliar  leneta ;  let  there  be  no  '  let 
or  hlDdrance '  to  any  one  to  teadi.  All  < 
«e  do  ia  to  pie))are  the  children  for  yon 
to  coable  tbem  to  uadentand  loeh  neli- 
gioui  inatrnctioD."  To  the  Cfaaich  it 
■hould  lay.  "Your  miniaten  are  many 
and  nighty,  cone  and  aid  ni  in  oar 
teaching  ;  bat  do  not  intcrfefe."  To  the 
DiMcnler  it  ahonld  lay,  "  Teach  the 
cbildrrn  for  their  eternal  welfafc;  bnt 
while  I  an  endeaTOnring  to  aaaiat  the  nn- 
Cortiuiaia  pofcnt  noride  to  iutmct  hia 
child  aa  be  ooght  to  be  iottrucied,  while  1 
am  panning  that  benaTolent  pnrpoM.  and 
doing  my  duty,  aa  a  Lcgialaturc  do  not 
interfile,  bat  follow  in  my  iiefM."  If  the 
Legidaian  would  do  thai,  it  would  pton 
wbat  it  ooght  to  ba,  tba  iMder,  the  gaide, 
aitd  ioMrvdor  of  the  people,  and  not  one 
that  bunicd  after  ptiUio  opinioo,  bat  in  it* 
own  opinion  would  guide,  direct,  control. 
He  nouUI  han  tfaa  right  hov.  Buonei  at 
the  bead  of  ber  Hajeaty'*  Oovemmeat 
Mpire  to  tbat  high  poaition,  and  Id  Urma 
aiwl  language  better  thaa  ha  coald  employ, 
•ay  to  the  conotrT,  "follow  in  the  right 
patb,  where  complete  unabackled  ftaedom 
direcia  you — be  yoa  a  wiae  and  patient 
follower."  He  believed  that  the  opinion 
of  tlia  people  of  thii  country  would  bear 
tltem  out  in  puraaing  such  b  conrte  ;  ha 
believed  lliat  the  country  would  aay  that 
ihcy  Ht  a  wiae  csample  ai  legiiJator*  and 
would  HippoTt  them.  Tlterefore,  withiug 
to  Ileal  all  difTerencea — witbiog  U>  ioairuct 
and  |{uide  the  people  in  all  that  related 
totlwir  lamporal  welfare,  wiibing  to  cail 
no  obttrucuon  in  tlie  way  of  instruction, 
but  (o  aid  and  awiit  the  teacher,  he  (hould 
uk  ibe  Houfe  to  come  to  the  retolution 
wliicb  he  abould  now  conclude  with 
rooTing : — 

"That  Id  no  plan  of  rduoUon  mainuined 
and  rnforoed  by  Urn  Slate,  sbouM  any  auerapl 
be  Bade  u  ineulcite  pecnliar  religioua  opin- 


tt  ■pMiatilf  of  •■•  «aci 
OTci  au  oamt^  lac  ■■■■imTiii  and  Miifa  aU 
ready  — *;*'■];  iTng  digrnnt  nli^ioi  dB> 
DOMinatioM    wonld    tharcby    anbipcfly    be 
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that  under  any  eircaaiitancei,  or  cm  any 
oceation,  I  ahoold  be  conpetoM  to  IbUaw 
the  hou.  and  lenmed  Gentlemnn  who  hna 
juat  reanmed  bia  Hat,  thtongfa  iha  pbiio. 
topbical  disqaiaitkM  ia  wUch  be  baa 
broagbt  before  tbe  Hooae,  with  tbat  pcr- 
■picuitj  which  be  ao  renukafaly  cshilMta, 
the  aubject  of  cdocation ;  bat,  at  pecaeM 
1  am  placed  noder  an  addilio«al  dind> 
ranUge,  for,  I  mot  coofeas  la  lb*  ban. 
and  teamed  Member,  that  1  did  ■otaks' 
gethei  espect  tbat  his  moiioa  woald  com* 
on  this  creaieg ;  and  I  matt  frankly  lell 
the  House,  tbat  ray  variona  premins  mo- 
cations  have  pcevenlnd  me  from  b 
that  attention  on  ibis  propaaitioa  « 
tbe  fast  importaaea  of  tba  sabjoet  ra- 
qiirea.  Tbe  hon.  and  learned  Gwls— 
at  tbe  eommeneement  of  what  ba  ad- 
dressed to  the  Hooae,  made  twoimportant 
adnisaioas.  He  said,  tbat  thm  waa  aa 
abstract  reaolnlion,  aod  ibtt  tbe  matler 
which  it  contained,  was  svnwadeil  witk 
great  praeticel  diffienlties.  Nov,  aa 
abstract  reaolaiioa  of  this  natara  aeeie 
sarily  carries  with  it,  if  adopted,  ooos^ 
qnences  of  vast  importaDce,  aitd  1  shall 
consider  it  my  dnty  to  resin  tho  molntton 
which  is  propoied.  I  am  bound  to  bdieva 
from  ths  assurance  which  Ibe  boo.  and 
learned  Gentleman  gave  to  tha  Hoom, 
that  it  is  far  from  his  inteatioo  by  tha 
present  resolution,  to  prqadica  a  praeiical 
measure  which  1  have  sabmiiled  to  the 
House,  which  is  now  oo  tbe  Table  which 
has  been  partly  cooudeted,  the  pfioctple 
of  which  has  beca  ado(Med,  and  tba 
details  of  which  only  remain  for  discuMion. 
I  tm  saliified  that  whatever  nay  be  tbe 
intention  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man, yet  tbe  House  not  being  to-night 
prepared  forlbediscasiionof tbtimeaenre 
I  should  do  in6nile  injustice  to  tbe  subfact, 
which  has  hitberto  been  treated  with  r^ 
matkable  Ibrbearanca,  if  I  proceeded 
prematurely  to  tbe  deCenca  of  ita  provi- 
sions. Tlierefore,  I  ahall  not  Mlow  the 
I  boa.  ud  learned  Oentkman  ihrooffa  aU 
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that  part  of  his  speech  in  which  he  parti- 
cularly dealt  with  the  bill  to  which  I  have 
referred.  But  I  must,  in  justice  to  myself 
and  to  the  Govemment,  set  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  right  upon  one  or  two 
material  points.  He  has  treated  the 
measure  as  if  it  were  propounded  by  the 
Government  as  a  scheme  of  national  and 
general  education.  Now,  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman will  do  me  the  justice  to  remember 
—and  I  am  sure  the  House  will  agree 
with  me  in  what  I  say — that  I  speci6cally 
guarded  the  Government  against  that 
construction.  1  distinctly  said,  that  the 
measure  never  was  intended  as  a  scheme 
of  national  education ;  that  it  was  meant 
to  grapple  with  difficulties  confined  within 
certain  limits,  which  are  specified  by  the 
bill  itself;  which  are  limits  not  now 
newly  invented  or  discovered,  but  which 
have  been  already  laid  down  and  marked 
out  by  the  wisdom  of  Parliament.  I 
proposed  to  deal  with  that  portion  only  of 
education,  which  in  this  country  is  com- 
pulsory by  law  as  a  condition  of  the 
employment  of  children  in  the  three  great 
branches  of  our  staple  manufactures,  I 
mean  our  cotton,  woollen,  and  flax  manu- 
factures. In  my  bill  I  propose  somewhat 
to  extend  this  plan  to  the  silk,  and 
possibly  to  some  other  trades;  but  I 
distinctly  stated  to  the  House  that  which 
I  now  beg  to  repeat,  that  I  did  not  propose 
a  scheme  of  education  to  be  applied  to 
the  nation  at  large*  as  the  hon.  and  learned 
Genrleman  has  contended,  but  that  I  made 
the  proposition  only  as  an  amendment  of 
the  existing;  system,  in  respect  of  the 
quality  of  the  education  which  the  State 
now  provides  as  a  condition  to  the  employ* 
ment  of  children.  As  a  specimen  of  the 
inaccuracy  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman,  if  he  will  pardon  me  for  so 
saying,  I  may  refer  to  the  observation 
which  he  made,  that  the  bill  is  framed 
with  the  exclusive  spirit  of  a  churchman 
in  every  minute  detail,  and  be  says  that 
the  whole  machinery  must  belong  to,  and 
must  fall  into,  the  hands  of  churchmen ; 
and  he  begins  with  the  highest  offices, 
and  says,  first  of  all,  that  the  Secretary 
of  State  must  be  a  churchman.  Now,  it 
so  happens  that  there  is,  at  this  moment 
one  of  her  Majesty's  Secretaries  of  State 
(the  Earl  of  Aberdeen)  who  is  a  Presby- 
terian. Next,  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  says,  that  the  Privy  councillors 
must  be  Churchmen.  There  is,  however, 
now  present  a  remarkable  exception  in 


the  person  of  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  who  sits  opposite  (Mr.  Sheil) 
who  is  not  a  member  of  the  Church  of 
England ;  but,  who,  nevertheless,  by  bis 
learning  and  ability,  has    risen  to  the 
position  of  a  Privy  Councillor.     These 
are  specimens  of  errors  into  which  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  in  his  zeal 
of  attack,  has  been  led.     I  may  observe, 
also,  that  some  of  the  topics  which  he  has 
introduced  into  his  speech  have  no  imme- 
diate bearing  upon  my  bill.     He  spoke  of 
the  force  of  public  opinion,  of  the  influ- 
ence of  domestic  habits,  of  various  sanc- 
tions more  binding  than  school  discipline, 
in  training  and  educating  youth.     He 
said,  that  religion  was  one  of  these  sanc- 
tions, and  I.say,  and  with  deference,  that  I 
consider  it  the  first  and  most  important 
of  all ;  and  although  this  country  at  the 
present  moment  is  disturbed  by  the  heat 
of  religious  dissension,  yet  I  do  believe 
that  upon  this,  the  cardinal  point,  there  is 
a  strong— an  almost  universal — concur- 
rence of  opinion,  that  education,  to  be 
sound,  to  be  safe,  nay,  to  be  oseful,  must 
be  based  on  a  knowledge  of  the  scriptures. 
Churchmen  differ  from  the  Dissenters  upon 
the  precise  doctrines    to  be  inculcated, 
we  differ  with  respect  to  the  judgment  to 
be  formed,  but  we  agree  that  the  distin- 
guishing mark  of  Protestantism  in  this 
country  is   perfect   freedom  of  private 
judgment;  and  entertaining  Ibis  opiaioo, 
speaking  generally,  I  affirm,  that  both 
Churchmen  and  Dissenters  are  equally 
desirous  that  the  private  judgment  should 
be  formed  when  a  man  arrives  at  the  ma* 
turity  of  discernment  upon  an  early  know^ 
ledge  of  the  scriptures  as  taught  in  shools« 
The  hon.  and  learned  Member  will  excuse 
me  if  I  call  his  attention  to  what  I  must 
say  appears  to  me  an  error  in  fact  on  the 
face  of  this  resolution.    It  is  comprised 
in  the  first  line  and  a  half  of  the  motion. 
That  which  we  are  called  on  to  affirm  is, 
"  That  in  no  plan  of  education,  maintained 
and  enforced  by  the  State,  should  any 
attempt  be  made  to  inculcate  peculiar  re« 
ligious  opinions.''    What  follows  is  matter 
of  reasoning,  and  the  point  and  real  pith 
of  the  resolution  consists  in  the  word 
*' peculiar.''     If   the    hon.  and  learned 
Member  would  put  to  the  House  a  resolu- 
tion excluding  the  word   "  peculiar,"  I 
9m  satisfied  that  an  overwhelming  ma- 
jority, not  only  of  this  House,  but  of  this 
great  commnnity,  will  be  found  arrayed 
against  it ;  for  I  am  sure  that  tha  vast 
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majority  of  the  people  of  this  coanlry  are 
prepared  to  negative  the  assertion  ''  that 
in  no  plan  of  education  maintained  and 
enforced  by  the  State  should  any  attempt 
be  made  to  inculcate  religious  opinions.** 
What  then  is  the  force  of  this  word  **  pe- 
culiar V  Having  dealt  with  the  proposi- 
tion of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman, 
I  will  proceed  to  his  reasoning:  and  it 
does  so  happen  that  there  are  two  in- 
stances in  the  United  Kingdom  which 
completely  negative  the  induction  which 
this  motion  seeks  to  establish.  In  Scot- 
land it  does  so  happen  that,  with  the 
greatest  possible  advantage,  with  the 
greatest  possible  harmony,  the  State  does 
impart  to  the  people  peculiar  religious  in- 
struction; and  this  is  a  circumstance 
which,  to  a  great  extent,  negatives  all  the 
reasoning  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man ;  b^use,  so  far  from  discord  raging, 
though  they  do  qnarrel  in  that  country 
upon  points  of  discipline  with  respect  to 
their  Church,  perfect  unanimity  prevails 
with  regard  to  doctrinal  instruction.  In 
every  parish  there  is  a  school,  which  is 
superintended  by  the  minister  of  the  pa- 
risn,  and  whatever  doubt  there  may  be 
with  respect  to  any  other  part  of  the  dis- 
cipline of  the  Church  of  Scotland,  it  is 
universally  admitted  that  the  parish  school 
system  is  a  great  ornament  and  a  great 
blessing  to  that  country,  and  is  highly 
conducive  to  the  civilization  as  well  as  the 
welfare  of  its  industrious  people.  This 
circumstance,  therefore,  refutes  part  of  the 
argument  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man. The  attempt,  however,  has  been 
made  in  another  part  of  the  kingdom  to 
avoid  the  evil  which  it  is  said  is  likely  to 
arise  from  the  inculcation  of  peculiar  re- 
ligious instruction.  An  attempt  has  been 
made  in  Ireland  to  avoid  this  difficulty, 
and  to  teach  scriptural  religion  without 
imparting  peculiar  doctrines.  I  will  not 
here  pronounce  an  opinion  on  the  succeu 
of  this  experiment;  but  it  has  failed  to 
produce  concord  and  religious  peace.  I 
do  not  wish  to  follow  these  two  points  fur- 
ther, but  they  occur  to  me  as  afibrding  a 
strong  illustration  of  the  fallacy  of  the 
arguments  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man. The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
said  that  religion  had  been  at  alt  times 
used  as  an  incentive  to  knowledge,  by 
reason  of  the  excitement  which  it  pro. 
duces.  I  say  that  when  a  human  being 
k>elieves  in  the  great  truths  of  Christianity, 
that  which  touclies  his  eternal  interest  will 


excite  much  deeper  feelings  than  that 
which  is  limited  to  his  temporal  ooocenu ; 
but  Legislators  in  directing  the  operatioQ 
of  those  truths  should  bear  in  mind  that 
they  are  not  the  means  of  excitement; 
they  are  the  blessed  means  of  eternal  sal- 
vation.    The  hon.  and  learned  Member 
says,  that  the  measure  of  the  Oovemment, 
to  which  he  has  particularly  referred,  sa- 
vours of   preference  to  what  he  tenni 
"  one  sect,**  for  that  is  the  expression  aaed 
in  the  resolution.     I  beg  to  state  to  the 
House  what  I  strongly  feel  on  this  subject. 
I  am  sincerely  attached  to  the  Church  of 
England.     It  is  established  by  law,  and, 
being  so  established,  has  obtained  a  pre- 
ference at  the  hands  of  the  Legislature ; 
but  I  never  can  forget  that  the  principles 
of  toleration    are    also  established  and 
sanctioned  by  law;  and  the  moment  it 
became  my  duty  to  deal  with  a  scheme  of 
compulsory   education,    and    the  bill  it 
strictly  so  limited,  from  that  moment  I  felt 
it  my  duty  to  endeavour  to  combine  the 
two  principles  of  respect  for  the  claims  of 
the  Established  Church  on  the  one  hand^ 
and  of  equal  respect  for  the  conscien- 
tious scruples  of  Dissenters  on  the  other. 
The  hon.    and  learned    Member,  and  I 
am  afrakl   the  Dissenters  both  in   and 
out  of  the  House,  are  not  satisfied  with 
the  term   toleratbn,  but  they  contend 
for  the    principle  of    perfect  oqoality. 
Now,  I  do  think  that  while  the  Choich 
of  England  remains  established,  the  pre- 
ference must  be  given  in  favour  of  that 
Establishment,    and    I    am   entitled  to 
argue  the  case  thus :  I  will  put  the  caae 
that  there  is  a  school  established,  which 
is  presided   over  by  one  master;  (I  as- 
sume, for  the  reasons  which  I  have  al- 
ready stated,   that   it  is   the  imperative 
duty  of  the  Legislature  to  adopt  a  sys- 
tem of  education   by    which   the  Scrip- 
tures must  be  taught)  there  being,  then, 
children  of  Churchmen,  professing  the 
religion  favoured  by  the   State,  and   it 
being  necessary  that  the  Scriptures  should 
be  taught,   the  question  remains — every 
care  being  taken  that  no  particular  tenet 
on  which  any  doctrinal  difference  exists 
shall  be  inculcated,  and  it  being  necea- 
sary  also  that  the  master   shall  be  of 
some  creed — is  it  too  much  to  ask  that 
the  creed    professed   by  the  master  shall 
be  the  creed  of  the  EsUblished  Church  7 
1  say   that  as  a  Minister  of  the  Crown 
— that    Crown   being   the   head  of  the 
Church  established  by  law,  I  sbonld  be- 
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tray  my  duty  if  I  made  any  concession 
on  this  point.  Conscientiously  I  cannot 
do  it — as  a  Minister  I  believe  it  would 
not  be  consistent  with  my  duty— as  a 
Member  of  Parliament  1  should  not  be 
true  to  my  private  judgment.  To  every 
security  that  can  be  given,  or  can  be 
asked,  where  education  is  compulsory^ 
to  prevent  the  undue  inculcation  of  pe- 
cuhar  tenets,  I  think  the  Dissenter  is 
fairly  entitled,  and  such  securities  shall 
have  my  cordial  support.  Nor  have  I 
shown  myself  unwilling  to  make  conces- 
sion for  that  object.  The  Roman  Ca- 
tholics object  to  the  reading  of  the  au- 
thorised version  of  the  Scriptures;  they 
have  conscientious  scruples  on  the  point, 
and  it  has  been  thought  necessary  to 
admit  such  scruples.  But  on  the  part 
of  the  great  body  of  Dissenters,  so  far 
from  their  objecting  to  free  access  being 
had  to  the  Scriptures,  I  do  not  believe 
that  they  would  be  satisfied  with  any 
system  of  education  which  debarred  them 
from  their  free  use.  The  whole  diffi- 
culty turns  on  this  point;  can  you  find 
security  against  the  undue  inculcation  of 
peculiar  tenets,  if  the  master  shall  pro- 
fess the  religion  of  the  Established 
Church  ?  I  believe  that  my  bill  provides 
sufficient  security.  I  shall  be  ready  to 
discuss  that  point  when  the  measure 
shall  be  in  committee ;  but  I  do  not  think 
it  advisable  to  dwell  further  upon  it  now. 
I  should  be  grieved  if  anything  that  I 
have  now  said  should  aggravate  the  diffi- 
culties of  the  question,  when  it  shall  be 
brought  forward.  I  am  anxious  to  discuss 
it  in  the  most  frank  and  cordial  spirit ; 
but  I  must  repeat  to  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  that  by  forcing  on  this  discus- 
sion, on  the  present  occasion,  he  has  much 
increased  the  difficulties  of  the  future 
consideration  of  the  measure,  and  has,  I 
must  say,  offered  some  obstruction  to  its 
further  progress.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  says,  that  he  was  forcibly  struck 
with  a  statement  made  by  my  noble 
Friend,  the  Member  for  Dorsetshire  (Lord 
Ashley)  when  he  enlarged  upon  the  gross 
unhappy,  and  heathenish  ignorance  which 
prevails  among  the  lower  classes  in  some 
parts  of  the  manufacturing  districts.  The 
desultory  and  uncombined  efforts  of 
Churchmen  and  Dissenters,  have  not 
been  sufficient,  to  prevent  this  un- 
happy state  of  things.  The  safety  of 
the  community  demands  that  some  at- 
tempt should  be  made  to  penetrate 
VOL.  LXIX.    {J^} 


the  darkness  which  prevails.  I  should 
have  neglected  my  duty  if  I  had  not 
called  upon  the  Legislature  to  sanction  a 
combined  effort  to  attain  so  desirable  an 
object.  Whatever  may  be  the  result  of 
the  attempt,  I,  for  one,  shall  not  regret 
that  it  has  been  made.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  has  made  use  of  an 
expression  which  is  extremely  happy  in 
itself,  and  which  has  fully  conveyed  to  the 
House  my  feelings  upon  this  subject;  be 
said  that  the  Legislature,  as  a  Legislature, 
should  be  the  guide  of  the  people,  and 
that  we  should  endeavour  to  lead  them  the 
right  way.  That  is  exactly  what  I  hold 
to  be  the  duty  of  the  House.  We  are 
bound  to  guide  the  people  and  to  lead 
them  in  the  way  that  they  should  go. 
Upon  this  subject  the  immortal  Hooker 
has  truly  said : — 

*'  There  is  a  politic  use  of  religioo.  Men 
feariDg  God  are  thereby  a  great  deal  more  ef- 
fectually than  by  positive  laws,  restrained  from 
doing  evil,  for  these  laws  have  no  further 
power  than  over  our  outward  actions  only : 
whereas  unto  men's  inward  cogitations,  unto 
the  privy  intents  and  motions  of  their  hearts, 
religion  serveth  for  a  bridle.  What  more  sa- 
vage, wild,  and  cruel  than  man,  if  he  see  him- 
self able  either  by  fraud  to  over-reach,  or  by 
power  to  overbear  the  laws  whereunto  he 
should  be  subject?  Wherefore,  in  so  great 
boldness  to  offend^  it  behoveth  that  the  worikl 
should  be  held  in  awe,  not  by  a  vain  surmise, 
but  by  a  true  apprehension  of  somewhat,  which 
no  man  may  think  himself  able  to  withstand; 
and  this  is  the  politic  use  of  religion." 

I  say,  that  if  you  would  restrain  the 
people  from  the  commission  of  crime,  it 
must  be  by  such  means.  But  I  do  not 
believe,  that  any  exertions  of  man,  or  of 
human  knowledge,  can  succeed,  if  we 
neglect  that  which  is  the  great  guide  to 
truth,  I  mean  the  Holy  Scriptures;  and  I 
am  satisfied  that  in  England,  whosoever 
attempts  to  proceed  on  the  assumption 
that  the  people  of  this  country  could  be 
educated  without  the  aid  of  the  Scriptures, 
and  that  it  would  be  wise  to  exclude  the 
Scriptures  from  a  system  of  national  edu- 
cation, would  commit  the  grossest  error. 
I  may  have  erred  in  the  mode  of  carrying^ 
out  my  views ;  at  the  right  time  I  shall 
be  prepared  to  enter  into  a  discussion 
upon  that  point ;  but,  for  reasons  which  I 
have  already  frankly  stated,  I  am  bound 
to  assure  the  House  that  it  is  impossible 
for  me  to  assent  to  this  resolution :  and  I 
hope  the  House  will  agree  with  me  in  this 
view.  I  do  not  think  that  the  resolution 
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ift  McccTUt  ID  poiDi  of  fact — that  it  viil 
be  [yjlii'^  to  kZTtt  to  it — that  ii  od  be 
pr«c  ticaliy  carried  ooL  It  it  certainly  at 
vifurice  «ilh  the  pro(#o»Jtioo  vhich  1 
have  iubmitled  to  tbe  Houie,  bat  it  ii  not 
on  that  ground  that  1  propose  to  reject 
it;  f  reject  it  oo  tlie  grouodi  put  by  the 
hon.  aod  learned  Member  himieif — that 
it  if  ao  aUtract  propotitioD-— ao  ab«tract 
propoiitioQ  fraught  with  great  piactical 
coiifequeoces,  aod  my  belief  is,  that  those 
cobsequerices  would  be  injurious  to  the 
country.  Eniertainiog  this  opinion,  1  am 
bound  to  meet  tlie  motioo  iiiiL  a  direct 
negative. 

Mr.  Sheil :  The  Roman  Catholic  po- 
pulation of  this  country  is  already  so  con. 
i»id«'rable«  tlie  Irish  immigration  into  the 
failory  districts  is  so  great,  that  being  a 
member  of  that  Church,  to  which  there 
exists  in  this  country  a  tendency  to  revert, 
I  think  myself  not  unauthorised  to  take 
part  in  a  discussion,  with  which  the  menu 
of  the  Factory  Bill  are  so  intimately  con- 
nected, I  frankly  acknowledge,  tliat  con- 
sidering the  difficulties  with  which  the 
Gofcrnment  have  to  contend  in  leference 
to  all  rjuestions  relating  to  the  Roman 
^*aiholic  religion,  a  concession  by  no 
means  unimportant  has  been  made  to  us. 
ft  is  not  rendered  imperative  on  Catholic 
children  to  read  and  to  learn  the  au- 
thorised version  of  the  Scriptures,  as  we 
entertain  the  opinion  that  the  sacred  writ- 
iii{;s  ought  not  to  be  used  at  a  school 
book,  that  the  rudiments  of  literature 
ou(;lit  not  to  be  taught  through  its  inter- 
VMition,  that  ao  irreverent  familiarity  with 
hfily  writ  may  lead  to  ita  degradation; 
that  tho  perusal  of  the  bill,  unaccompanied 
with  that  interpretation  which  our  Church 
has  from  the  earliest  foundation  of  Chris- 
tianity, as  wc  conceive,  put  upon  passages 
which  arc  either  obscure  or  doubtful,  is  not 
judicious,  and  that  the  unqualified  exer- 
t'nc  of  the  right  of  private  judgment  must 
coiuiucti  to  error,  as  we  hold  besides,  that 
farts  are  recorded  in  the  history  of  an  cx- 
Cf:cdingly  carnal  |)Coplc,  which  it  can  an- 
swer no  useful  pur|K)sc  to  bring  within  the 
co(;nizauce  of  childhood,  and  from  uhich 
moi|«*Hty  should  instinctively  turn  away, — 
thcki.*,  I  say,  being  our  sentiments  upon  a 
qiiffitioii  of  much  controversy,  though 
diflcriiig  from  our  view,  you  have  been 
sufli(:i«!iilly  just  to  make  allowance  for 
whut  you  r(iiiKiili*r  to  hi*  our  rniittakc  in 
tliiH  rr^iinl ;  inid  nolwiihslaiiding  that  ui 
tiiH  (ouniry  there  prevails  a  very  opp<isite 


opinjoB,  although  it  has  been  «ade  a  ponl 
of  Protestant  honour,  that  wiibout  dw- 
tjnctioo  of  age»  of  sex,  or  cticuBtiaace, 
the  tacred  wntingt  shall  every  where,  aid 
by  every  body,  be  iodiscnasiaalely  ptrated» 
you  have  t2tken  car  coaacientiost  diflk«l* 
tiet  into  account,  and  have  not  iotitled 
that  against  the  will  of  Roman  CathoUe 
parents,  their  children  shall  be  tub^ted 
to  the  compulsory  acquisition  of  eleaeBt- 
ary  knowledge  through  the  mediua  of 
holy  writ.  That  ooocestaoa  having  beea 
made,  1  own,  that  bearing  in  mind  the  ■•• 
calculable  impoftance  of  applying  a  re- 
medy to  the  evils  which  retalt  from  the 
ignorance  which  is  taboutted  to  prevad  is 
the  factory  districu,  1  felt  that  the  mea- 
tore  proposed  by  her  Majesty's  f ^vera- 
ment  oaght  not  to  be  resitted  od  any  light 
and  trivial  ground,  that  it  ought  uot  U>  be 
made  the  subject  of  a  mere  political  or 
sectarian  struggle,  and  that  a  perverse  ia- 
genuity  in  devising  arguments  against  il, 
ought  not  to  be  indulged.  I  asked  myself 
whether  there  was  any  real  practical  evil 
to  be  apprehended  by  those  who  are  aoi 
in  communion  with  the  establiahmeat,  and 
I  was  anxious,  if  possible,  that  my  ova 
judgment  should  yield  an  acquietceaoe  to 
the  reasons  which  were  urged  in  favour  of 
the  scheme  propounded  in  its  amelioiated 
form,  by  the  right  hoo.  Bacooet.  It  m 
matter  to  me  (^  unaffected  r^;fet,  that 
after  giving  the  plan  the  best  contideratioa 
in  my  power,  J  have  not  been  able  U» 
arrive  at  a  conclution  favourable  to  the 
measure ;  for  while  I  aai  aware  that  the 
professors  of  my  religion  are  exempt 
from  the  neceuity  of  receiving  iottructioiit 
in  the  tacred  writings  in  a  form  to  which 
they  object,  1  feel,  in  the  first  place,  that 
an  unnecestary  and  therefore  illegitimate 
predominance  wat  given  to  the  Church, 
and  that  it  was  my  duly  to  look  to  the 
Government  plan,  not  merely  with  re(sr- 
euce  to  the  manner  in  which  my  own  ia« 
dividual  religion  was  affected,  but  to  the 
general  usefulness  of  the  scheme,  to  ita 
compatibility  with  the  principles  of  reli- 
gious liberty,  the  maintenance  of  which 
is  as  important  as  the  diffusion  of  know, 
ledge.  Not  only  is  the  Board  constituted 
in  such  a  way  as  to  deprive  Distenten, 
although  a  majority  of  the  rate-payers,  of 
their  just  share  of  iuHuence,  but  the  mat- 
ter of  the  school,  by  whom  the  Scriptures 
are  to  be  taught,  must  lie  fx  neceuUate 
a  inemlM:r  of  ihc  Church.  Now,  if  it  be 
right  that  Catholics  should  be  exempted 
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from  the  necessity  of  reading  the  Scrip- 
tures  at  all,    is    it  just  that  Dissenters 
should    be    exempted     from    instruction 
through  the  medium  of  an  episcopal  dele- 
gate, in  the  Scriptures,  of  which  the  ex- 
position  is  confided  to  him.     The  right 
hon.  Baronet  took  a  distinction  between 
expounding  and  interpreting,  but  it  is  of 
a  character  so  subtile  that  no  ordinary 
casuist  could  have  struck  upon  it.     Not 
only  is  an  ascendency  given  to  the  Church 
against  which  a  not  unnatural  pride  on  the 
part  of  Dissenters  revolts,  but  opportuni- 
ties of  proselytism,  the  more  daneerous 
because  the  better  disguised,  are  afforded. 
The  more  accomplished,  the  more  skilful, 
the  more  zealous  the  churchman   is,  the 
more  likely  he  will  be  to  avail  himself  of 
the  facilities  with  which  he  will  be  obvi- 
ously supplied.     Would   the  right  hon. 
Baronet  permit  an  adroit,  persuasive  Ca- 
tholic to  teach  the  Scriptures  to  a  child 
in  whose  orthodoxy  he  felt  a  concern  ?    I 
very  much  doubt  it.     He  should,  there- 
fore excuse  Dissenters  for  objecting  to  the 
influence  with  which  men  will  be  endowed 
in    public    schools,    whose    dogmas  are 
almost  as  much  at  variance  with  those  of 
Dissenters  as  the  doctrines  of  the  Church 
of  Rome.     Putting  all  considerations  of 
the  progress  which  has  been  made  by  the 
dogmas  of  men  who,  to  the  honour  oi  Dr. 
Pusey,  are  designated  by  a  reference  to 
his  name,  there  is  so  signal  a  difference 
between  the  opinions  of  Dissenters  and 
those  of  genuine  Churchmen   upon   the 
doctrine  of  succession  and  the  power  of 
the  priesthood  founded  on  the  Scriptures, 
that  if  there  were  nothing  else,  it  would 
afford  a  reason  for  objection.    The  Bishop 
of  Exeter,  who  is  not,   1  believe,  as  yet 
attached  to  the  Oxonian  school  of  Theology, 
has,  in   his  charge,  claimed  prerogatives 
and  powers  as  great  as  any  to  which  the 
most  absolute    prelate    of     the    ancient 
Churci)  could  put  in  his  title.     If  even  to 
(he  assumptions  of  that  conspicuous  Pon- 
tiff a  Dissenter  might  reasonably  object, 
the  spread  of  Puseyism  must  awaken  an  a 
fortiori  fear.    It  is  notorious  that  although 
the  external  aspect  of  the   Church    re- 
mains superficially  the  same,  it   has  un- 
dergone a  great  mternal   change.     Men 
of    distinguished    talent,    of   exemplary 
lives,  of  great  learning  and   piety,  have 
from  motives  the  best  and  purest,  made  an 
eloquent  announcement  of  opinions,  in  more 
strict  conformity  with  the  tenets   of  the 
Catholic  church  than  with  the  principles 


of  the  Reformation.  Those  opinions  have 
been  adopted  by  laymen  highly  born  and 
bred^  remarkable  for  their  proficiency  in 
literature,  for  the  gracefulness  of  their 
minds,  and  their  persuasive  manners.  The 
new,  or  rather  the  revived  doctrines  have 
made  great  way  among  the  clergy,  who 
have  begun  to  display  the  zeal,  the  energy, 
the  devotedness  and  enthusiasm  by  which 
the  missionaries  of  that  church  to  which 
they  have  approximated,  are  distinguished. 
As  yet  these  tenets  have  perhaps  made  no 
considerable  progress  among  the  mass  of 
the  people,  but  for  the  people  those  tenets 
possess  great  allurements.  If  Protestant- 
ism, says  Madame  de  Stael,  appeals  to 
the  understanding,  Catholicism  addresses 
itself  to  the  heart.  How  largely  have  the 
Puseyites  borrowed  from  that  portion  of 
our  religious  system,  which  truth  exalts, 
consoles,  which  raises  us  above  the  sphere 
of  ordinary  thinking,  chases  despair  from 
anguish,  restores  to  us  "  the  loved,  the  lost, 
the  distant  and  the  dead,"  pours  into 
minds  the  most  deeply  hurt  the  most  heal- 
ing balm,  ministers  to  the  loftiest  hope, 
and  awakens  those  imaginings,  which  to 
use  the  Miltonian  phrase,  ''  brings  all 
heaven  before  our  eyes."  Aware  of  the 
attractiveness  of  our  tenets,  those  who  te- 
gard  them  as  a  delusion,  not  unnaturally 
conceive  that  against  these  allurements, 
more  than  ordinary  caution  is  necessary^ 
and  tremble  at  the  influence  which  may 
be  exercised  with  so  much  facility  at  a 
period  of  life  when  the  first  and  the  most 
permanent  impressions  are  confessedly 
made  in  the  inculcation  of  doctrines  for 
which  they  conceive  that  no  scriptural 
sanction  can  be  adduced.  It  may  be  said 
that  their  apprehensions  are  ill  founded, 
and  that  care  will  be  taken  by  the  prime 
minister  that  no  heterodox  ecclesiastic 
shall  be  raised  to  the  episcopal  dignity; 
but,  sir,  we  must  bear  in  mind  that  proof 
is  almost  every  day  afforded  us  of  the  ap- 
positeness  of  Lord  North's  remark,  that 
"  the  first  thing  a  bishop  does  is  to  forget 
his  maker.**  Witness  Dr.  Daly,  who  was 
named  a  bishop  in  Ireland  the  other  day, 
and  immediately  after  poured  out  an  ana- 
thama  against  the  Government  scheme  of 
education  in  Ireland.  But  even  with  re- 
gard to  the  prime  minister's  nomination, 
what  security  have  the  Dissenters  got,  be- 
yond such  intimations  as  a  cheer  affords  ? 
Among  the  supporters  of  the  right  hon. 
Baronel,  are  there  not  men  distinguished 
by  their  talents,  with  more  than  a  leaning 
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to  the  new  theology.    Nay,  was  not  Lord 
Morpeth  himgelf  sternly  reproved  on  one 
remarkable  occasion  for  railing  at  the  Ox- 
onian Professors,  by  a  distinguished  gen- 
tleman, who  is  favourable  to  freedom  in 
trade,  but  a  monopolist  of  truth  ?  And  if 
it  be  thought  that  1  ought  not  to  refer  to 
an  incident  so  remote,  and  before  the  bon. 
Gentleman  was  in  office,  let  me  be  per- 
mitted to  ask,  whether  not  many  nights 
ago,  there  were   not  remonstrances  ad- 
dressed to  the    Member  for    Kent  of  a 
very  significant  sort,  by  Gentlemen  whom 
the  cheering  of  the  Prime  Minister  did 
not  deter  from  a  confession  of  their  creed  ? 
The  fact  is,  it  is  hard  to  know  who  is,  or 
who  is  not  a  Puseyite.    I  have  even  heard 
it  made  a  question  whether  the  Represen- 
tative of  Oxford  himself  does  not  to  a 
certain  extent,  and  more  especially  on  the 
eve  of  a  dissolution  sympathize  with  the 
divines,  by  whom  so  great  and  just  an  in- 
fluence is  enjoyed  in  the  learned  localities 
where  their  talents  and  tlieir  devotion  are 
pre-eminently  displayed.     I  have  heard  it 
said  that  he  must  have  a  most  difficult 
card,  which  few  but  himself  could  play ; 
for   my  part,   I  do  not  believe   that   he 
is  a    Protestant  in  one  college^  and   a 

f^seudo  Catholic  in  another,  I  do  not  be- 
ieve  that  he  adopts  any  of  those  amenities 
for  which  a  celebrated  order  in  the 
Catholic  church,  distinguished  by  their 
genius  and  erudition,  are  supposed  to 
have  had  recourse  fur  the  advancement  of 
truth  :  my  opinion  is,  that  while  he  ad- 
heres to  the  prmciples  of  genuine  Pro- 
testantism, he  is  forgiven  on  his  canvass 
for  the  sake  of  certain  associations  with 
Popery  which  are  irresistibly  suggested  by 
the  hon.  Baronet.  But  whatever  may  he 
the  religious  predilections  of  the  repre- 
sentative of  Oxford,  of  the  inclinations  of 
Oxford  itself  there  can  be  little  douht. 
Can  we  wonder  then  that  the  Dissenters 
should  object  to  a  surrender  of  their 
schools  to  the  Church,  when  the  Church 
itself  derives  its  own  instruction  from 
what  Dissenters  consider  a  contaminated 
source?  It  is  from  these  considerations 
that  the  fears  of  the  Dissenters  ori{;ina(e, 
and  to  those  considerations  we  must  as- 
cribe the  extraordinary  excitement  which 
has  l)een  manifested  through  the  country, 
and  the  enormous  mass  of  petitions  with 
which  your  Table  has  been  loaded.  The 
Church-rate  agitation  was  nut  comparable 
in  its  fervour  to  that  which  we  have  lately 
witnessed.    The  Dissenters  were  far  more 


disposed  to  give  you  up  their  money  than 
their    creed.     Besides    the    payment    of 
Church-rates  is  an  abuse  which  the  law 
has  long  sanctioned,  which  time  hai  con- 
secrated, and  which  if  not  venerable  is  at 
all   events    hoary :    but    in   the  preient 
instance  you  propose  an  innovation  againti 
the  liberty  of  conscience,  and  utter?T  at 
variance  with  the  spirit  of  modern  legisla- 
tion.    This  is  a  relapse  into  intolerance. 
Before  the  repeal  of  the  Test  and  Cor- 
poration Acts,  it  might  have  been  reason- 
able enough — no  it  would  never  have  been 
reasonable,  —  but    it    would   have  been 
consistent  enough  to  have  claimed  this 
exclusiveness  for  the  Church: — but  now 
it  IS  anomalous  indeed.    The  Tory  party 
resisted  the  repeal  of  the  Test  and  Cor« 
poration  Act  as  long  as  they  could :   at 
length  in    1828   the  right   hon.   Baronet 
at  the   head    of  her    Majesty's  Govem- 
ment  gave  way,   and   passed  a  measure 
which  was    the   precursor  of  emancipa- 
tion.     Having     passed     that    measare 
why  does  he  upon  a  collateral  question 
adhere  to  a  policy   wholly  inconsistent 
with  it  ?     But  on  the  part  of  the  Home 
Secretary   the   incongruity  is  still  mora 
glaring.      He   was    not  driven   into  the 
repeal  of  the  Test  and  Corporation  Acta : 
he  supported  the  noble  Lord  on  his  first 
introduction  of  the  bill.     Yon  wilt  tell  mo 
perhaps,  that  the  Test  and  Corporation 
Act  has  nothing  to  do  with  this  bilL    I 
answer  that  the  great  principle  on  which 
it   was  founded,  of  removing  every  ob- 
struction which  religious  differences  bad 
created,  is  in  direct  antagonism  to  the  basis 
of  your  scheme,  and  that  it  is  most  absird 
that  Dissenters  should  be  admissible  to 
this  House,  to  every  office  of  dignity  and 
of   influence  under   the   Crown,   to  the 
highest  place  in  the  Cabinet  itself,  and 
yet  should  be  excluded  from  all  influence 
in  those  schools  which  are  to  be  sustained 
by  rates  raised  from  those  very  Dissenters ; 
upon  whom  this  most  offensive  disqualifi- 
cation is  to  be  inflicted.    The  schools  are 
local,  are  to  be  supported  by  a  local  rate 
and  not  a  national  fund — the  district,  not 
the  state,  is  to  be  taxed  for  their  main- 
tenance ;  is  it  not  monstrous,  then,  that  in 
those  localities  where  these  Dissenters  con« 
stitute  a  majority,  they  should  be  made  the 
object  of  this  wanton  legislative  afTroot— 
you  don't  pursue  this  course  in  Ireland^- 
Why  ?  Because  the  majority  of  the  people 
are  Caihulic.     But  in  the  districts  where 
local  schools  are  to  be  supported  with 
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local  impoits,  the  majority  are  in  many 
instancei  Ditienters.  The  Church,  ihere* 
fore,  cannot  insist  that  in  right  of  their 
general  tutelage  of  the  national  mind, 
they  are  entitled  to  the  control  which  is 
given  them  by  this  bill ;  and  I  am  at  a 
loss  to  discover  what  they  conceive  it  will 
pro6t  them  to  exercise  a  power  so  invi- 
dious as  that  which  they  are  now  seeking 
to  obtain.  What  have  they  to  dread  from 
the  imaginary  influence  of  dissent  in  the 
schools  which  it  is  proposed  to  establish  ? 
Let  them  consider  the  bulwarks  by  which 
the  Church,  in  reference  to  national  in- 
struction,  is  already  sustained,  and  let 
them  dismiss  their  fears  of  any  evil  effect 
which  these  schools  can  have  on  its  sta- 
bility. Is  not  Cambridge,  is  not  Oxford 
theirs  ?  In  Durham  have  they  not  gained 
an  university?  Are  not  all  the  great 
seminaries  in  which  the  gentry  of  this 
aristocratic  country  are  educated,  in  their 
keeping?  Have  they  not  a  direct  Mas- 
terdom  over  almost  every  place  of  public 
instruction,  where  the  men,  who  are  to 
will  the  destinies  of  England  receive  the 
elements  of  instruction  ?  Do  not  a  vast 
body  of  the  middle  classes  draw  their  first 
intellectual  nutriment  from  the  bosom  of 
the  Church,  and  can  you  turn  your  eyes 
to  any  part  of  this  great  kingdom,  in 
which  you  do  not  find  the  Church  already 
exercising  an  influence  over  education, 
which  it  is  impossible  to  distrust?  With 
these  vast  advantages  is  not  the  Church 
contented,  but  must  she  needs,  after  hav- 
ing herself  most  reprehensibly  neglected 
the  education  of  the  poor,  when  a  mea- 
sure is  proposed  to  rescue  the  infant 
operative  from  the  degradation  and  the 
depravity  of  ignorance,  is  she  to  come 
forward  with  her  pretensions,  and  claim, 
as  a  matter  of  ecclesiastical  prerogative, 
the  instruction  of  the  factory  infants,  on 
whom  she  never  cast  a  thought  away 
before  ^  What  has  the  Church  to  dread  ? 
Has  she  reason  to  tremble  at  the  influence 
of  dissent  among  the  lower  classes  of  the 
manufacturing  population  ?  If  she  is  in 
the  possession  of  the  truth,  wherefore  does 
she  not  manifest  the  security  which  the 
consciousness  of  its  possession  should 
inspire?  If  she  is  built  upon  a  rock, 
why  should  she  dread  that  the  gates  of 
Gehenna  shall  prevail  against  her,  and 
as  she  has  retained  so  much  of  the  old 
religion  (the  Americans  call  England  the 
old  country,  yon  should  call  the  Catholic, 
the  old  religion)|  as  she  has  retained 


to  much  of  its  doctrines,  and  prefers  the 
title  of  Anglo  Catholic  to  any  other  de- 
signation, why  does  she  not  copy  her  great 
predecessor  in  that  a  ttribute,  which  a 
convert  from  your  establishment,  and  one 
of  the  greatest  ornaments  of  your  literature 
so  well  ascribed  to  her  ? 

"  Without  unspotted,  innocent  within, 

"  She  feared  no  danger,  for  she  knew  no  sin/' 

If  there  be  any  danger  which  she  has 
cause  to  apprehend,  it  is  that  which  mnst 
result  from  the  hostility  which  she  will 
produce  among  all  classes  of  Dissenters 
by  the  unjust  assumption  of  antiquity, 
who  will  beyond  all  question  be  arrayed 
against  her,  if  she  has  the  misfortune  to 
succeed  in  her  unjustifiable  pretensions. 
She  will  embody  and  array  together  all 
those  sects  which  have  now  no  common 
bond  of  union,  and  even  among  the  Wes- 
leyans,  who  are  supposed  to  adhere  to  her 
by  some  sort  of  ligament  or  other,  she  will 
produce  an  antipathy  which  it  is  most  un- 
wise to  create.  I  have  often  heard  the 
Wesleyan  Methodists  made  the  theme  of 
conservative  panegyric.  The  most  distin* 
guished  tories,  especially  at  the  eve  of  a 
general  election,  have  been  lavish  in  their 
encomiums  on  this  powerful  body:  what  a 
mistake  it  is  to  enter  into  a  quarrel  with 
them  upon  what  is  a  mere  point  of  punc« 
tilio  with  the  Church  ?  Instead  of  tres- 
passing upon  their  rights,  why  does  not 
the  Church  follow  their  example,  and  be* 
come  their  honorable  competitor  in  the 
work  of  education  ?  If  it  be  of  importance 
that  the  lower  orders  should  cling  to 
the  Church,  has  not  the  Church  some 
better  expedient  for  the  retention  of  its 
adherents  than  the  invasion  of  religious 
freedom  ?  Monopolies  in  religion  are  like 
all  other  monopolies — they  retard  im- 
provement. It  will  do  no  harm  to  put 
the  Church  upon  the  necessity  of  exertion, 
and  teach  her  that  instead  of  relying  on 
any  unjust  predominance,  she  should  resort 
to  more  legitimate  endeavours  to  secure 
an  honorable  influence  among  the  hum- 
bler classes  of  the  people.  It  is  by  piety, 
by  benevolence,  by  zeal,  by  meekness,  and 
by  humility,  by  the  association  in  the  pri- 
mitive doctrine  of  primitive  practice,  that 
an  influence  most  useful  to  the  country 
and  most  honorable  to  the  establishment 
will  be  extended.  Let  the  Church  her- 
self with  the  opportunities,  incalculably 
great,  which  her  affluence  affords  her — let 
her  prelates — be  distinguished  for  munifi* 
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c«snce :  let  them  look  on  the  noble  ilroc- 
Cures  which  the  Bishops  of  tlie  olden  lime 
have  left  as  monuments  of  their  pioua 
disinterestedness  through  the  lenj^h  and 
width  of  all  the  land  ;  let  them  in  raising 
many  a  great  moral  edifice  emulate  thai 
generous  example :  let  her  priests  become 
the  associates,  the  friends,  the  auxiliaries, 
the  protectors,  theconsolereof  the  afflicted, 
the  humble  and  the  poor ;  let  them  not 
only  by  their  persuasiteness,  allure  to 
brighter  worlds,  but  let  them  by  their  ex- 
ample "  lead  the  way/'  Let  religion 
be  recommended  by  the  practice  of  the 
Church,  and  in  the  Christian  assemblage 
of  persuasive  virtues  let  the  Protestant 
Propaganda  be  found;  but  let  not  the 
Church  from  a  sacerdotal  passion  for 
a.<ftCciidancY,  from  a  love  of  clerical  pre- 
dominance, thwart  the  great  work  of 
education,  and  incur  the  awful  responsi- 
bility of  becoming  instrumental  in  the 
propagation  of  all  the  vices,  which  ig- 
norance has  spawned  upon  the  country. 
At  the  conclusion  of  tlie  very  remarkable 
s|icecli  in  which  the  Secretary  for  the 
Home  Department  introduced  the  measure 
which  was  so  ably  propounded  by  him,  he 
called  on  us  to  "  raise  up  our  hearts," 
and  to  rise  alxivc  all  lowly  prejudice  in 
the  achievement  of  a  great  moral  purpose. 
It  is  to  the  Church  itself  that  this  '*  iurm 
siun  tarda,**  this  invocation,  taken  from 
the  antienl  ritual  of  Catholicism,  should 
Imj  addrcRsed  ;  he  should  adjure  the  body 
over  which  he  exercises  so  great  and  na- 
luial  an  inlluence,  and  for  which  he  has 
made  gro;it  sacrifices,  to  ascend  above 
every  inferior  consideration,  and  to  regard 
the  instruction  of  the  people  as  paramount 
to  every  other  object.  The  right  hon. 
Iiaroiiet  has  again  and  again  protested 
his  strong  anxiety  to  render  his  measure 
acceptable  to  the  great  mass  of  the  com- 
munity, and  to  introduce  such  modifica- 
tioiiM  ns  should  meet  all  just  objections.  I 
trust  that  his  professions  may  be  realized, 
and  aH  he  told  us  that  he  would  send  forth 
liH  bill  in  the  hope  that  it  would  receive 
ll>e  public  sanction  and  indicate  that  the 
*'  walcis  of  strife  had  subsided,"  let  me 
lie  |Mriinitted  to  hope  that  he  will  associate 
with  that  image  another  incident  con- 
nected with  the  primeval  history  of  man- 
kind, and  bear  in  mind  that  every  colour 
was  united  in  distinctness  without  pre. 
doininance»  that  token  of  peace  which 
(iofi  set  in  the  cloud,  as  a  covcnaut  of 
his  reconciliation  with  the  world. 


Mr.  AT.  Mdmes  regretted  that  the  pro- 
sent  discuasioo  bad  taken  place,  at  be  did 
not  coDceite  that  it  waa  calcalated  to  pro* 
mote  the  object  which  they  a]l  ought  lo 
have  ID  yiew.  The  right  hoo.  GeaUeoiaa 
who  latt  addrened  the  Houae  had  adopted 
a  DOit  nnfoaoded  and  mistaken  opinkM 
at  to  the  Tiew  taken  by  the  Chorch  of 
£ngland  on  this  snfaject.  As  ao  hamble 
Member  of  that  Church,  he  woald  any 
that  the  Church  had  no  thoi^t  or  notion 
of  wishing  to  obtain  power  by  supporting 
this  or  any  other  political  roeaaure.  While 
the  Dissenters  had  espreaaed  their  opiniona 
so  loudly,  as  to  this  measure,  the  opioNMi  of 
the  Church  had  been  given  paaaively,  and 
passively  only — and  this  waa  bccanse  the 
Church  conceived  that  this  wns  a  measure 
with  which  it  bad  no  right  to  interfero.  It 
was  a  measure  brought  forward  as  one  of 
State  policy,  and  only  on  thb  ground  he 
supported  it.  He  was  sore  that  tlie  only 
object  of  the  Govern meot  in  bringing  for- 
ward this  bill,  and  in  giving  power  to  the 
Church  under  it,  was  because  the  Govern- 
ment was  convinced  that  that  body  alone 
couhl  successfully  work  it  out  in  conae- 
quence  of  the  superior  organise tion  of  the 
Church.  If  this  were  not  to  be  done  what 
was  the  use  of  a  Church  establishment  at 
all.  He  did  not  understand  what  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  meant  by  some  pe* 
culiar  and  internal  change  in  the  structure 
of  the  Church  of  England.  He  really 
could  not  contemplate,  io  his  imagination^ 
what  the  right  lion.  Gentleman  alluded  to. 
All  that  could  here  be  meant  was,  that 
there  had  been  a  reyival  in  the  ener* 
gies  of  the  Church  of  England,  aud  that 
it  had  reestablished  some  of  its  cere- 
monies, and  brought  forward  some  of  ita 
doctrines,  which  had  laid  for  some  time, 
historically  speaking,  dormant.  No  doubl 
the  new  energies  which  had  shown  them- 
selves in  the  Church,  had  been  accompa- 
nied in  their  development  with  a  certain 
degree  of  violence  and  exaggeration,  which 
it  could  be  wished  had  been  avoided ;  but 
these  temporary  incidents  conld  not  affect 
the  utility  of  the  general  reault.  There 
had  been  this  internal  change  in  the  Church 
of  England  ;  a  change  such  as  Wealey 
and  Whitfield  would  have  been  delighted 
to  see.  Tliere  had  been  an  advance  mado 
by  its  members,  not  only  in  personal  piety 
but  in  historical  learning ;  a  great  advance 
also  in  many  matters  that  involved  great 
hopes  and  schemes  of  public  good.  Tbia 
I  waa  the  chaogCi  the  only  change  whkh  h% 
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could  recognise  in  the  Church  establish- 
ment ;  and  he  was  sure  it  was  the  only 
one  which  her  Majesty's  Government  had 
in  their  contemplation  when  they  framed 
the  present  measure.  He  must  say  that 
the  way  the  present  measure  had  been  re- 
ceived throughout  the  country  was,  in  his 
opinion,  a  subject  for  the  profoundest  sor- 
row. He  could  not  say  which  party  was 
in  the  right,  the  Churchmen  or  the  Dis- 
senters; but  be  did  say  that  lit  was  sad 
indeed,  when  they  saw  any  Gk>vernment, 
whether  the  present  Government  or  their 
predecessors,  coming  for  ward  with  a  scheme 
of  great  public  utility,  and  meeting,  in- 
stead of  co-operation,  the  most  pertinacious 
religious  animosity.  It  was  hard  to  say, 
if  such  a  line  of  conduct  were  systemati- 
cally to  be  pursued,  whether  it  would  not 
become  necessary  to  adopt  the  measure  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Bath,  as 
the  sole  resource  which  was  left  them  to 
mitigate  the  mental  and  moral  destitution 
of  the  country.  He  only  expressed  his 
own  opinion,  but  he  did  think  that  if  pub- 
lic opinion  remained  so  divided,  and  if 
both  parties  continued  so  obstinate,  if  the 
Dissenters  would  }ield  nothing  towards 
the  superior  organization  of  the  Church, 
and  the  Church  would  yield  nothing  to 
the  peculiar  sentiments  of  the  Dissenters, 
he  did  not  see  that  they  could  come  to  any 
other  alternative  but  some  such  scheme  as 
that  proposed  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Bath.  He  called  on  Hon.  Members  on 
both  sides,  who  saw  this  necessity  before 
them,  and  saw  in  it  a  virtual  abrogation 
of  the  national  profession  of  Christianity, 
to  come  forward  and  unite  in  endeavouring 
to  frame  some  scheme  to  avoid  such  an 
event.  For  his  part,  Churchman  as  he 
was,  he  would  rather  that  the  people 
should  be  educated  in  any  creed  of  dis- 
sent, than  that  the  factory  children  through- 
out the  land  should  be  left  in  their  present 
stale  of  mental  destitution ;  and  with  this 
feeling  he  did  earnestly  call  upon  the 
House  to  avert  Arom  them  the  danger  of 
perpetual  darkness  which  now  threatened 
them.  The  Members  of  her  Majesty's 
Government  had  shown  great  willingness 
to  hear  anything  that  could  be  urged 
against  this  plan,  and  to  concede  to  many 
things  that  might  seem  almost  to  savour 
of  prejudice.  There  was  every  desire  to 
meet  the  wishes  of  the  great  mass  of  the 
people  throughout  the  country  upon  this 
important  subject;  and,  therefore,  he  again 
adjured  every  Member  of  the  House,  ex* 


cept  the  very  small  minority  who  would 
vote  with  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Bath  on  the  present  occasion,  to  avert 
from  the  country  the  mournful  alternative 
which  was  now  proposed  to  them,  but 
which,  as  he  had  already  said,  he  would 
rather  accept  than  see  a  continuance  of 
the  total  ignorance  and  mental  depravity 
which  prevailed  throughout  the  factory 
districts  of  this  country. 

Mr.  Hawes :  as  he  could  not  give  his 
vote  in  favour  of  the  motion  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Bath,  wished  to 
state  shortly  his  views  upon  this  subject. 
In  the  first  place,  he  must  confess  that 
what  had  been  said  by  the  hon.  Gentleman 
who  had  just  sat  down,  and  by  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  the  Secretary  for  the  Home 
Department,  in  reference  to  the  conduct 
of  the  Dissenters  on  this  subject,  had  a 
little  surprised  him.  All  that  could  be 
said  ot  the  Dissenters  was,  that  they  had 
refused  to  accept  the  particular  plan 
which  had  been  proposed  by  the  right 
hon.  Baronet.  They  had  not  been  asked 
to  propose  any  measure  of  their  own,  and 
because  they  had  not  offered  any  such, 
they  were  accused  of  intolerance  and 
impracticability.  On  the  subject  of  edu- 
cation, he  maintained  that  the  Dissenters 
were  entitled  to  tolerance  and  equality. 
There  were,  undoubtedly,  some  matters 
in  which  the  Church  of  England  was, 
entitled  to  peculiar  privileges,  but,  in  the 
matter  of  education.  Dissenters  were  en- 
titled to  perfect  equality.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Bath  contended,  that 
because  of  the  difficulty  of  teaching  pe- 
culiar religious  opinions,  without  involving 
an  increase  of  religious  animosities,  that 
the  instruction  of  the  public  should  be  of 
a  purely  secular  nature.  He  wa?  not 
prepared  to  come  to  this  conclusion. 
Whilst  he  admitted  the  first  part  of  the 
premises,  namely,  the  difficulties  which 
would  attach  to  any  attempt  to  teach  pe- 
culiar religious  opinions,  he  still  thought 
that  the  Bible  ought  to  be  the  basis  of 
any  national  system  of  education.  He 
was  glad  to  hear  from  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  the  Secretary  for  the  Home  De- 
partment a  contradiction  of  the  impression 
which  had  very  generally  prevailed,  that 
the  national  system  of  education  in  Ire- 
land had  entirely  failed.  Upon  this  sub- 
ject he  would  beg  to  refer  to  the  report 
of  the  commission  on  schools  in  Ireland, 
published  in  1812,  which  stated  that  they 
bad, 
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^  Applied  their  best  efforts  to  frame  a  system 
which  would  afford  the  opportunijlics  of  edu- 
cation to  every  description  of  the  lower 
classes,  keeping  clear  of  any  interference  with 
the  peculiar  tenets  of  any  particular  sect,  and 
induce  them  all  to  join  as  one  undivided  body 
in  the  same  establishment.'' 

He  was  glad  to  hear  from  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  that  this  laudable  project  had 
not  failed,  whilst  the  reports  showed  that 
those  who  participated  in  the  advpotages 
which  it  offered  were  increasing.  With 
this  example  before  him,  he  would  not 
give  up  the  hope  that  some  combined 
system  of  education  might  succeed  in 
this  country,  and  he  was  not  prepared  to 
yield  to  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  had 
just  sat  down,  that  amid  the  difficulties 
which  surrounded  the  question  of  na- 
tional education,  there  was  no  other  re- 
source but  to  adopt  a  scheme  in  which 
the  course  of  instruction  should  be  con- 
fined to  purely  secular  subjects.  He 
should  refer,  as  an  instance  in  point,  to 
the  British  and  Foreign  School  Society. 
There  they  had  a  combined  system  of 
education,  of  which  the  Bible  was  the 
basis;  and  he  hoped  that  the  time  was 
come  when  the  Church  of  England  would 
take  a  more  enlarged  and  liberal  view  of 
the  subject  in  regard  to  this  country. 
They  saw  that  in  Ireland  the  Protestant 
and  the  Catholic  combined  in  the  cause 
of  education,  and  they  were  told  that  the 
system  succeeded  ;  and  he  could  not  see 
why  in  England  a  similar  scheme  might 
mi^Ui  not  be  adopted  with  similar  results. 
But  as  the  right  hon.  Baronet  said,  that 
the  schoolmaster  must  be  a  member  of 
the  Church  of  England,  he  presumed 
that  this  was  the  determination  of  the 
whole  Cabinet;  and  he  (Mr.  Hawes) 
believed  that  he  spoke  the  sentiments  of 
every  Dissenter  throughout  the  land,  when 
he  said  that  they  could  not  accept  this 
pro[>osition  as  a  measure  of  conciliation, 
or  as  one  likely  to  carry  out  the  scheme 
of  national  education  on  any  principle  of 
liberality  or  public  utility.  On  the  other 
hand,  with  regard  to  the  motion  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Bath,  he 
would  venture  to  say,  that  throughout 
the  wide  extent  of  the  country,  no  system 
of  education  could  be  acceptable  to  the 
great  body  of  the  Dissenters,  which  ex- 
cluded the  Bible  from  its  course  of  study ; 
and  he  for  one  hoped  he  should  never  see 
any  system  adopted  which  attempted  to 
exclude  from  the  pupil  u  free  and  entire 


access  to  the  truths  of  Holy  Writ. 
[Cheers.]  He  knew  the  meaning  of  that 
cheer.  It  was  implied  that  the  Dissenters 
were  already  provided  with  pastors  and 
instructors  on  the  subject  of  religion. 
He  admitted  the  merit  and  the  industry  of 
those  reverend  pastors  in  their  several 
occupations;  but  he  knew  also  the  im- 
portance of  early  impressions  and  trains 
of  thought  on  such  subjects,  and  he 
thought  that  if  the  Bible  were  excluded 
from  the  ordinary  course  of  educatioo 
and  left  only  to  a  collateral  share  in  the 
instruction  of  the  people,  they  would  not 
have  that  security  of  a  scriptural  basis  for 
their  education,  which  he  for  one  wished 
to  see.  He  looked  upon  the  Bible  at  the 
best  foundation,  not  only  of  religious  but 
of  civil  liberty,  and  he  appealed  to  all 
the  momentous  struggles  in  the  cause  of 
constitutional  freedom  in  this  coootry, 
where  the  Bible  had  always  been  the  batia 
and  the  text-book  of  our  greatest  patriots. 
He  did  not  wish  to  anticipate  the  discus 
sion  which  might  take  place  on  this  im- 
portant subject.  He  feared,  from  the 
tone  and  temper  of  the  public  mind, 
which  had,  he  thought,  been  somewhat 
justly  excited  by  the  speech  of  the  right 
hon.  Baronet,  that  there  would  be  much 
difficulty  in  bringing  it  to  a  calm  and  satis- 
factory issue.  He  agreed  with  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Bath  that,  in 
matters  of  education,  there  should  be  a 
strict  equality.  Education  implied  equality 
and  they  could  not  do  justice  to  that  pro- 
position without  giving  the  pauper  the 
means  of  education,  and  of  an  educatioo 
such  as  he  could  accept  ;  and,  therefore, 
he,  on  behalf  of  the  poor  man,  would  not 
waive  a  single  claim  which  he  could  have 
on  the  community  for  the  means  of  eda- 
cation. 

Sir  K.  //.  Inglis  said  he  could  not 
shrink  from  the  challenge  cast  at  him  by 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Dungarvoo 
[Mr.  Sheil.]  Whatever  other  faults  might 
be  attributed  to  him  (Sir  R.  H.  Inglis),  at 
least  it  could  not  be  said  that  he  had  ever 
shrunk  from  an  open  declaration  of  bis 
opinion,  or  from  his  openly  recording  his 
vote,  wlienever  any  question  came  legiti- 
mately before  him  in  that  House.  But 
whilst  he  was  always  prepared  to  do  thisi 
he  would  resist  any  attempt  to  interrogate 
him  as  to  his  private  opinions  upon  reli- 
gious subjects.  Tlie  right  hon.  Member 
for  Dungarvon  himself,  he  dare  say,  would 
not  allow  him  (Sir  R.  H.  Inglis)  to  aik 
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him  what  was  his  opinion  in  respect  to  the 
dispute  between  the  Jansenists  and  the 
Jesuits,  or  that  other  dispute  between  the 
Franciscans  and  Dominicans,  in  respect 
to  which  the  church  of  Rome  to  this  day 
never  pronounced  an  opinion.  He  (Sir 
R.  H.  Inglis)  claimed  for  himself  the  self- 
same right  to  hold  his  own  opinions  upon 
matters  of  religion  without  interrogations 
from  the  right  bon.  Member  or  others  in 
that  House.  The  right  hon.  Member 
could  not  accuse  him  of  having  wavered  in 
bis  opinions  as  to  the  impolicy  of  admitt- 
ing persons  holding  the  religious  tenets  of 
the  right  hon;  Gentleman  within  the  walls 
of  that  House.  He  gloried  in  the  name 
of  Protestant,  and  that  was  the  only  an- 
swer he  could  give  to  any  catechetical 
address  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  might 
put  to  him.  Having  now  been  called 
upon  his  legs,  he  would  state  in  few  sen- 
tences his  opinions  upon  the  subject  of 
national  education.  He  thought  that  no- 
thing could  be  worthy  the  name  of  educa- 
tion which  did  not  bring  out  the  higher 
qualities  of  man,  and  promote  his  eternal 
destinies;  and  he  did  not  see  how  this 
could  be  done  without  some  definite  form 
of  instruction  on  the  subject  of  religion. 
To  supply  this  sort  of  education  he  thought 
the  Church  of  England  was  best  adapted, 
whilst  she  was  also  constitutionally  and 
historically  entitled  to  claim  this  high 
authority  and  privilege,  of  instructing  the 
people  of  this  country,  not  only  in  what 
would  make  them  good  subjects  here,  but 
also  in  what  rested  their  hopes  hereafter. 
Stripped  and  spoiled  as  the  church  had 
been  in  the  lapse  of  time,  still  she  was 
complete  in  her  organization,  and  would 
be  prepared  to  meet  the  exigencies  of  the 
present  case,  if  the  state  would  give  back 
to  her  the  means  which  it  had  taken  from 
her  centuries  ago.  If  the  state  would  give 
up  to  the  church  such  means  as  the  educa- 
tion of  the  people  would  require,  he  be- 
lieved that  the  church  would  prove  itself 
the  best  medium  of  conveying  throughout 
the  land  the  advantages  of  education.  He 
could  hardly  believe  it  possible  that  the 
House,  which  had  received  with  such  en- 
thusiasm the  address  of  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  Dorsetshire,  describing 
the  state  of  almost  heathenism  which  ex- 
isted in  the  northern  districts  of  the  coun- 
try, would  now  refuse  the  means  of  giving 
vitality  to  the  philanthropic  views  pro- 
pounded by  the  noble  Lord,  in  the  form 
of  a  proportionate  grant  of  public  money. 


I  He  should  observe  that  it  was  quite  as 
easy  to  carry  out  the  proposed  system  of 
christian  education,  as  that  now  proposed 
by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Bath. 
He  would  entreat  the  House  not  to  suffer 
the  speech  of  his  noble  Friend,  made  two 
months  ago,  to  pass  from  their  recollection. 
Had  a  vote  been  proposed  at  the  conclu- 
sion of  the  speech,  the  House  could  not 
have  resisted  an  appeal  so  made  and  so 
sustained.  But  he  would  go  further  and 
say  that,  if  the  right  hon.  Baronet  had 
proposed  a  grant  of  the  public  money  for 
the  purpose,  he  might  have  obtained  it 
without  difficulty.  Of  this  he  was  quite 
sure,  that,  if  the  right  hon.  Baronet  had 
proposed  a  grant  for  the  purpose  of  carry- 
ing out  a  system  of  church  education,  he 
would  have  obtained  to  such  a  proposition 
quite  as  much  support  from  his  own  side 
of  the  House,  while  he  would  have  excited 
no  more  opposition  from  the  other  side 
than  he  had  already  experienced  to  his 
mitigated  plan  of  church  extension,  which 
had  occasioned  so  much  horror  in  the 
minds  of  hon.  Members  opposite.  He  be- 
lieved the  hon.  and  learned  Member  did 
not  intend  to  divide  upon  his  resolution. 
[Mr.  Roebuck:  "Yes  I  do."]  Then  he 
should  give  to  that  resolution  his  most 
cordial  opposition.  ' 

Mr.  Ewart  thought,  although  he  should 
vote  for  the  motion,  that  the  course  adopt- 
ed by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Bath  was  not  the  most  judicious  that 
could  have  been  adopted.  He  objected 
to  the  phraseology  of  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet opposite  (Sir  J.  Graham),  which 
was  not  such  as  was  likely  to  conciliate 
the  dissenters  and  dispose  them  favoura* 
bly  towards  his  measure.  The  founder  of 
the  Wesleyans  had  been  alluded  to,  but 
he  knew  that  that  body  would  be  the  last 
persons  to  agree  to  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet's bill.  The  schism  at  present  exist- 
ing in  the  Church  of  England  had  awaken- 
ed a  feeling  of  distrust  on  the  part  of  the 
Wesleyans  towards  the  establishment, 
which  it  would  be  impossible  to  allay. 
He  would  not,  however,  enter  into  the 
question  of  the  educational  clauses;  the 
time  for  that  would  be  when  the  right  bon. 
Baronet  brought  on  his  amended  bill.  The 
dissenters  would  maintain  the  position 
which  they  held ;  it  was  a  defensive,  not 
an  offensive  one,  against  the  aggressive 
principle  of  the  Government  education 
scheme* 

Mr*  Roebuck  objected  in  reply  to  the 
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language  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  op- 
posite. That  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
stated  that  he  (Mr.  Roebuck)  proposed  to 
exclude  all  religious  education  from  the 
national  schools.  Now,  he  had  taken  care 
to  guard  himself  most  pointedly  from  any 
such  imputation.  What  he  haa  said,  and 
what  be  would  still  say,  was*  that  so  far 
as  the  state  was  concerned  it  might  pre- 
pare the  youthful  mind  for  the  reception 
of  peculiar  religious  views^  which  should 
be  taught  by  the  pastors  of  the  sect  to 
which  the  child  belonged.  He  wished 
for  no  sectarian  teaching  in  schools.  He 
would  not  be  a  party  to  making  the 
school -room  a  scene  of  the  domination  of 
one  sect  over  another,  or  an  area  in  which 
to  struggle  for  religious  supremacy.  Tlie 
hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Oxford  had 
talked  of  his  consistency.  YeB»  the  hoo. 
Member  was  consistent.  He  began  as  an 
opponent  of  religious  liberty,  and  he  would 
die  as  he  had  lived.  He  had  boldly  pro- 
claimed that  he  would  maintain  the  do- 
mination of  the  church,  the  spirit  of  which 
he  so  fairly  represented.  The  right  hon. 
Baronet  opposite,  too,  bad  uttered  senti- 
mcnts  which  would  seal  the  fate  of  his 
bill,  lliere  was  now  no  mistake  in  the 
natter.  It  was  sought  to  establish  the 
domination  of  the  established  church  in 
the  schools  which  were  to  be  paid  for  by 
all.  He  did  not  mean,  as  the  hon.  Mem* 
bcr  fur  Lambeth  seemed  to  suppose,  to 
exclude  the  Bible  from  schools.  Ho 
might  as  well  say  that  he  intended  to  ex- 
clude any  other  book.  Those  who  taught 
in  the  national  schools  would  teach  in  ac- 
cordance with  the  general  opinion  and 
sentiments  of  the  community.  He  con- 
tended that  they  must  not  infringe  upon 
the  right  of  the  father  to  judge  for  him- 
self and  his  children.  If  they  did  so, 
they  would  be  breaking  down  the  first 
principle  of  Protestantism,  that  of  the 
recognition  of  the  right  of  private  judg« 
nicnt.  He  would  adhere  strictly  to  his  re- 
solution, warning  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
opposite  that  if  he  persisted  in  his  bill  be 
would  rouse  a  fearful  feeling  of  opposition 
to  the  Church,  a  feeling  which  was  already 
sufficiently  manifested  against  the  supre- 
macy given  her  by  the  Government  scheme 
of  education,  and  which  was  in  great  part 
owing  to  her  Puseyite  tendencies.  He 
warned  them  to  be  wise  in  time— -to  be 
prepared  to  admit  equality  in  the  school- 
room, whatever  they  might  do  in  the 
churdi,  and  to  lay  we  will  eommeaoei 


not  by  sowing  discord,  but  by  instilliiw 
into  the  people  feelings  of  friendship  and 
good-will  towards  one  another,  by  ex- 
cluding from  schools  the  great  cause  of 
national  discord  and  heart-burnings. 

Lord  John  RuMsell  said,  that  ai  his  hon. 
Friend's  explanation  |[Mr.  Homes  had 
said  a  few  words  which  the  House  would 
not  attend  to.]  had  not  been  fully  heard, 
he  was  anxious  to  say  a  few  words  in  ex- 
planation of  the  TOte  he  meant  to  give 
—that  though  there  was  nothing  in  the 
words  of  the  motion  before  the  Hoose  to 
show  that  peculiar  religrous  opinions 
meant  more  than  differencet  between 
various  denominations  of  Cbrislians,  yet 
as  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  had  in- 
tended to  move  this  resolution  as  an 
amendment  upon  the  third,  fourth,  and 
fifth  of  those  of  which  he  had  given 
notice,  the  first  of  which  three  stated, 
that  the  Holy  Scriptures  ought  to  be  read 
in  schools,  it  became  impoesibia  not  to 
conclude,  that  though  according  to  tha 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman's  speech 
extracts  might  be  allowed  to  be  read  from 
the  strictly  historical  parU  of  the  Old  and 
New  Testament,  yet  that  in  fact  the  motion 
before  the  House  went  to  prevent  the 
BiUe  from  being  read  as  a  sdraol-book. 

The  House  divided  :^Ayes  60 ;  Noee 
156;  Majority  96. 
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TELLBBS. 

Freeman  tie.  Sir  T. 
NicboU,  rt.  hon,  J. 


Occupation  of  Tahiti.]  Sir  G.  Orey 
rose  to  move  for  certain  papers  respecting 
the  French  occupation  of  Tahiti.  He 
understood  that  his  motion  would  not  be 
opposed,  and  the  papers  it  related  to  went 
only  to  show  what  were  the  recent  pro- 
ceedings of  the  French  government,  and 
what  was  more  important,  to  calm  the 
feelings  of  just  apprehension  entertained 
by  many  in  this  country  for  the  fate  of  the 
British  miseiooaries  on  the  ishind.  It 
would  not  be  necessary  for  him  to  trouble 
the  House  at  any  length,  but  he  could  not 
move  for  these  papers  without  bearing  his 
testimony  to  the  invaluable  labours  of 
these  estimable  men,  who  for  fifty  yeatt 
liad  been  labouring  for  the  promotion  of 
Christianity.  These  men  had  been  sop* 
ported  by  the  voluntary  contributions  of 
Christians  in  this  country,  who  took  a 
deep  interest  in  their  welfare,  and  who 
looked  with  considerable  apprehension  to 
the  establishment  of  French  sovereignty 
in  Tahiti.  He  trusted  these  appreheneiona 
were  without  foundation,  but  he  thought 
it  material  they  should  bear  in  mind  the 
changes  which  had  been  effected  by  theae 
missionaries.  The  following  was  the  tes* 
titnonv  of  Admiral  Duperre,  who  visited 
the  island  in  1819,  and  said,  in  a  letter 
addressed  to  the  then  Minister  of  Ma- 
rine:— 

^The  sUte  of  the  island  of  Tahiti  is  now 
very  diflerent  from  what  it  was  in  the  days  of 
Cook.  The  missionaries  of  the  society  of 
London  have  entirely  changed  the  manners 
and  eustoms  of  the  inhabitants.  Idolatry  ex- 
ists no  longer;  they  profess  generally  the 
Christian  religion  \  the  women  no  longer 
come  ou  board  the  vessels,  and  they  are  very 
reserved  on  all  occasions.  Their  marriages  are 
celebrated  in  the  same  manner  as  in  Uorope, 
and  tlie  King  coi^bes  thnself  to  one  whr 
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The  vomen  are  lUo  idniitled  to  the  Ubie 
with  their  htubanda.  The  iorMnoui  society 
of  the  Arreoia  exist)  no  louger :  the  bloody  wan 
in  which  the  people  engaged,  and  humiD  sa- 
criBcet,  have  CDtirely  ceased  since  1816.  All 
the  natives  caa  rekd  and  write,  and  have 
Teligioiu  bod(i  tranilated  into  their  language 
primed  either  at  Tahiti,  Ulitea,  or  Eimco. 
They  have  built  handsome  churches,  where 
they  repair  twice  ia  the  week,  and  show  the 
grealnt  attention  to  the  discourses  of   the 

Sreacher.  It  is  common  to  see  numerotis  Jo- 
ifiduali  take  notes  of  the  most  interesting 
passages  of  the  sermons  they  hear.  The  sub- 
jects of  Queen  romare  hare  been  already 
initiated  in  the  Tudimenti  of  European  civili- 
lation.  The  English  miuioDariei  hate  in- 
stnieted  them  in  the  dogmas  of  Christianity, 
and  have  given  them  aome  notion  of  oui  arts 
and  our  laws.  Their  garments  are  tike  ouis ; 
reading  and  writing  are  in  common  uic 
amongst  then),  and  the  children  are  brought 
up  in  ichoots  on  the  Lancaslerian  plan. 
Tney  possess  a  code  which  guaiantecs  the 
rigfits    of    individuals,  as   well    as    of    pro- 

Srty,  and  which  eilablishes  trial  by  jury, 
le  people  have  only  required  twenty  years 
to  became  the  most  ealighteoed  of  the  Poly- 
nesian populalioot." 

He  ctmid,  in  addition,  >tate  one  fact, 
which  wa<  most  honourftble  to  those  men, 
Bad  that  wai,  that  they  did  not  possess  a 
foolofland.  The;  looked  to  moral  and  so- 
cial advantagn  alone.  He  hoped  that  the 
professions  recently  annouDced  by  a  distia- 
guiihed  member  of  the  French  gorern- 
ment — sod  he  had  no  doubt  sincerely 
entertained  —  would  be  faithfully  acted 
upon  ;  bat  he  confessed  he  thou^t  it  was 
lo  oar  own  Government  the  missionaries 
had  to  look,  and  he  trusted  that  the  Go- 
vernment would  not  be  found  iaatteniive 
to  their  protection.  The  right  hon.  Baro- 
net concluded  by  moving  an  address  for, 

"Copies  or  ExtiacU  of  a  Letter  addressed 
in  1S3T  br  Pomare,  Chief  of  Tahiti,  to  King 
George  4tb,  and  of  Mr.  Canning's  reply  there- 
to," 

"  Copies  or  Extracts  of  any  Correspondence 
which  nuy  have  taken  place  between  her  Ha- 
jetiy's  Consul  at  Tahiti,  and  her  Majesty's 
Government  since  1B35,  relative  to  the  pro- 
ceedings of  the  Vrtsncb  in  Tahiti." 

"  Copies  or  Eilracis  of  any  Correspondence 
which  may  have  Uken  place  between  her  Mo. 
jasly'i  Ambassador  at  Paris  and  her  Majesty's 
GovemmenI,  or  the  Fiench  Government,  rela- 
tive lo  the  tecent  proceedings  of  the  French  in 
Tahiti." 

Lord  Ashley  seconded  the  motion,  and 
cordially  concurred  in  the  praises  which 
his  right  hon.  Friend  had  bestowed  on  the 
miauoouiM.     Thej    hsd   achiered,   ba 


thought,  the  grealeit  miracle  of  modem 
limes. 

Mr.  HmdUy  expressed  a  hope  that  tbe 
French  might  not  be  allowed  to  take  pos- 
session of  all  the  islaods. 

Sir  R.  Peel  was  ready,  on  ihe  put  of 
the  Government,  to  coofirm  by  his  leati 
mony  all  the  praise  which  had  been  given 
to  the  mistiooariei.  Tlieir  exertions  had 
been  very  great,  and  very  meritoriont. 
The  Goveroment,  he  could  say,  bad  not 
neglected  the  opportunity  of  obtaining 
from  the  French  government  asiurancesof 
its  intentions,  and  ihey  were  obtained  in 
writiog,  so  that  they  might  be  placed  on 
the  records  of  their  country.  They  ware 
to  this  effect, 

"The  French  Goverameot  remains  bithfnl 
to  the  three  great  principles  it  has  ever  prt^ 
feiised  and  upheld ;  first,  lo  afford  perfect 
lilierty  of  worship ;  secondly,  to  give  all  the 

firoteclion  that  is  due  to  Ihe  subjecb  of  a 
riendly  power ;  and,  lastly,  to  favour  the  la- 
bours of  all  those  bodies  who  are  extending 
the  benefits  of  Christianity." 

It  was  a  great  advantage  to  have  ob- 
tained those  official  declarationa  from  the 
French  government,  which  enabled  bim 
to  lay  before  the  British  Parliament,  in  an 
official  form,  the  solemn  aasorancei  whitA 
bad  been  received  by  her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment from  the  government  of  France. 

Viscount  Palmertton  said  the  circum- 
stances of  the  case  required  that  ■  dear 
understanding  should  be  come  lo  with  ihs 
French  government.  The  differences  be> 
tween  that  government  and  tbe  Queen  nf 
Tahiti  begun  by  a  difference  between  the 
missionaries  of  the  two  religions.  Tfan 
French  sent  Catholic  missionaries  to  Ta- 
hiti, which  missianaries  were  expelled 
from  Tahiti  by  the  native  govcrninenL 
The  French  government  thought  that  tbe 
banishment  was  caused  by  our  mission- 
aries, and  the  difference  arose  between  the 
French  and  the  native  gov  e  en  ment  in  con- 
iet)uence  of  the  differences  between  the 
missionaries.  He  thought,  therefore,  it 
would  be  right  to  procure  a  pledge  from 
the  French  government  that  the  Frotettant 
ministers  should  not  be  disturbed. 

Address  agreed  to. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  befora 
one  o'clock. 

HOUSE   OF   LORDS, 

Friday,  May  \9,  1843. 
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ment  { Clannee  Railway  $  Thames  Lattage  and  Ballastage ; 
Portsea  Improvement;  Bristol  and  Gloucester  Railway: 
Glasgow  and Three>Mile-Hou8e  Road;  Cliflb<cum*Lund 
Inclosure. 

S*-  Glasgow,  Paisley,  and  Greenodc  Railway;  Merthyr 
Tydvil  Stipendiary  Magistrate. 

iZ<por<nL— Watson's  Divorce ;  Townaend  Peerage ;  Faver] 

sham  Navigation. 
PariTiONS  PRasaKTKO.  By  the  Marquess  of  Downshix«, 
from  Belfiut.  against  the  Drawback  on  Seamen's  Wages. 
—By  Earl  Stanhope,  from  Wallingford,  and  Rutland- 
shire, against  the  Canada  Com  Bill. — By  the  Marquess  of 
Downshlre,  firom  Belfast,  against  the  Repeal  of  the 
Union. — From  Stamford,  against  the  Bankruptcy  Act. — 
From  Oldham,  against  the  Truck  System. 

Reveal  of  the  Union.]  The  Marquess 
of  Dorvnshire  rose,  he  said,  to  present  a 
petition  on  a  subject  of  very  great  import- 
aoce.    It  was  one  that  referred  to  that 
important  portion  of  her  Majerty's  domin- 
ions — Ireland ;  and  he  only  trusted,  that 
the  importance  of  the  subject^  and  the  re- 
spectability of  the  petitioners,  would  sup. 
ply  any  want  of  ability  on  his  part.    The 
petition  was  from  the  Belfast  Reform  So- 
ciety.    The    petitioners    deprecated  the 
agitation  of  the  Repeal  of  the  Union.  This 
petition,  he  observed,  was  signed  by  4,000 
persons,  and  included  different  classes  of 
society.    These  persons  looked  with  great 
regret  upon  the  agitation  that  was  now 
taking  place  in  Ireland  ;  because  it  im* 
peded  tne  prosperity  of  the  country,  whilst 
It  destroyed  confidence,  and  interfered  with 
the  security  of  the  country ;  for,  as  it  had 
been  well  observed  by  a  noble  aed  learned 
Friend  of  his  opposite  (Lord  Brougham), 
how  could  it  be  fioped  that  the  capital  of 
England  would  be  transferred  to  Ireland 
unless  there  was  security  for  life  and  pro- 
perty?   All  that  he  asked^  as  a  landed 
proprietor »  was^  that  property  mi^ht  be 
protected,  and  that  they  (the  landlords) 
might  be  permitted  to  exercise  their  judg- 
ment in   the  management  of  their  pro- 
perty, and  in  such  a  way  as  they  might 
consider  would  best  conduce  to  the  inter- 
ests of  themselves  and  the  occupiers  of 
their  land.     For  several  years,  a  gi*eat 
portion  of   the    landed    proprietors   had 
evinced  great  zeal  in  the  improvement  of 
their  property ;  and  he  was  sure  beneficial 
consequences  must  follow  if  it  were  not 
for  the  agitation  that  had  been  excited  on 
the  subject  of  a  repeal  of  the  union.     He 
regretted  exceedingly  the  part  that  had 
been  taken  on  this  subiect  by  the  Roman 
Catholic  hierarchy  and  Roman  Catholic 
clerj^y.     Their  Lordships  were  aware  that 
there  had  been  meetings  with  respect  to 
this  topic  in  the  southern  parts  of  Ireland^ 
especially  at  MulJingar,  where  Dr.  Hig- 
gins,  one  of  the  Roman  Catholic  prelates^ 
had  attended^  and  where  he  was  reported 


to  have  said  that  he  disclaimed  all  partici- 
pation with  the  landed  proprietors  of  Ire- 
land.  The  words  he  took  from  the  news- 
paper, and  he  was  not  to  be  considered  for 
them  responsible,  more  than  Dr.  Higgins; 
but  the  words  were  these : — 

"  To  no  aristocracy  on  earth  do  I  owe  any 
thing,  save  the  unbounded  contempt  that  I 
feel  for  the  whole  class." 

Now,  he  must  say,  on  the  part  of  the 
aristocracy,  that  for  those  who  had  been 
anxious  to  relieve  the  Roman  Catholics 
from  their  disabilities,   this  was  a  very 
poor  return  on  the  part  of  the  prelates  of 
that  church.      He  thought^  that  if  the 
Roman  Catholic  aristocracy — and  he  spoke 
of  them  with  respect — were  to  come  for- 
ward and  disclaim  expressions  such  as 
these,  he  thought  that^  if  they  were  to  do 
so,  the  people  of  Ireland  would  feel  the 
advantage  of  it,  and  even  Dr.  Higgins 
himself,  who  might  have  been  carried  away 
by  the  feelings  of  the  moment,  and  given 
expression  to  an  opinion  which  he  really 
did  not  entertain.    At  least  he  hoped, 
that  in  the  present  state  of  the  population, 
he  was  sure  that  if  the  peasantry  of  Ireland 
were  left  to  themselves,  they  would  not  be 
found  disposed  towards  violence.    On  the 
contrary,  the  peasantry  were  disposed  to 
respect  their   superiors,  and  to  support 
their  landlords,  and  all  those  whom  they 
conscientiously  considered  as  their  natural 
protectors,  and  as  he  was  sure  they  were, 
their  benefactors  also.    He  could  not  but 
declare  the  satisfaction  that  lie  felt  in  the 
manner  the  noble  Duke  behind  him  (the 
Duke  of  Wellington)  had  expressed  him- 
self on  this  su^ect-nso  strongly,  and  so 
like  himself.    Ue  had  no  doubt,  but  the 
declaration  of  the  noble  Duke,  as  well  as 
that  of  the  Minister  of  the  Crown  in  ano- 
ther place,  must  do  in  Ireland  a  great  deal 
of  service.    He  was  sure  that  the  holding 
of  the  same  language,  and  presenting  a 
determined  front,  to  all  who  had  in  view 
disloyal  and  disaffected  objects — he  was 
sure  that  their  doing  this  would  be  the 
best  means  to  induce  the  people  of  Ireland 
to  return  to  their  allegiance,  if  it  had  been 
at  all  diminished  by  what  had  taken  place. 
Such  declarations  might  be  the  means  of 
making  such  persons  become  loyal  subjects 
and  good  members  of  society. 

Lord  Beaumont  had  not  intended  to  have 
said  a  word  on  this  subject ;  but  he  felt 
himself  now  under  the  necessity  of  fore* 
going  that  intention,  in  consequence  of 
the  expressions  which  had  fidlen  from  his 
noble  Friend,  the  noble  Marquess.  It  was^ 
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however,  8tiU  with  rcluctaoce  that  he  roec 
oD  this  occasion,  and  he  ihould  certainly 
have  reserved  the  expression  of  his  opin- 
ion till  a  more  fitting  opportunity,  if  the 
noble  Marquess  hau  not  distinctly  ex- 
pressed  a  wish  that  some  member  of  the 
Roman  Catholic  body  should  openly 
disavow  the  sentiments  and  principles  ad- 
vocated and  put  forth  by  Dr.  Higgins  at 
Mullinghar.  He,  therefore,  rose  in  his 
place  in  that  House,  as  a  member  of  the 
body  that  had  been  referred  to,  and  on  his 
own  individual  responsibility,  distictly  and 
unequivocally  declared  that  he  could  not 
conceive  more  disgraceful  sentiments,  or 
language  less  becoming  the  lips  of  a  pre- 
late than  those  which  had  ftilleu  from  that 
reverend  person  on  the  occasion  alluded 
to.  He  would  go  still  further,  and  he 
unhesitatingly  declared,  that  if  the  con* 
duct  of  the  Roman  Catholic  priesthood 
was  such  as  Dr.  Higgins  stated  it  to  be, 
it  was  not  only  disgraceful  in  them  as  the 
ministers  of  peaoe^  but  was  more  injurious 
to  the  religion  of  which  they  were  the 
priesthood  than  the  |)ersocutioii8  of  ancient 
times  had  ever  been.  It  was  no  part  of 
their  duty  to  act — nay,  much  more  than 
this— it  was  not  only  no  part  of  tlieir  duty 
to  act  in  the  manner  they  wore  now  doing, 
but  it  was  iKMitively  their  duty  to  do  the 
very  contrary  and  prevent  otiiers  from 
doing  that  which  they  themselves  were 
now  doing.  They  were  ministers  of  peace 
and  they  ouglit  to  support  that  alone 
which  would  maintain  the  peace  of  the 
empire.  By  lending  their  assistance  to  an 
agitation  which  was  sowing  those  seeds 
which  were  sure  to  spring  up  in  blood  and 
war,  they  were  acting  contrary  to  the  ob- 
ject of  their  vows,  and  in  op|)osition  to  the 
purp<»se8  for  whicli  they  hail  been  ordained 
by  their  sufjeriors.  Not  only  as  Members 
of  the  British  empire,  but  as  Irishmen 
they  ought  to  deplore  an  agitation  which 
would  be  alike  injurious  to  the  |)articular 
intcn*sts  of  Iri'laiid  as  to  the  general  wel- 
fare of  the  nation,  and  would  bring  odium 
on  the  very  church  of  which  they  were 
the  ministers,  lie  did,  however,  hope  and 
trust  that  what  had  now  fallen  in  Parlia- 
ment from  iKsrsons  of  all  parties  would 
have  the  effect  of  calming  the  public  mind, 
and  of  putting  a  Mtop  to  the  present  stale 
of  agitation,  but  if  unfortunately  it  did  not 
do  fio,  and  if  it  became  alisolutely  necessary 
lo  take  stronger  measures,  he  w<Nild  say, 
for  nms  ami  lie  lielieved  many  of  his  co-reli- 
gioiilstsagmeti  witli  him,  tliat  ho  would  have 
no  hi*fiitntion  inMjppnting  tlie(jovcmmeut 
ill  carrying  such  mtasures  as  they  then 


might  think  it  their  duty  to  jPropoBe  in 
order  to  restore  tranquility.  This  ques- 
tion had  been  culled  a  religious  questioTi — 
that  he  positively  deDied--it  was  a  ques- 
tioii  between  peace,  justice,  rdigioD  and 
public  order  on  one  side,  and  anardir, 
spoliation  and  bloodshed  on  the  other.  As 
to  the  characters  of  the  agitation,  he  be- 
lieved there  was  a  unanimity  of  opinion  In 
that  House,  and  this  be  woulday,b^ire]ie 
sat  down,  if  it  is  necessary  to  propose  fur- 
ther measures  to  maintain  the  Union,  he 
would  give  his  support  to  those  measures 
with  as  much  cordiality  as  he  ever  gave  a 
vote  in  his  life. 

The  Earl  of  Kenmare  expressed  his 
entire  concurrence  in  what  had  &llen  from 
the  noble  Jjord.  He  also  expressed  his 
regret  as  to  what  had  fallen  from  Dr. 
Higgins. 

Petition  laid  on  tho  Table. 

House  adjourned* 

HOUSE  OF  COMMONS, 
Friday,  May  19,  \B43. 

llmoTst.}     BiLU.     FMMkr.— <*•    Flaet  «id 
(IretaOMl) :  Copyhold  and  Cuftomwy  Tomre. 
Prtwate^l*    Loadondctry  Brii|0e;  HiwklM^B 
Riportid,  —  HMMwhtHn    InoioMiei    BbMmI  Itekows 
Sauthampcon  Cameteryi   huaabhigiB  Roadi  (No.  f)i 
M ilRMBk  PriMD. 
8*-  a&drMnd:  Hf  ftiinl  pDwi  lw|»oiMinn  i  WallHMa- 

tlM-Hin  Rcdorf :  Ftetb  tivrit^iauL 
Pjmnoat  PaMsvnp.  By  Mr.  Stnitt«  sad  Mr.  Ord, 
ftom  dx  pbn^  for  l\)tt  Oflke  RcCono.  «d  te  r^ijl^ 
out  of  Rowbnd  HilTB  Pita.— By  iht  Eul  ot  MwJi. 
Mr.  OnCwriKht,  Mr.  R.  Patev.  Mr.  AdoKl,  aid  Mb  W. 
HMthoolc,  and  Sir  J.  Trollop^  Loid  Chvlet  Mmboiw 
and  Locd  AUDrd,  Arom  a  numte  of  |dini,  ^ilHt  Uw 
Canada  Com  BilL«»By  Lord  DaloMny,  CapHln  nakajfy, 
Colond  GoreUmgtDn.ColoMi  Rndrinote,  Dr.  Bowf^ 
CoaenU  Johuoa,  Sir  W.  day.  aad  Man.  Hinaeb 
Ewart,  GUbonc,  Dunean,  T.  Dunoonba,  R.  Toribr, 
Bowes,  Tancrvl,  Mardand.  Did,  and  Bindley.  Aon  a 
graatimmlMr  of  ptoeoa,  apimt.  tiis  FMtorMi  Bttt  aad 
by  Loid  llennikcr,  andf  Mr.  G.  Baker,  ftom  Wtyaonth, 
and  SuflUk.  in  fovour  of  tha  Same— Fnan  HnddenMd, 
ibr  ftirUicr  Lhnithig  tbt  Houn  of  laboar.^Ay  Mr.  Mun. 
laad,  from  Siodc|ioit.  fiadftird,  aie.,  i^alMt  tho  Tunptta 
Roadi  BilL— By  Uma*,  Bowvi,  Brottwiton.  and  Hume, 
fhMn  a  gnrat  number  uf  placui,  for  the  Total  and  InuBB^ 
dial«  Repeal  iiflhe  Conwlaws.— By  McuriL  Pfintcr,  nd 
Tii'Uwncy.  ftom  BcrwIdi-upoa-Twaad,  liir  Refoiminc  Uh 
Merchant  beamea*!  Fund. — Uy  Viioount  Bcnar^  aad  Mr. 
E.  Tiwicm  ftom  BelSuc,  and  Coifc,  agafant,  aad  by  Sir 
H.  Barrun,  from  Waterfoal,  lor,  tho  Repeal  of  the  L^la- 
lativt  Uniun.— By  Captain  PolhUl,  ftom  Kaeakk,  i^iiMt 
the  Tun|Mkc  lloads  BilL^By  Mr.  MunU,  firan  oaa 
nUrhanI  Gathnme  Butt.  fSor  rehef  ftom  I7q)art  Imphnoa- 
mrnt.— By  Sir  D.  Noneya,  ftom  Bclftit.  Liacrtek.  aad 
other  plaaei,  for  Ameadinf  tho  Iriah  Poor-law.— Fnna 
GlatUMibury,  and  Vwm.-i1,  acalnit  the  Union  oC  the  Sam 
of  St  Aiaph  ami  Bat^or^— Pmmthc  INooom  of  inot/het, 
for  Amending  the  Tithe  CkanpnrillOB,  nd  Poor  Balier  (In- 
land) Arte.— From  Radnor  and  PraMaign,  for  the  Repeal 
of  the  Inciimc  Tax.— (Yom  Thomas  LoU.  bw  Amcadii^ 
the  law  (if  Defatiir  and  Cmlitar.—Pram  Shfvwtiniry, 
and  KaA  Retford,  for  Amending  the  Bankrapiry  AeL.- 

ynmi  Walcrford.  ^^punrt  the  iri^  Ciii|H«alH«M  Act 

From  ski|<un,  and  Durtiaro,  m  bvuur  iif  Dm:  Wwtr 
Lands  Allutmeat  Splenu^Fiom  Roieaealh.  far  MttHi^ 
UK  Sioidi  giMltai.-riHa  H  iimwift  tibwidMi. 
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against  the  Metropolitan  BuUdlogs  BilL— From  WilUam 
Bee»ton,  for  Inquiry  into  the  Army  Accounts. —From 
Dublin  Pawnbrokers,  for  Compensation. —  Prom  Burp- 
ham,  lor  the  Repeal  of  the  Malt-tax.— From  Docking  for 
rating  the  (hmen  of  Small  Tcnementi  instead  «f  the 
Occupiers. — FrcMn  Grand  Jury  of  County  of  Donegal,  for 
Inquiry  into  Cooduct  of  Poor-law  Commisriaoers. 

The  Gates  of  Somnauth.]  Mr.  W, 
D,  Stanley  said,  that  presuming  that  the 
gates  of  Somnauth  were  of  no  g^eat  use 
in  India,  and  that  I  hey  could  not  well  be 
employed  to  adorn  the  temple  to  which 
they  had  originally  belonged,  he  wished 
to  know  if  the  right  hon.  Baronet  at  the 
head  of  the  Government  had  any  objec- 
tions to  their  being  brought  home  and 
deposited  in  the  British  Museum* 

Sir  Robert  Peel  said,  that  knowing  the 
interest  which  the  hon.  Gentleman  had 
taken  in  the  subject,  he  was  not  at  all 
surprised  at  his  anxiety  to  procure  for  the 
public  these  valuable  relics.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  would,  however,  understand 
that  the  people  of  India  might  have  simi- 
lar notions  to  those  which  he  himself  pos- 
sessed, and  might  feel  great  pride  and 
satisfaction  at  possessing  the  memorials  in 
question.  He  would,  however,  give  the 
hon.  Member  all  the  information  which 
he  himself  possessed  upon  the  subject  of 
the  gates.  It  was  contained  in  an  official 
letter  of  Lord  Ellenborough's,and  although 
it  was  not  usual  to  submit  such  documents 
to  the  House,  he  would  read  that  part  of 
it  referring  to  the  matter  in  hand.  The 
right  hon.  Baronet  then  proceeded  to  read 
tl^  letter.  It  stated  that  it  was  latisfac- 
tory  that  no  other  feeling  than  that  of 
gratitude  to  the  Government,  for  having 
restored  the  gates,  prevailed  among  the 
inhabitants  of  Hindostan.  No  religious 
feelings  had  been  excited  by  the  removal, 
upon  the  part  of  the  Mussulmen;  but 
that,  on  the  contrary,  the  general  feeling 
was  that  a  triumph  had  been  achieved. 
The  gates  had  not  been  carried  further 
than  Agra,  owing  to  the  advanced  period 
of  the  season,  and  there  they  would  re- 
main for  the  present.  The  right  hon. 
Baronet  continued:  he  hoped  that  the 
hon.  Gentleman  would  permit  the  gates 
to  remain  where  they  are,  and  the  more 
particularly  inasmuch  as  they  were  re- 
garded with  great  interest  and  admiration 
by  the  people  of  Hindostan. 

Poo u- Laws.]  Mr.  Borthwick  wished 
to  repeat  the  question  which  he  had  put 
about  a  fortnight  ago,  with  reference  to 
the  Poor-laws — namely,  whether  Govern- 


ment had  determined  as  to  the  time  at 
which  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department,  would 
be  able  to  submit  to  the  House  those 
amendments  which  he  intended  to  intro- 
duced into  the  Poor-law* 

Sir  Jame$  Oraham  said,  that  in  answer 
to  the  question  of  the  hon.  Gentleman,  he 
must  repeat  the  answer  which  he  had 
given  to  a  similar  question  upon  a  former 
occasion.  It  was  his  intention  to  bring 
in  a  bill  for  the  amendment  of  the  Poor- 
laws,  but  he  was  not  prepared  to  say  at 
what  time  he  should  be  able  to  introduce 
it,  nor  could  he  give  any  information  as  to 
its  provisions. 

Using  the  Name  ofthbSovereign.] 
Mr.  Blewitt  rose  pursuant  to  notice,  to 
**  call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  the 
irregular  manner  in  which  certain  royal  de- 
clarations or  messages  relating  to  Ireland 
were  lately  communicated  to  this  House 
by  the  right  hon.  Baronet  at  the  head  of 
her  Majesty's  Government,  and  to  take 
the  opinion  of  Mr.  Speaker  and  the  House 
thereon."  If  a  due  observance  of  the 
rules  and  regulations  of  this  House  had 
any  value  in  the  estimation  of  hon.  Mem. 
bers,  they  would  not  be  disposed  to  find 
fault  with  him  for  bringing  under  their 
notice  a  very  great  irregalarity  on  the  part 
of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  at  the  bead  of  the 
Government  He  wished  to  call  the  serious 
attention  of  the  House  to  the  subject. 

The  Speaker^  interrupting  the  hon. 
Member,  said,  the  hon.  Member  had  a 
right  to  put  a  question,  but  not  to  make 
a  speech  when  there  was  no  motion  before 
the  House. 

Mr.  Blewitt:  If  he  put  a  question 
he  must  first  explain  what  he  had 
to  complain  of,  and  he  could  not  do 
that  unless  he  was  allowed  to  state  the 
circumstances.  [*<  Order^  order^**  and 
LauylUer,]  He  was  sure  that  he  bad 
given  no  ofience  to  any  hon.  Members  on 
either  side  of  the  Hoese,  therefore  he  did 
not  think  he  had  fair  play.  [Cries  qf 
*'Order:n  Well,  then,  he  wished  to 
know  whether  he  were  at  liberty  to  ex- 
plain the  subject  upon  which  he  wished 
to  put  his  question. 

The  Speaker  :  The  hon.  Member  had 
undoubtedly  a  right  to  give  such  explana- 
tion as  might  make  his  question  intelligi- 
ble to  the  House. 

Mr.  Blewitt:  On  the  10th  of  May  last, 
the  noble   Lord  the   Member  for  Lynn 


SIS         Vmg  iU  Name  ^  {COMMONS} 


l&« 


576 


Rcgitv  bad  pot  a  qocstioo  to  tbe  right 
hoD.  BariMMt  at  the  head  of  the  GoTern- 
neot,  as  to  whether  Gorernmeot  was 
aware  that  terrible  excitement  prevailed 
io  Ireland,  and  whether  they  were  pre- 
pared to  take  measures  with  a  view  to  its 
suppression.  The  right  hon.  Barooet 
might  have  given  to  that  question  the 
species  of  answer  which  he  was  so  fond  of 
giving  to  Gentlemen  on  his  side  of  the 
House.  He  might  have  given  one  of  those 
replies  which  ccramanicated  nothing ;  and 
which  were  so  gratifying  from  their  face- 
tionsness  to  hon.  Members  near  the  right 
hon.  Baronet.  Well,  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet, in  answer  to  the  question,  mised 
up  with  his  reply  the  name  of  her  Ma- 
jesty, in  a  manner  in  which  he  (Mr. 
Blewitt)  considered  the  right  hon.  Baro- 
net was  not  entitled  to  use  it  by  the  'ules 
of  the  House ;  and  he  had  the  right  hon. 
Baronet's  own  authority  for  so  stating. 
In  a  debate  upon  the  Reform  Bill,  in  tbe 
year  1831,  the  right  hon.  Baronet  had 
alluded  to  a  declaration  of  a  noble 
Lord  connected  with  the  then  Ministry, 
to  the  effect  that  the  King  approved  of 
the  bill  then  in  the  course  of  discussion. 
The  right  hon.  Baronet  said  : — 

''  He  would  ask  why  the  name  of  the  King 
should  be  introduced  into  this  discussion? 
When  a  measure  like  this  was  introduced,  to 
which  it  was  to  be  presumed  that  tbe  Kiog's 
consent  bad  been  given— when  that  ^t  was 
not  called  in  question— was  it  necessary,  day 
after  day,  to  state,  both  in  the  House  and 
through  the  public  press,  ihat  the  measure 
possessed  the  approoation  of  his  Majesty? 
nut  he  regretted  that  such  a  course  had  been 
pursued  upon  other  grounds.  He  would  not 
then  discuss  the  merits  of  the  main  question, 
liut  it  was  a  measure  of  great  harshness 
towards  incorporated  bodies,  who  had  often 
proved  their  loyalty,  to  call  upon  them  to 
sacrifice  the  privileges  which  thev  possessed, 
and  why — he  would  ask  them — wny  needlessly 
liold  out  to  these  bodies  the  consideration 
that  the  King  approved  of  the  plan  by  which 
their  privileges  were  to  be  abolished  \  Such 
conduct,  he  thought,  showed  that  the  Ministry 
shrunk  from  their  proper  share  of  the  respon- 
sibility and  odium  of  the  measure.  Such  con- 
duct was  neither  proper  nor  decent." 

If  it  was  not  decent  then  upon  the  part 
of  the  noble  I^rd  alluded  to,  to  endeavour 
to  transfer  to  the  Sovereign  the  odium 
and  suspicion  of  disfranchisement,  how 
much  more  unbecoming  was  it  on  tbe  part 
of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  to  attempt  to 
transfer  to  her  Majesty  the  o<liuni  of  the 
threats  which  he  had  uttered  against  the 


Irish  people.    \Umi  Cries  tfOrier, 

The  Speaker :  Tbe  boo.  Member  mat 
be  aware  that  in  making  such  obaerralioaa 
he  was  himself  quite  oat  of  order. 

Mr.  Blewitt  submitted  to  the  Cbair. 
He  wished  to  ask  the  Speaker  and  the 
House  whether  the  conduct  of  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  opposite,  in  mixing  ap  ■■• 
necessarily  and  gratuitonsly  the  name  of 
the  Sovereign  with  his  answer  to  a  qeee* 
tion  put  to  him,  was  or  was  not  ine- 
gular,  and  whether  it  was  or  was  not  coo- 
sistent  with  the  practice  and  nsages  of  the 
House. 

The  Speaker :  The  hon.  Member  hiosadf 
was  irregular  in  the  course  he  bad  porseed, 
in  referring  to  words  spoken  in  debate  oo 
a  former  evening.  If  the  hon.  Member 
was  of  opinion  that  anything  said  by  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  the  First  Lord  of  tbe 
Treasury  was  irregular,  he  ought  to  have 
taken  exception  to  it  at  the  time,  and  ooc 
allowed  many  days  to  elapse  before  call- 
ing  the  attention  of  the  House  to  it*  Hia 
opinion  was,  that  there  was  nothiof  in- 
consistent with  the  practice  of  the  Hoaae 
in  using  the  name  of  the  Sovereign  in  the 
manner  in  which  the  right  boo.  Baronet 
had  used  it.  It  was  quite  tree  that  it 
would  be  highly  out  of  order  to  uae  the 
name  of  the  Sovereign  in  that  House  ao 
as  to  endeavour  to  influence  its  deciiioa, 
or  that  of  any  of  its  Members,  epoo  any 
question  under  its  consideration ;  but  he 
apprehended  that  no  expression  which 
had  fallen  from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
could  be  supposed  to  bear  such  a  con* 
struction. 

Sir  R.  Peel  said,  that  he  had  merely 
stated  that  the  late  King  had  declared 
that  he  would  maintain,  with  the  utmost 
power  of  the  Sovereign,  the  connection 
between  the  two  countries.  He  had  stated 
also,  that  her  Majesty  approved  of,  and 
would  abide  by  that  resolution  ;  but  with 
respect  to  any  special  announcement  qpon 
the  part  of  her  Majesty  he  had  never  dared 
to  make  any. 

Lord  John  Russell  said,  that  what  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  meant  with  respect  lo 
tbe  royal  declaration  relative  to  the  repeal 
of  the  union  was,  that  the  declaration  of 
the  Sovereign  was  made  by  the  right  hon. 
Baronet's  advice,  because  any  personal 
act  or  declaration  of  tbe  Sovereign  ought 
not  to  be  introduced  into  that  place. 
With  respect  to  the  repeal  of  the  Uniotti 
the  subject  was  open  to  amendment  or 
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qaestioni  like  any  other  act  of  tlie  Legis- 
lature* 

Sir  Robert  Peel  had  merely  confirmed, 
on  the  part  of  her  Majesty,  by  the  advice 
of  the  Government,  the  declaration  made 
by  the  former  Sovereign. 

Mr,  Morgan  /.  0*Connell observed,  that 
the  declaration  made  by  the  late  King  was 
made  in  a  perfectly  constitutional  shape, 
in  answer  to  an  address  of  the  House,  or 
by  means  of  a  message  brought  down  to 
Parliament,  and  not  in  the  shape  in  which 
the  late  announcement  had  been  made — 
an  announcement  which,  under  all  the 
circumstances  of  the  case,  coming  from  a 
Minister  of  the  Crown  in  his  place  in  Par« 
liament,  he  considered  as  being  not  merely 
irregular,  but  more  than  ordinarily  so. 

Matter  at  an  end. 

Canada  Corn-Law.]  The  Order  of 
the  Day  for  going  into  committee  upon 
the  Canada  Corn  Bill,  having  been  read. 

Lord  Stanley  spoke  to  the  following  ef- 
fect:— Su:,  under  ordinary  circumstances 
I  should  have  requested  the  indulgence  of 
the  House  in  order  to  enable  you  at  once 
to  leave  the  Chair,  and  to  permit  me  to 
make  In  Committee  the  statement  with 
which  it  is  my  duty,  on  the  part  of  the 
Government,  to  preface  the  resolutions 
which  I  shall  eventually  have  to  propose. 
But  the  motion  of  which  the  rignt  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Taunton  has 
given  notice  is  one  which,  according  to  the 
rules  of  the  House,  cannot  be  submitted 
when  the  House  has  resolved  itself  into 
committee;  and  J  therefore  deem  it  more 
satisfactory  to  the  House,  and  more  fair 
towards  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  that  1 
should  give  him  the  opportunity  of  moving 
his  amendment  after  he  shall  have  heard 
my  statement,  rather  than  leave  him  to 
propose  it  without  any  previous  explanation 
on  our  part  as  to  our  objects  and  intentions. 
And,  Sir,  I  must  confess  that  I  am  the 
more  desirous  of  giving  such  an  explana- 
tion, and  have  thought  it  desirable,  to 
place  on  record  the  grounds  and  motives 
of  the  Government,  more  fully  than  is 
usual  in  a  merely  preliminary  resolution, 
on  account  of  the  very  general  misappre- 
hensions which  exist,  and  the  gross  misre- 
presentations which  have  been  made  with 
regard  to  the  intent  and  scope  of  our 
measure  —  misapprehensions  which  have 
been  probably  increased  by  the  sensitive 
condition  of  the  agricultural  interest  at 
this  moment,  which  have  produced, .and  no 
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doubt  may  produce  a  very  unfavourable 
impression,  but  which  I  will  undertake  to 
show  are  merely  the  consequence  of  mis- 
understanding. Sir,  with  respect  to  this 
matter,  I  charge  no  one  with  misrepresent- 
ation; but  at  least  I  am  not  in  error  in 
saying  that  on  both  sides  of  this  House  the 
objects  of  this  measure  have  been  much 
exaggerated ;  that,  on  the  one  side,  the 
most  exaggerated  expectations  have  been 
raised  as  to  its  probable  benefit  to  the  con- 
sumer—and that,  on  the  other  side,  a  most 
exaggerated  apprehension  as  to  its  proba- 
ble effect  on  the  agriculturist,  has  been 
widely  and  generally  entertained.  I  am 
aware»  Sir,  of  the  difficulties  I  must  en- 
counter in  dispelling  these  fears.  I  am 
aware  that  the  arguments  I  may  use  in 
addressing  myself  to  the  one  side  of  the 
House  will  probably  deprive  me  of  some 
support  from  the  other.  Her  Majesty's 
Government  are,  in  fact,  open  to  a  sort  of 
cross  fire,  and  I  feel  that  there  is  hardly  any 
argument  which  1  can  address  to  one  party 
which  will  not  deprive  me  of  some  sop- 
port  from  Members  on  the  other  side.  But 
be  this  as  it  may,  I  am  determined  to 
avail  myself  of  no  considerations  of  tem- 
porary advantage.  I  shall  use  no  trick  to 
obtain  support ;  I  shall  employ  no  artifice 
to  pervert  the  facts ;  I  shall  not  seek  to 
exaggerate ;  on  the  contrary,  it  will  be  my 
object  to  diminish  apprehension;  and,  to 
prove  my  sincerity,  I  will  at  once  frankly 
acknowledge,  that  if  I  did  not  feel  myself 
bound  by  a  sense  of  duty — if  it  were  not 
for  the  implied  promise  which  was  last 
Session  held  out  to  the  Legislature  of  Ca- 
nada— and  for  the  obligation  which  rests 
on  the  Government  to  Ailfil  that  promise 
to  the  best  of  its  ability,  I  should  consider 
the  measure  I  mean  to  submit — in  refer- 
ence  to  the  immediate  interests  of  this 
country — in  reference  to  the  interests  of 
the  consumer  as  well  as  of  the  producer — 
of  such  slight  and  trivial  importance,  that, 
knowing  as  I  do  the  impolicy  and  inconve- 
nience of  disturbing  a  great  settlement, 
and  knowing  too  well  what  are  the  sensi- 
tive feelings  of  the  agriculturists  at  this 
particular  time — if  it  were  not  that  we  are 
bound  by  faith  and  honour,  I  should  have 
considered  the  measure  I  am  about  to  sub- 
mit of  such  comparatively  trivial  import, 
that  I  would  not  have  interfered  with  that 
interest  by  asking  you  to  re- open  the 
question  of  the  Corn-law  for  the  purpose 
of  assenting  to  a  bill  of  a  scope  so  limited 
and  so  confined.  [  Cheers,]  I  hear  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  cheering  that  avowal. 
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I  know  I  wn  exposed  to  their  tarcasnit ; 
but  I  state  again,  and  distinctly,  that  I  do 
not  seek  to  magnify  the  importance  of  this 
measure,  and  that  my  sole  object  is  to 
place  it  in  its  true  light — in  a  light  in 
which  it  has  not  yet  been  placed  before 
either  the  House  or  the  country.   I  do  not 
desire  to  conciliate  for  my  proposal  any 
sbpport  on  the  ground  that  it  is  an  exten- 
sive measure,  or  that  it  is  a  great  ad- 
vance  in  free-trade  principles ;  for  it  is  no  | 
8uch  thing.     1  do  not  put  it  forward  as  a 
means  of  admitting  an  almost  unlimited 
supply  of  American  corn  upon  conditions 
more  favourable  tlum  at  present ;  for  it  will 
do  no  such  thing.     I  shall  not  on  the  one 
side  claim  support,  or  on  the  other  yield  in 
silence  to  opposition,  founded  on  any  mis- 
take as  to  tiie  real  scope  and  object  of  my 
measure.     I  do  not  bring  that  measure 
forward  as  a  measure  of  frce-traile ;  1  do 
not  submit  it  to  vou  as  a  bill  for  facilitating 
the  Admission  of  foreign  corn ;  but  I  do 
bring  the  measure  forward  as  a  great  boon 
to  one  of  our  moat  important  colonies.     I 
submit  it  to  the  House  as  a  colonial  and  not 
as  a  fiscal  question.    If  it  was  brought 
forward  as  a  measure  affecting  cither  the 
fiscal  or  commercial  interests  of  the  coun- 
try, it  would  more  properly  be  the  duty  of 
either  my  right  hon.  Friend  at  Uie  head 
of  the  Government,  or  of  my  right  hon. 
Friend   the  President   of  the   lS»rd  of 
Trade,  to  propose  it  to  your  notice.    It  is 
because  the  measure  is  purely  a  colonial 
moasure,  that,  as  the  Colonial  Minister  of 
the  day,  I  now  ask  the  House  to  grant  to 
Canada  a  boon,  which  though  insignificant 
to  you  to  concede,  it  will  be  important  to 
them  to  receive— a  boon  which  they  have 
Holicited  for  at  least  five^uind* twenty  years 
a  boon  to  which  they  attach  the  gteateat 
importance — which  you  can  grant  without 
sacrifice  of  your  own  domestic  interests, 
and  which  her  Majesty's  Government  have 
on  their  part  pledged  themselves  to  grant 
in   the  event  of  certain  conditions  being 
complied   with  on   the  part   of  Canada, 
which   conditions  she  gratefully  accepted 
and  has  foithfully  fulfilled.     Sir,  that  is 
the  sum  and  substance  of  the  measure  I 
am  alKMit  to  submit     It  is  a  measure 
a|wrt  from  the  Corn-law— Hipart  from  any 
(piestion  of  frcc-traile.    Jt  lies  in  a  narrow 
compass  ;  but  although  it  does  so,  liclieve 
me,  if  it  be  a  measure  of  iiecuniary  insigni- 
fi(!;uice  to  vou,  lielieve  me  that  your  re- 
fiitiHl  to  aclopt  it  ill  its  crifi*ots  on  the  fecl- 
ini^  of  thn  piMi|ili»  of  Canada,  and  thrmigh 
them  on  the  iiitereiits  of  that  country  ilie 


measure  is  not  insignificant.  Sir,  tho 
measure  I  propose  has  for  its  object  to  giie 
an  encouragement  to  the  agricultiuw  of 
Canada,  by  admitting  wheat  the  pniduM 
of  Canada,  grown  as  well  as  ground  ia 
Canada,  into  consumption  in  thia  countrj 
on  more  favourable  terms  than  at  present, 
without  varying,  in  any  material  degvee, 
the  effect  of  the  existing  law  with  n^ard 
to  the  produce  of  tho  United  Statea,  I 
propose  to  reduce  the  duty  on  Canadian 
wheat  and  wheat  fiour ;  I  also  propoaa  to 
substitute,  on  American  wheat  paasing 
through  Canada,  tho  fixed  duty  of  4i.  per 

?[uarter  for  the  present  varying  duty  of 
rom  U.  to  5s.  per  quarter.  I  do  not  pro. 
pose  any  alteration  whatever  in  the  disp 
tinction  at  present  drawn  between  wheat 
and  wheat  flour  the  produce  of  a  foreign 
country.  I  do  not  propose  to  admit  Ame- 
rican wheat  on  terms  different  from  thoae 
on  whioh  it  is  now  admitted ;  but  what  I 
propose  is,  to  admit  American  whmt 
ground  into  flour  in  Canada  at  a  duty  of 
4s,  instead  of  the  present  varying  duly, 
and  that  is  the  sola  efleot  of  tho  aseasan^ 
as  far  aa  American  wheat  ia  oonoamad. 
Now,  Sir,  as  an  hon.  Gentleman  haa 
particularly  directed  my  attention  to  the 
state  of  the  law  as  regards  the  imporU 
ation  of  wheat  and  wl^t  flour  from  thn 
colonies,  and  as  I  know  that  niaapp 
prehendopB  prevail  on  thia  point,  fmtm 
naps  the  House  will  permit  me  to  stite 
how  the  case  now  atanda,  how  it  haaatoud, 
and  how  it  has  been  praotically  acted  en 
since  the  year  1828,  farther  than  which 
period  I  think  it  will  be  unnecessary  for 
me  to  go  back.  Up  to  last  year,  wheat 
was  alk)wed  to  be  imported  from  Canada  at 
a  fluctuating  duty  varying  from  &s>  to  6dL 
per  quarter ;  by  the  faw  of  last  year  it  ie 
admitted  at  a  duty  sliding  from  Is.  to  &f. 
per  quarter,  according  to  the  atate  of 
the  British  market.  Flour  has  been  im» 
ported  from  Canada  at  all  times,  liable  to 
bear  a  proportionate  amount  of  duty  ac- 
cording to  the  rate  of  duty  levied  on  wheel. 
On  the  import  of  foreign  wheat  into  Canada 
no  duty  has  been  imposed  to  the  preeenft 
time.  From  every  part  of  Europe  and 
from  the  United  States  wheat  has  been 
admitted  into  Canada  perfectly  and  en* 
tirely  free  from  duty,  and  that  wheat  an 
imported  and  manufactured  into  flour  in 
Canada,  has  ever  been  considered,  if  ex* 
|H»rted  to  this  country,  to  enjoy  all  tiio 
privileges  attaching  to  colonial  proiluce. 
Now  this  is  no  new  rpgulution ;  no  new 
rule  regarding  United  Slatee  or  Canadian. 
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wheat  alone)    it  is  a  general  principle 
which  has  been  acted  on^  with  regard  to 
manufactured  goods,  from  time  immemo- 
rial in  the  Customs  of  this  country,  namely, 
that  munufhctured  goods,  no  matter  whence 
the  raw  material  might  come,  should  be  re- 
garded ns  the  produce  of  the  country  in 
which  the  manufacture  takes  place.    This 
question,  indeed,  was  brought  under  dis- 
cussion at  an  early  period  of  our  fiscal  his- 
tory, in  a  case  which  is  not  a  little  curious 
as  showing  the  extent  to  which  the  prin« 
ciple  is  carried.     In  the  18th  of  George 
dra. — the  year   1788  — a   question    was 
argued  in  the  Exchequer  Chamber,  as  to 
what  should  be  the  duty  on  ostrich  fea« 
thers  dressed  in  France,  the  said  ostrich 
feathers  being  claimed  as  French  |iroduce. 
Now  it  wttS  clear— it  needed  no  certificate 
to   prore  it— *that  ostrich   feathers  were 
not  a  French  production ;  but  these  fea- 
thers having  been  dressed  in  France,  it  was 
argued  that  they  were  a  French  manufac- 
ture, and  the  point  having  been  discussed 
in  the  Exchequer  Chamber,  it  was  deter- 
mined by  the  judges  that  the  ostrich  fea* 
thers  so  dressed  in  France  were  entitled 
to  oome  In  and  to  be  charged   duty  as 
French  goods.    I  mention  this  as  a  curious 
case  bearing  strongly  upon  this  subject.  In 
the  year  foflowlng,  an  act«<i-the  19th  Geo. 
3rd. — was  passed  upon  the  subject  What 
did  that  act  do  ?     Did  it  deny  the  priur 
ciple?     By  no  means.     It  provided  that 
the  principle  should  hold  perfectly  good 
except  with  respect  to  the  produce  of  Asia, 
Africa,  and  America  ;  and  with  this  pretty 
large  exception,  this  act  continued  in  op« 
eration  until  it  was  repealed  by  the  drd  of 
George  4th,  and  6th  of  George  4th.    Dut, 
under  the  6th  of  George  4th,  this  broad 
principle  was  laid  down,  *'  All  manufac- 
tured goods  shall  be  deemed  to  be  the  pro- 
duce of  the  country  in  which  they  are 
manufkctured."      A  broader  principle  it 
would  be  almost  impossible  to  lay  down, 
and  this  was  the  principle  established  un- 
der that  act.     But  it  will,  no  doubt,  be 
questioned  that  this  principle  applies  to 
corn  }     Now,  on  that  point,  we  have  cer- 
tainly no  judicial   decision,    because  the 
question   was    never   raised   so  as  to  be 
brought  under  judicial  consideration  ;  Imt 
in  1830,  after  the  act  of  1828  was  passed, 
by  which,  for  the  first  time,  Canadian  flour 
was  admitted  into  this  country,  the  ques- 
tion was  raised  by  the  Comptroller  of  the 
Customs  at   Liverpool,   who,  having  some 
doubts  as  to  whether  United  States  wheat 
ground  ia  Canada  oould  be  admitted  as 


coloniid  produce,  referred  the  question  to 
the  solicitor  of  the  Customs,  who  gave  an 
unhesitating  opinion-^ 

*'  That  flour  made  in  Canada  from  wheat, 
the  produce  of  the  United  States,  was  to  be 
deemed  the  produce  of  Canada,  and  was  en- 
titled to  enter  this  country  as  the  produce  of 
a  colony,  upon  the  production  of  the  inspec- 
tor's certificate  applying  to  colonial  produce, 
and  required  by  the  Act  of  Parliament." 

This  was  the  opinion  given  by  the  soli- 
citor of  the  Customs  on  a  question  raised 
by  a  collector  and  comptroller  of  Customs, 
who  asked  for  a  legal  authority  upon  which 
to  act.  This  is  the  single  case  in  which  the 
point  has  ever  been  raised;  and  1  must 
next  remark.  that»  to  whatever  question 
the  law  maybe  open,  be  the  interpretation 
right  or  wrong,  in  the  first  place,  the  prac- 
tice has  been  without  exception  to  admit 
United  States  grown  corn,  coming  from 
and  manufticturod  in  Canada,  as  Canadian 
produce — that  has  l)een  the  uniform  and 
unvarying  interpretation  and  practice  of 
the  law-i-and,  in  the  next  place,  be  that 
law  right  or  be  it  wrong,  this  bill  does  not 
touch  that  question-i-this  bill  does  not  re- 
fer to  that  question,  and  it  leaves  the  law 
precisely  as  it  now  stands.  This,  then,  being 
the  case,  and  the  aole  ol^ect  we  have  in 
view  being  the  substitution  of  a  permanent 
fixed  duty  on  American  wheat    Z^'heers.] 
I  understand  that  cheer,  and  I  shall  come 
presently  to  the  meaning  which  it  conveys 
•—I  say  that  the  object  of  this  bill  is  the 
substitution  of  a  permanent  fixed  duty  on 
American  wheat    imported  through   the 
province  of  Canada,  at  the  rate  of  4«.  a 
quarter,  for  a  duty  on  such  wheat  varying 
from  6d.  it  was  formerly,  U.  it  is  now,  to 
58,  per  quarter.     I  say.  Sir,  that  that  is 
the  sole  alteration  I  propote;  and  such 
being  the  only  alteration,  1  think  that  her 
Majesty's  Government  has  diuse  to  com- 
plain of  the  misrepresentations  which  have 
been  sedulously  disseminated  amongst  the 
farmers  as  to  the  introduction  of  United 
States  corn,  *'  which,"  say  some  hon.  Mem- 
bers, «'  the  Government  are  seeking  to 
bring  in  by  a  back  door,  not  faring  to 
open  the  front."    Now,  Siri  let  me  here 
say,  once  for  all,  that  neither  in  this  bill 
nor  in  any  other  bill  with  which  I  am  con- 
nected, nor  with  which  my  colleagues  are 
connected,  will  her  Majesty's  Oovernment 
seek  to  introduce  furtively  or  by  stealth 
that    which    they  dare    not    introduce 
broadly,  plainly,  and  openly.    This  "  back 
door,*'   as   you    are   pleasied  to    call    it, 
baa  been  open  for  a  space  of  not  Ifss  thfwi 
U2 
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flfcecn   years,  that  is  to  bslj,  if  by  the 
"back  door  being  open*'  you  mean  that 
United  States  corn  can  be  admitted  into 
Canada  duty  free,  and  as  flour  ground 
in  Canada  can  obtain  admission  into  the 
ports  of  England.    From  1828  to  1843> 
tbat  door  has  been  open  —  through  that 
door  a  considerable  portion  of  American 
grain  has  been  admitted,  and  instead  of 
opening  that  door  wider,  our  proposition 
is  now  to  take  a  toll  of  35.  upon  every 
quarter  of  corn  that  must  pass  it.     And 
then   we  are   told — I   hear  it  at  county 
meetings — that  we  are  doing  an  injury  to 
the  agricultural  interest.     The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Rutland  presented  this  evening  a 
petition,  praying  that  tbere  might  be  no 
diminution    of   agricultural    protection  ; 
and  Gentlemen  talk,  and  farmers  are  told, 
that  they  have  grievous  reason  to  complain 
of  her  Majesty's  Government,  for  seeking 
to  introduce   United  States'  wheat   into 
Canada  at  a  duty  of  Ss.,  forgetting,  of 
course,  to  put  the  counterpart,  that  up  to 
this  very  moment,  there  is  no  duty  at  all, 
and  that,  instead  of  paying  Ss,,  United 
States  wheat  enters    Canada  duty  free. 
Again,  I  know  it  has  been  stated  at  seve- 
ral meetings,  that  we  are  about  to  inflict, 
by  this  measure,  a  grievous  injury  on  the 
milling  interest  of  this  country— that  we 
are  going    to    introduce    United    States 
wheat  in  the  shape  of  flour  whilst  we  re- 
ject it  in  its  unmanufEictured  condition. 
My  answer  to  this  is,  that  we  make  no 
alteration  whatever  in  the  present  state  of 
the  law.     Reject  this  law  altogether,  and 
the  milling  interest  will  be  in  precisely  the 
same  condition  as  if  you  passed  it.     You 
afford  the  milling  interest  no  protection 
whatever  by  its  rejection,  because,  even 
now,   flour  from    Canada,    ground   from 
wheat  of  the  United  States,  is  importfnl  I 
at  the  colonial  rate  of  duty.     This  bill,  | 
therefore,  as  to  the  agricultural  interest, 
or  as  to  the  milling  interest,  can  produce 
no  effect  whatever  if  the  fixed  duty  we 
prop4»8e  be  only  equivalent  to  the  existing 
rate.     I  shall  now  endeavour  to  pn>ve  that 
it  is  so.     The  present  rate  of  duty — and 
for  the  convenience  of  the  House  I  will 
refer  throughout  to  the  duty  on  quartern 
of  wheat,  without  rcfen*ncc  to  the  barrel 
of  flour,  and  assuming  that  the  due  pro- 
portion is  maintained  between  wheat  and 
flour — the  present  rate  of  duty  on  United 
States  M'heat  is  precisely  the  same  as  on 
colonial   wheat.      f  Mr.    Kaffmrk  :    *'  Do 
you   mean   wheat    c»r   flour  r'*]     '    niean 
that,  by  the  law,  as  it  at  present  stands. 


wheat  imported  from  the  United  Statet 
into  Canada,  cannot  be  imported  hen  ex- 
cept as  flour,  nor  will  it  be  imported  im 
any  other  way  by  the  law  we  propose. 
As  flour — as  manufactured  proouoe — it 
will  be  admitted  at  the  new  rate  of  doty , 
which,  as  I  said  before,  we  consider  equi- 
valent to  the  old  rates.    The  present  duty 
levied  on  flour  in  this  country,  varies  ftom 
5s.  per  quarter,  when  the  price  is  belov 
55^.,  to  If.  per  quarter,  when  the  price 
rises  as  high  as  58x.     Up  to  55«.,  these  ie 
a  duty  of  5s.  per  quarter.     By  the  mee^ 
sure  which  I  propose  tliere  will  be  fevied, 
at  all  times,  and  under  all  circumstaoees-^ 
[Cheers.] — hon.  Gentleman  may  hare  the 
advantage  of  another  cheer,  if  they  pleese, 
at  the  idea  of  a  fixed  duty — by  tne  mea* 
sure  which  I  propose,  there  will  be  kvied^ 
at  all  times  and  under  all  circumstanees^ 
a  fixed  duty  on  wheat  imported  throuch 
Canada  of  4s,  per  quarter,  whether  toe 
price  be  40^.  or  60^.,  instead  of  a  doty 
which  at  present  amounts  to  5«.  up  to  55e. 
and  thence  fidls  to  Is.  as  the  price  rises  to 
58s,    Perha|)s  boo.  Gentlemen  may  my, 
that  a  reduction  of  even  Ic  per  quarter^ 
that  is  to  say,  from  5#.  to  4s.,  in  the  doty, 
is,  in  the  present  state  of  agricultme,  o 
matter  of  considerable  importance;    but 
let  it  be  observed,  as  appears,  indeed,  firaa 
a  paper  laid  on  the  Table  of  the  Hoaee^ 
upon  the  motion  of  the  hon.  Member  lor 
Stoke-upon-Trenty  that  during  the  hit 
Are  years,   the  average  amount  of  doty 
levied  on  cok>nial  corn  nas  not  readied  4m» 
In  one  year,  the  average  was  4#.,  bat  io 
another  year  it  was  only  6(L;  and  the 
average  amount  of  duty  for  the  whole 
period  has  been  2s.  Id.  upon   Americao 
wheat  imported  through  Canada  in  the 
sha|>e  of  flour ;  for  which,  by  this  bill,  [ 
propose  to  substitute  a  duty  of  4s.,  what. 
ever  the  price  of  the  market  may  be.   Aod 
let  the  House  observe  this,  that  the  present 
duty  is  chargeable  only  on  the  fine  floor 
imported,  and  only  when   brought  into 
home  consumption  in  this  country;  whetcee 
three-fourths  of  the  duty  proposed  to  he 
levied,  is  to  be  levied  on  the  whole  bulk 
of  wheat  imported  into  Canada,  which  ouiy 
not  he  brought  into  consumption  for  six, 
eight,  ten,  or  twelve  months,  according  to 
the  state  of  the  market  ;  and  we  impose 
this  duty  upon  the  whole  amount,  incTod- 
ing  seconds,  inferior  flour,  and  the  refuse. 
I  do  think,  that  4s.,  to  he  so  leriedt  is  o 
fair,  just,  and  ample  equivalent  for  the 
existing  duty.     [Sir  (\  Napier :  •'  It  ie 
more  than  ample."]    The  hon.  and  gaUaot 
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Gentleman  8ay8>  it  is  more  than  an  ample 
duty;  but  let  him  recollect  that  at  the 
present  moment  a  duty  of  bs,  attaches  in- 
variably till  the  price  of  wheat  is  55^.    I 
know  by  what  objection  I  shall  immedi- 
ately be  met  here.    I  have  anticipated  it 
in  the  cheer  I  have  already  heard  ^om  the 
other  side  of  the  House,  when  the  subject 
of  a  fixed  duty  was  mentioned.     *'  After 
all/'  it  will  be  said,  '^  you  are  coming  down 
to  a  fixed  duty  of  4^.  upon  wheat."     I  beg 
to  say  I  am  not  coming  down  to  any  such 
thing.  I  am  coming  down  to  no  fixed  duty 
of  4^.  on  wheat.  I  should  have  been  glad  to 
know  how  the  noble  Lord  opposite,  who 
proposed  a  fixed  duty  of  8^.  per  quarter  on 
wheat,  would  have  dealt  with  this  particu- 
lar article,  and  whether  he  would  have 
subjected  to  an  8j.  duty  wheat,  the  pro- 
duce of  foreign  countries,  imported  through 
our  own  colonies,  and   there  undergoing 
the  process   of   manufacture.      Unfortu- 
nately, the  noble  Lord  had  not  the  oppor- 
tunity of  submitting  his  plan  in  detail  to 
the  consideration  of  the  House ;  his  pro- 
ject was  cut  off  in  the  bud ;  but  I  should 
like  to  know  how  he  would  have  dealt  with 
that  question.     I   have  no  hesitation   in 
saying,  that  whatever  may  be  the  advan- 
tage of  the  sliding-scale  over  a  fixed  duty, 
setting  other  objections  apart,  the  fixed 
duty  has  the  merit  of  simplicity ;  and  if  I 
could  adopt  that  which,  under  all  circum- 
stances, and  under  all  seasons,  and  with 
reference  to  all  countries,  should  strike  n 
fair  average  of  duty,  of  course,  I  should 
prefer,  as  any  man  of  sense  would — I  don't 
think  there   would    be  any  difference  of 
opinion  on  any  side  of  the  House^I  should 
prefer  the  simplicity  of  a  fixed  duty  to  the 
complication  inseparable  from    a  sliding, 
scale.     Let  the  noble  Lord  or  any  person 
propose  a  sliding-scale,  the  extreme  point 
of  which  shall  be  8^.  on  one  side,  and  12«. 
on  the  other,  and  I  tell  the  House  very 
ft^nkly,  that  rather  than  take  a  sliding- 
scale,  the  extreme   of  whose  protection 
should  be  8j.  the  minimum,  and  12^.  the 
maximum,  and  for  that  variation  rendering 
necessary  the  complicated  machinery  of  the 
averages,  I  would  infinitely  prefer  the  ave- 
rage between  these  two  amounts,  and  take 
the  fixed  duty  of  10^.  rather  than  the  fluc- 
tuating duty.     The  advantage  of  a  sliding- 
scale  arises  from  the  extent  of  range  which 
it  most  cover;  you  can  take  no  amount 
which  shall  fairly  represent  an  average  of  a 
duty  ranging  from  205.  to  Is,     If  the  scale 
vibrate  only  for  3f.  or  4^.,  you  may  dis- 
pense with  the  unnecessary  complication 


of  the  sliding-scale  and  collecting  averages* 
but  if  you  have  a  scale  with  a  protective 
duty  of  205.  at  one  end,  and  a  companu 
tively  free  admission  at  l5.  at  the  other* 
proportioning  the  protection  to  the  varying 
exigencies  of  the  case,  no  average  can  be 
struck.  Therefore,  I  say,  it  is  perfectly 
consistent  in  me  if  the  duty  is  to  vary  from 
Is,  to  45.,  to  say  I  prefer  a  fixed  duty* 
whatever  it  may  be,  between  those  limits, 
and  at  the  same  time  to  reject  it  when  the 
minimum  and  maximum  duties  are  so 
widely  different  as  to  promote  at  one  time 
comparatively  free  importation,  and  at 
another,  amounting  to  an  almost  prohi- 
bitory duty.  I  prefer  the  sliding-scale  in 
such  circumstances,  because  you  can  have 
no  fair  average  of  the  protection  required. 
But,  again,  suppose  a  distinction  is  to  be 
drawn  m  favour  of  Canadian  wheat — that 
Canadian  wheat  imported  into  this  country 
is  to  be  subjected  to  no  duty,  or  only  a 
nominal  duty,  and  American  wheat  to  a 
protecting  duty,  1  want  to  know,  if  the 
duty  is  to  be  levied  in  Canada,  in  what 
manner  it  is  even  possible  to  have  a  sliding 
scale  from  45.  down  to  I5.  ?  In  what  man- 
ner will  you  on  the  Canadian  frontier  fix 
the  sliding-scale,  and  declare  the  averages 
with  reference  to  the  price  in  this  country  ? 
If  you  are  to  draw  the  distinction  between 
Canadian  and  American  wheat,  you  must 
levy  the  duty  on  the  Canadian  frontier, 
and  not  in  this  country.  If  you  are  to 
levy  the  duty  on  the  Canadian  frontier, 
and  not  in  this  country,  then  the  sliding- 
scale  is  impracticable.  The  sliding-scale 
is  too  inapplicable  to  a  duty  only  varying 
25.  or  35.,  and  without  departing  in  any 
degree  from  the  principle  of  protection  as 
applied  to  the  agricultural  interest  in  this 
country,  you  have  no  resource  but  a  ^xedi 
duty  between  the  very  narrow  limits  to 
which  your  scale  would  fluctuate  to  one 
side  or  another.  I  have  answered  this  ar- 
gument to  the  best  of  my  ability ;  but  I 
confess  I  do  not  lay  much  stress  on  it  as 
an  argument.  It  may  do  very  well  to 
excite  a  Parliamentary  cheer,  or  to  raise  a 
taunt  of  personal  inconsistency  ;  but  against 
the  measure,  as  I  propose  it,  it  is  no  argu- 
ment at  all ;  and  I  have  shown  that  it  is 
not  an  argument,  that,  on  the  ground  of 
inconsistency,  can  fairly  be  urged  against 
those  who  support  a  sliding-scale.  I  now 
come  to  a  more  important  point ;  that  is, 
can  the  duty  in  Canada  be  levied?  Be  the 
duty  what  it  may,  it  would  be  levied  in 
the  Custom-house  in  this  country ;  and  I 
am  ready  to  admit,  that  if  any  reasonable 
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apprehension  can  be  entertained  that  the 
duty  cannot  be  levied  in  Canada,  it  would 
be  a  strong  argument  against  the  measure 
which  I  propose.  Ncrer  was  there  a  more 
chimeri(^  apprehension  entertained  than 
that  wheat  will  be  smuggled  into  Canada 
to  escape  a  duty  of  3^.  per  quarter.  I  will 
proTc  it  to  yovi  from  circumstances,  from 
probability,  from  practice.  Hon.  Gentle- 
men arc  rery  much  in  the  habit  of  saying 
that  the  boundary  between  Canada  and 
the  United  States  is  for  a  long  distance  a 
mere  rivcr^  that  there  is  no  difficulty  in 
passing  it,  and  that  you  might  easily  throw 
a  biscuit  across  it;  but  what  is  the  real 
state  of  the  case  ?  I  put  Lower  Canada 
out  of  tlic  question  altogether,  because  it 
produces  little  or  no  wheat ;  certainly  Fcry 
far  short  of  what  is  required  for  its  own 
consumption.  Tlio  whole  of  the  wheat  of 
which  the  Canadas  haro  any  surplus,  of 
tlioir  own  produce,  is  grown  in  Upper 
Canada.  A  largo  portion  of  that  which 
comes  into  this  country  is  not  the  produce 
of  Canada  at  nll|  but  of  the  United  States, 
tlic  great  states  of  the  west  —  Illinois, 
Ohio,  and  Indiana.  From  the  point  at 
which  the  St.  Lawrence  becomes  the 
boundary  between  Canada  and  the  United 
States  to  Kingston,  tlie.  distance  is  seventy 
or  eighty  miles,  up  a  very  rapid  and  broken 
river. 

Mr.  Uorifuck :  There  is  not  a  single  ra- 
pid from  Prescott  to  Kingston.  1  know 
the  place  well.  I  have  gone  up  the  river 
in  a  cunoe  hundrc<ls  of  times. 

Ijifd  Sianlv^f :  Bo  it  so ;  but  that  is  not 
the  district  in  which  the  wheat  is  produc- 
ed. Above  KingKton  i*omes  l^ke  Ontario, 
alnnit  L'lO  miles  long ;  it  is  united  by  the 
Nia^^ira  llivcr  to  J^e  Eric,  a  lake  200 
miles  in  length,  both  of  these  lakes  varv« 
ing  fnmi  sixty  to  seventy  miles  in  breadth. 
There  is,  therefore,  a  distance  of  from  350 
to  4<N)  miles,  connected  only  by  a  riwr  for 
the  space  of  twenty  miles,  that  river  in- 
cluding the  rapids  above,  and  the  whirl- 
|mk)]h  lH?h»w,  the  fnlls  of  Niagara  being 
|M.*rfe(!tly  impracticable.  The  wheat-grow- 
ing districts  are,  in  the  first  place,  the  Ca> 
nadian  district*  on  the  north  of  Lake  Eric, 
and  tlie  great  American  districts  to  the 
Houth-west.  TlicHo  are  the  districts — 
Indiana,  Ohio,  and  illinotfl,  from  which 
uwn  is  brought  to  (Icveland,  the  principal 
shipping  port  of  Ohio,  and  thence  the 
trailtf  is  carriptl  on  partly  in  steamers,  but 
principally  in  large  scliooners  built  for  car- 
rying cargoes  of  this  nature  |  passing 
iiiruugh  tlie  Wellaad  Cnal  and  a 


ston  of  British  lod»  into  l.ake  Oiltviis 
and  thence  to  Montreal,  whence  ahipmenta 
are  made  to  this  country.    There  ia  « 
distance  of  above  five  hundred  milea  be- 
tween the  ports  of  afaipment.    The  Mtth 
side  of  Lake  Erie  ia  cultivated  to  a  oertshi 
extent,   and  gtowa  Canadian  ooni;  the 
south  side  k  oiltivated  by  the  AmericMWA 
The  achoonera  engaged  in  the  trade  are  all 
perfectly    well  known -« they    etfrjr   fNi 
their  operations  as  a  rq;ular  systenaatie 
trade-^-their  owners  are  all  known;  the 
north  coasty  on  the  Canadian  aide,  ia  da* 
gularly  destitute  of  faarbouni  the  iakea 
they  have  to  cross  are  about  four  timea  m 
wide  as  the  Straits  of  Dover }  if  it  were 
attempted  to  run  a  cargo  of  wheat,  umI 
land  it  on  the  Canadian  side  for  the  por* 
poae  of  saving  3«.  per  quarter  duty,  tiM 
mere  expense  of  landins  and  oonreving  it 
again  to  a  wharf,  and  tranahippiDg  it, 
would  very  OEiaterially  exceed  the  duty 
which  it  waa  the  object  of  thia  not  vmy 
wise  smuggler  to  evade.     I  would  mk 
any  of  my  hon.  Friends  the  Memliera  Ibr 
Kent  and  Sussex^— did  you  ever  hear  ef 
French  wheat  being  smuggled  and  landed 
on  your  shores  ?    No— and  why  not?    Be- 
cause, first,  although  the  duty  is  nueh 
higlicr,  the  risk  more  tlum  countertmlanoea 
it ;  and,  next,  for  thia  very  good  raaaoa, 
which  equally  applies  to  Canada  aa  to 
Kent  and  Suasex— tliat  the  ahore  to  which 
the  smuggler  must  come  is  occupied  by 
persons  whose  direct  and  immediate  pur- 
pose it  is  to  prevent  the  poasibilitr  of 
smuggling  that  particular  articte.    It  ia 
quite  true,  that  it  is  in  some  caaea  easy 
enough  to  smuggle  firom  Canada  to  tiie 
United  States,  and  from  the  United  Statea 
to  Canada— it  is  easy  for  fugitives  from 
justice — it  is  easy  for  deserters  from  the 
service — it  is  easy  to  carryover  a  pound  of 
tea  or  ailk  in  a  canoe — but  to  carry  over  a 
quarter  of  wheat  at  great  risk,  and  where 
there  are  no  harboure  and  few  roada,  to 
rc«ship  and  tranship  it,  for  the  purpose  ef 
evading  a  3«.  duty,  is  the  moot  chimerical 
apprehension  erer  entertained.  Doea  prn^ 
tice  bear  us  out  in  this  view  ?    From  18SS 
to  1831  tliere  was  imposed  a  dutr  of»  not 
'M,  but  8f.  a  quarter  on  United  Stataa 
wheat  imported  into  Canada.     I  hare  not 
been  able  to  ascertain  the  predae  amoaat 
of  duty  which  waa  collected ;  at  is  iadudM 
in  the  general  revenue  of  the  ooloay  i  b«t 
in  the  Rhie  Rooks  of  the  colony,  although 
they  are  not  altogether  to  be  depended 
upon  for  accuracy  aa  official  rctntis,  I  iad 
that  in  every  year  a  eerlaiii  aoMNnit  of 
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American  wh6Bt  was  imported  and  brought 
to  charge ;  and  in  no  one  year  from  1825 
to  1831,  while  Ss,  per  quarter  was  charged, 
was  there  any  allegation  from  any  quarter 
whatever  that  a  single  bushel  of  wheat  had 
been  smuggled  into  Canada  or  had  evaded 
the  duty.  Here,  at  least,  is  negative 
proof— no  such  allegation  was  ever  made. 
But  perhaps  hon.  Gentlemen  may  say  they 
will  smuggle  flour  into  this  country  ;  why 
don't  they  smuggle  flour  now  ?  1  will  tell 
you  why.  The  duty  is  sufficiently  high  to 
tempt  them  ;  but  it  is  with  flour  as  it  is 
with  respect  to  corn— ^the  interest  of  the 
whole  population  is  against  the  smuggler 
of  flour,  and  in  favour  of  collecting  the 
duty.  Let  the  House  recollect  that  the 
duty  on  American  flour  imported  into  this 
country  is  20^.  per  Quarter ;  on  Canadian 
flour  it  is  5s.  Unaer  the  existing  law, 
therefore,  the  temptation  to  smuggle  flour 
into  Canada,  for  the  purpose  of  having  it 
introduced  as  Canaaian  flour  into  this 
country,  amounts  to  ld«.  per  quarter,  or 
300  per  cent*  on  the  duty ;  and  yet  to  this 
hour  I  never  heard  the  allegation  made 
that  one  single  barrel  of  flour  had  been 
smuggled  into  Canada  $  nor  do  I  believe 
that  a  single  barrel  has  ever  b^n  introduc- 
ed without  a  bona  fide  certificate*  On 
the  practice,  therefore,  of  six  years,  during 
which  an  Ss,  duty  was  levied  on  the  clear 
interest  of  all  parties  on  the  spot  to  pre- 
vent smuggling-^on  the  physical  impedi- 
ments standing  in  the  way — in  the  absence 
of  any  allegaticm  that  it  has  ever  existed 
— on  all  these  grounds,  I  say,  no  apprehen- 
sion of  smuggling  need  be  entertained. 
This  was  the  view  taken  before  the  Ss, 
duty  was  enacted  both  by  Lord  Dalhousie 
in  Canada,  and  Lords  Liverpool  and 
Bathurst  in  this  country,  when  it  was 
said  we  should  be  inundated  with  Ameri<' 
can  wheat  and  flour ;  and  when  that  duty 
was  taken  oflf  in  1831,  as  part  of  the  Cus- 
toms' regulations  of  the  year  by  Mr.  Pou- 
lett  lliomson,  not  a  single  allegation  was 
made  that  it  had  been  evaded.  I  have  en** 
deavoured  to  deal  with  this  question  with 
reference  to  the  apprehensions  which  have 
been  entertained  as  to  the  importation  of 
American  wheat  under  the  name  of  Cana- 
dian wheat:  with  the  permission  of  the 
House  I  will  now  consider  the  question  as 
it  aflfects  the  importation,  at  a  reduced 
rate  of  duty,  of  hondjide  Canadian  pro- 
duce—the growth  as  well  as  the  manufac- 
ture of  Canada;  and  here  I  say  distinctly, 
that  it  is  oar  wish  to  give  encoinragement 
to  colonial  produce,  ta  the  agricolturt  of 


Canada;  that  as  a  Oovernment  we  are 
pledged  to  do  so,  and  that  we  may  safely 
do  it  without  detriment  to  any  interest  in 
this  country.  This  is  an  object  which 
Canada  has  had  at  heart  for  the  last 
twenty  or  twenty«flve  years ;  and  I  have  in 
my  hand  a  Accession  of  despatches  from 
governors,  and  memorials  from  boards  of 
trade  and  from  both  branches  of  the  Legis* 
lature,  from  the  year  1821  to  the  present 
time,  all  urging  the  propriety  of  acceding 
to  their  praver  in  this  respect.  If  there 
be  one  subject  of  legislation  upon  which 
Canada  from  one  end  to  the  other  has  been 
and  is  unanimous,  it  is  in  urging  that,  in 
order  to  enable  them  to  consume  more 
largely  the  manufactures  of  this  country, 
you  will  treat  them  as  part  of  the  parent 
slate  and  admit  on  easy  terms  the  hondjide 
produce  of  their  agriculture.  I  say  you 
may  safely  grant  this  boon.  I  know  not 
whether  I  ought  to  argue  on  a  question  of 
this  kind,  because  if  the  boon  ought  to  be 
granted,  1  am  satisfied  there  is  sufficient 
public  spirit  in  the  country  not  to  weigh 
too  nicely  the  possible  disadvantage  to  our 
own  interests ;  but,  I  say,  you  may  safely 
grant  it  without  any  injury  to  agricultural 
interests — without  any  reduction  in  the 
existing  price  of  agricultural  produce. 
Let  the  House  recollect,  that  hitherto  the 
import  of  American  wheat  into  Canada  has 
been  wholly  free;  and  what  quantity  has 
been  imported  into  this  country }  In  the 
course  of  the  last  thirteen  years,  from  1830 
to  1843,  the  amount  of  wheat  and  wheat 
flour  imported  into  this  country  from  Ca- 
nada, including  what  was  imported  from 
the  United  States,  was  only  1,153,968 
quarters.  That  is  to  say,  somewhere  about 
90,000  quarters  of  wheat  is  the  whole 
amount,  which,  upon  an  average  of  thirteen 
years,  Canada  has  been  able  annually  to 
export  to  this  country ;  not,  be  it  remem- 
bered, from  her  surplus  produce  only,  but 
that  being  absolutely  the  whole  of  her  sur- 
plus produce,  supported  and  backed  up  by 
all  that  she  could  import  from  the  United 
States  free  of  duty.  And  this  brings  mc 
to  the  question,  at  what  rate  can  this  Ca« 
nadian  com  be  imported  and  brought  into 
consumption  here  ?  This  is  not  an  unim- 
portant point  to  keep  in  view,  in  the  dis- 
cussion of  any  measure  having  for  its  ob- 
ject to  give  greater  facilities  to  the  trader. 
Now  I  find  that,  of  the  1,153,968  quarters, 
there  were  imported  at  and  above  675. 
387,389  quarters  j  at  and  above  55;.,  and 
under  67;.  566,748  quarters;  making  in 
the  whole  above  950^000  quarters,  out  of 
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1.153^000,  imported  aod  brougbt  intooon- 
sumption  here*  when  the  price  in  this 
country  exceeded  55^.  a  quarter.  At  lower 
prices  than  these,  about  93.000  quarters 
were  imported  when  the  prices  ranged 
from  50s,  to  55s,,  and  the  whole  amount 
brought  into  consumption^  when  the  prices 
were  under  50s.,  scarcely  exceeded  106,000 
quarters  during  the  whole  thirteen  years' 
importation.^  But  this  is  not  all.  I  will 
go  further,  and  will  show  you  how,  and 
when,  and  under  what  circumstances  the 
importation  took  place  when  wheat  was 
below  50s,  in  price.  I  have  not  the  re- 
turns as  to  flour  ;  but  I  have  a  return  as 
to  wheat,  and  I  find  this  result: — There 
were  three  years,  and  three  years  only,  in 
which  wheat  was  brought  into  consumption 
from  Canada,  at  a  rate  of  price  below  50s, 
in  this  country ;  and  those  were  the  three 
years--1834,  1835,  and  1836.  Now,  I 
beg  attention  to  these  facts.  1831  and  1832 
were  years  of  very  high  prices,  and  accord- 
ingly  wheat  from  Canada,  imported  and 
brought  into  consumption,  was,  in  the  first 
year,  110,000  quarters,  and  iu  the  next 

*  The  following  Table  was  referred  to  by  the 
noble  Lord. 
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year,  164,000  quarters.  The  next  jmr^ 
1833,  was  a  year  in  which  the  prioe  wiod 
from  49s,  lOof.  to  55s.;  aod  in  that  yeur 
the  import  fell  from  164,000  to  61,501 
quarters.  The  three  next  years  were  yean 
of  constantly  fiidling  prices.  In  the  fint 
year  prices  fell  to  41«.  10c/.  ;  in  the  nest* 
to  36x.  lOd, ;  and  at  the  commenoeoiieBt 
of  the  third  year  prices  for  a  oonndecaUe 
period  averaged  36«.  8d,  Now,  in  then 
years,  so  hopeless  did  the  Canadian  iner- 
chants  consider  the  prospect,  that,  by  re. 
ferring  to  the  returns  moved  for  by  tlie 
hon.  Member  for  Bristol,  and  now  upon 
the  Table  of  the  House,  yoa  will  see  that 
not  a  single  quarter  of  wheat  was  imported 
from  Canada  in  the  years  1835, 1836,  and 
1837 ;  and  that  the  merchants  who  had 
brought  large  stocks  into  thisooantry  opoa 
the  faith  of  the  high  prices  of  1881  and 
1832,  and  who  held  back  in  1833  in  the 
expectation  that  they  would  yet  be  able  to 
realise  a  profit  by  prices  rallying,  were 
oblig^,  at  last,  in  1834, 1835,  and  1886, 
to  bring  their  stocks  into  the  market  at  a 
very  considerable  loss,  and  the  wheat  sold 
under  these  circumstances  constituted  the 
whole  of  the  Canadian  wheat  ever  brought 
in  any  year  into  the  British  market  at 
prices  below  50«.  per  quarter.  This,  tbai« 
at  least,  is  satisfactory  erideoce — in  the 
first  place,  that  no  great  importatinn  ef 
Canaaian  corn  is  to  be  apprdiended  wheft 
the  average  prices  in  this  countrirare  bv ; 
and  next,  it  is  satisfactory  proor  that  Ca- 
nadian wheat  cannot  be  profitably  intro- 
duced and  sold  here  unless  prices  range  at 
least  from  50^.  to  56^.,  nor,  probably,  uii« 
less  they  are  higher  even  than  the  latter 
average.  And  mind,  these  prices  were 
under  a  system  of  free  importation  from 
the  United  States.  When  there  is  a  dutj 
of  3x.  per  quarter  on  the  importation  m 
that  corn  into  Canada,  will  it  not  neces- 
sarily follow  that  prices  at  Montreal  must 
rise  ?  [Lord  Haivick :  '<  Hear.*^  The  noble 
Lord  cheers  me,  and  I  understand  hit 
cheer ;  but  let  me  remind  him,  that  I  do 
not  seek  by  this  measure  to  establish  maj 
system  of  unlimited  free-trade.  Sir,  I  do 
not  bring  this  measure  forward  as  a  niea« 
sure  of  free-trade,  and  I  gire  the  noble 
Lord  the  benefit  of  that  admission.  With 
his  notions  respecting  unlimited  firee-trade, 
he  has  quite  a  right  to  resist  my  motion. 
If  he  desires  to  sweep  away  all  distinc- 
tions—if  he  wishes  to  deprive  the  ooloniea 
and  the  agriculturists  of  the  mother  conn* 
try  of  all  protection— if  he  wishes  to  pnt 
all  nations  on  a  perfect  equality 
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which  it  was  neoessary  for  your  interests 
to  demand.    That  tender  of  good-will — 
that  proposition  on  the  part  of  the  British 
Goyerument-— was  received  with    unani* 
D10US  approbation  and  gratitude.     A  bill 
was  introduced  into  the  Canadian  Legis- 
lature to  carry  out  the  views  of  her  Majes- 
ty's Government,  by  imposing  the  required 
duty  on  American  corn.     In  its  progress 
through  the  lower  House,  that  measure 
led  to  division  on  one  point}  and  on  one 
point  only*    A  proposal  was  made  to  tack 
to  the  bill  imposing  a  3s,  duty  on  Ame- 
rican wheat,  a  condition  that  it  should  not 
be  offeree  unless  the  British  Parliament 
granted  the  promised  boon.    Some  gentle- 
men professed  a  doubt  of  the  intentions  of 
the  British  Government,  and  urged  that 
it    was    necessary  that    the    Legislature 
should  take  securities  against  a  failure  on 
our  part.     But  the  Legislature  refused  to 
entertain  any  such  doubt.     **  We  will  not 
indulge,"  they  said, "  in  any  such  unworthy 
suspicions.     We  never  had  such  a  doubt, 
and  we  will  imply  no  such  bad  faith.    We 
believe  that  the  Minister  intends  what  he 
speaks.     His  language  is  not  to  be  mis- 
taken.   We  will  not  indulge  in  unworthy 
suspicions."    The  proviso  was  accordingly 
negatived  by  a  very  large  majority^  and 
the  bill  passed  unanimously  througu  both 
branches  of  the  Legislature  of  a  colony 
which  not  long  before  had  been  convulsed 
by  internal  dissentions  and  hostility  against 
the  mother- country,  from  one  end  of  it  to 
the  other.     That  bill,  Sir,  is  sent  home 
for  the  sanction  of  the  Crown.    Of  course 
I  have  not  advised  the  Crown  to  sanction 
that  act  of  the  Canadian  Legislature,  nor 
shall  I  advise  the  Crown  to  sanction  it, 
until  the  House  of  Commons  shall  have 
enabled  me  to  perform  my  part  of  the  con. 
tract     I  hold  myself  in  personal  honour 
bound — I  hold  the  Government  in  good 
faiths  as  well  as  in  good  policy,  pledged  to 
omit  no  exertion  to  carry  into  effect  the 
convention  we  entered  into  with  the  Cana- 
dian provinces,  in  the  face  of  Parliament 
and  of  the  country.     I  hold  that  we  are 
bound  to  strain  every  nerve  to  preclude 
the  possibility  of  expectations  being  blasted, 
which  we  were  so  instrumental  in  exciting. 
I  hold  that  it  would  be  the  basest  conduct 
on  our  part  to  say  to  the  Canadian  Legis- 
lature, '*  You  have,  it  is  true,  vied  with 
each  other  in  expressions  of  gratitude  for 
this  boon.    The  prospect  has  been   held 
out  to  you  of  improvement  to  your  country, 
by  renewed  and  closer   connexion    with 
Great  Britain;   you  kate  erinood  your 


anxiety  to  improve  that  connexion — you 
have  complied  with  our  conditions — you 
have  expressed  your  gratitude — but  you 
have    expressed    it     too    soon,    for    this 
boon    shall    not    be    conferred    on    you 
—  not    because    we   entertain    any   real 
apprehension  of  its  effect,  but  because  there 
are  some  in  this  country  who  do  enter  taio 
such  fears,  and,  unfounded  though  they 
may  be,  unfounded  though  they  are,  to 
tliose  fears  and  apprehensions  we  must  and 
will  defer."    I  ask  you,  then,  as  Members 
of  the  House  of  Commons — I  ask  you,  as 
legislators,  responsible  for  the  conduct  of 
the    affairs    of  this   mighty    empire— do 
you  believe    it  wise — do    you  believe  it 
politic— do  you  believe  it   just— do  you 
believe  it  gencrous-«-do  you  believe  that 
it  is   safe   thus    to  trifle  with    the  feel- 
ings, the  expectations,  and  the  hopes  of 
those  who  unanimously  acceded  to  your 
terms,  and  who  gratefully  accepted  your 
proffered  boon  ?     Will  you  accept  the  res- 
ponsibility,  and  tell  the  Canadians,  *'  We 
will  not  ffive  you  this  boon :  the  cup  of 
rejoicing  shall  be  struck  from  your  hand, 
and  dashed  in  mockery  from  your  lips  ?*' 
No,  Sir,  1  do  not  believe  the  House  of 
Commons  will  take  such  a  course.     I  know 
not  what  may  be  the  intention  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  in  moving  that  the  House 
do  not  advise  her  Majesty  to  consent  to 
the  Canadian  bill.     But  I  tell  him,  what- 
ever the  intention,  that  it  is  needless. '  If 
the  House  reject  this  measure,  I  tell  him 
frankly  that  the  first  official  measure  I 
shall  perform,  even  if  it  be  the  last,  shall 
be  to  advise  her  Majesty  to  disallow  the 
bill ;  that  is,  if  I  find,  as  I  trust  I  shall  not, 
that  this  House  does  not  enable  me  to  ftilfil 
the  conditions  upon  which  alone  that  bill 
was  passed  bv  the  Canadian  Legislature. 
But  ao  not  think  that,  in  that  case,  mat- 
ters will  remain  as  they  arc.     Do  not  be- 
lieve that,  in  that   event,  the  people  of 
Canada  will  rest  satisfied,  as  if  you  had 
never  made  them  this  offer  do  not   be- 
lieve  that   vou    cati   so  trifle    with  the 
feelings    ana    wishes  of  the    population 
of   that    great   and    important    colony. 
And  even  if  you  could  so  trifle,  is  it  wise 
for  you — and   I  now  address  myself  to 
those  who  are  the  most  intimately  con- 
nected with  the  agriculture  of  this  coun- 
try— is  it  wise  for  you  to  set  up  this  line 
of  distinction  between  yourselves  and  your 
fellow-countrymen  in  Canada  ?  You  desire 

i  protection  against  the  free  importation  of 
all  foreign  corn,  from  whatever  quarter  it 
may  eame.    i  do  not  oayi  that  your  borne 
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produce,  on  an  aferage  of  years,  is  likely 
to  be  at  all  limes  insufficient  to  supply 
your  home  demand ;  but  I  cannot  help 
reminding  you  that,  notwithstanding  the 
emigration  that  is  now  going  on  to  the 
extent  of  100,000  per  annum,  the  popu- 
lation that  remains  is  increasing  at  the 
rate  of  300,000  a  year.  And  if  your 
population  at  home  should  outgrow  your 
average  supply  of  home  production,  I  ask, 
where,  in  the  first  instance,  is  it  wise  to 
look  for  the  means  of  supplying  the  defi- 
ciency ?  I  ask  you,  would  it  be  wise  to 
look  for  it,  with  an  equal  and  impartial 
eye,  to  all  quarters  of  the  globe,  without 
considering  the  prices  at  which  the  sup- 
ply may  be  introduced,  without  reference 
to  the  amount  which  may  be  forced  in 
upon  you,  without  reference  to  the  cir- 
cumstances under  which  this  country  may 
be  placed,  or  without  regard  to  an  increase 
in  the  demand  for  the  products  of  British 
industry  ?  If  you  desire  a  source  of  sup- 
ply made  to  your  hand,  which  should 
meet  all  the  conditions  that  a  prudent 
agriculturist  would  desire,  and  to  which 
any  one  regarding  the  interests,  whether 
agricultural  or  commercial,  of  this  great 
country,  would  be  disposed  to  look,  T 
would  direct  you  to  that  great  area, 
which,  with  a  climate  not  very  dissimilar 
to  your  own,  is  cultivated  by  your  own 
countrymen,  which  is  capable  of  pro- 
ducing an  increased  supply,  but  which  is 
not  capable  of  furnishing  that  supply,  un- 
less prices  should  rise  to  such  an  amount 
as  to  indicate  a  deficiency  in  the  home 

E reduce.  The  supply  in  that  case  will 
e  furnished  you  by  a  province  with  which 
it  is  important  you  should  continue  the 
roost  intimate  relations ;  which  is  the  main 
and  chief  hold  upon  that  vast  continent 
for  British  interest,  feeling,  and  aflfection ; 
which  is  the  refuge  of  your  surplus  labour- 
ers, where  they  may  still  labour  in  their 
accustomed  art,  and  furnish  supplies  to 
their  accustomed  market— -where  they  may 
still  look  to  England,  not  as  a  country 
from  which  they  are  banished,  but  as  a 
country  to  which  they  cling  and  feel  that 
they  belong  ;  which  is  capable  of  supply- 
ing your  deficiencies,  though  not  of  sup- 
planting your  productions ;  which  must 
consume  vour  manufactures,  and  which 
has  only  this  one  desire,  to  possess  addi- 
tional means  of  paying  for  them.  It  is  a 
country  which  is  subjected  to  no  hostile 
tariff— a  country  which  realizes  all  the  re* 
conunendations  that  were  lately  made  io 


the  most  fbrcible  and  eloquent  terms  by 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Liskeard, 
(Mr.  G.  Buller)when  he  told  you  to  increase, 
by  promoting  the  intercourse  with  your  co- 
lonies, the  area  for  providing  for  your  home 
consumption,  and  where  you  coold  com- 
mand a  market  for  your  manufactures  in  re- 
turn. If  you  have  apprehensions  that,  in  the 
course  of  years,  your  supply  may  gradually 
fall  short  of  the  demands  of  this  country, 
I  say  that,  free  from  all  the  objectiooa 
which  attach  to  an  unrestricted  importa- 
tion from  foreigpi  countries,  you  have  the 
means  in  your  own  hands  of  meeting  the 
deficiency ;  and  at  the  same  time  com- 
manding the  trade,  maintaining  it  in 
your  own  hands,  supporting  your  ship- 
ping interest,  improving  the  condition 
of  your  own  fellow-countrymen,  knit- 
ting closely  to  yourselves,  by  interest 
and  aflfection,  that  portion  of  the  great 
continent  of  America  which  you  may  hold 
with  signal  benefit  to  yourselves,  but  not  so 
unless  you  hold  it  by  the  good- will  and 
afiection  of  the  people  of  Canada; — I 
say,  on  all  these  grounds,  agricaltural» 
commercial,  and  political  —  upon  the 
ground  of  justice  and  expediency — on 
the  ground  of  the  faith  which  her  Majes- 
ty's Government  have  pledged  to  Canaidey 
and  which  I  confidently  believe  the  House 
will  enable  us  to  maintain,  I  submit  with 
all  confidence  to  the  House  the  plain 
statement  I  have  made,  without  ezaggenu 
tions  on  the  one  side  or  the  other,  in  the 
full  assurance  that  the  House  will  enablo 
the  Government  of  her  Majesty  to  redeem 
the  implied  contract  into  which  it  has  en* 
tered.  With  these  feelings,  Sir,  I  appeal 
to  the  House  in  the  fullest  confidence; 
and  I  shall  now,  in  the  first  instance,  sub- 
mit a  proposal  that  you.  Sir,  do  leave  the 
Chair,  in  order  that  the  House  being  in 
Committee,  I  may  introduce  the  resolu- 
tions of  which  I  have  given  notice,  and 
which  are  to  form  the  groundwork  of  the 
bill  I  intend  to  introduce  as  a  Member  of 
the  Government,  and  for  the  principle  of 
which,  whilst  in  all  its  details  it  will  ho 
open  to  your  fullest  discussion  and  coosi* 
deration,  I  confidently  anticipate  the  sanc- 
tion of  Parliament. 

Mr.  LabiMtchcre :  In  any  obseirationa, 
Sir,  which  I  may  feel  it  my  duty  to  submit 
to  the  House,  1  shall  endeavour  to  imitate 
the  cnlm  tone  which  distinguished  the 
greater  part  of  the  speech  ci  the  noble 
Lord  who  has  just  adarcssed  you.  I  agree 
with  the  noble  Lord  that  nudi  misrcprt* 
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sentat'ion  and  many  exaggerated  state- 
meDts  on  this  subject  ha?e  been  circulated 
through  the  country;  and  I  shall  certaioly 
not  seek  lu  conciliate  agricultural  Gentle- 
men opposite,  hj  pretending  to  share  ia 
their  alarm,  that  the  conseauence  of  the 
measure  proposed  by  her  Majesty's  Go- 
rernment  will  be  to  aBect  the  home  mar- 
ket, by  fioodiog  it  with  corn  either  uf  fo- 
reign or  colonial  growth.  I  agree  with 
the  noble  Lord,  that  in  that  respect  the 
apprchensiouB  of  the  agricultural  Geotle- 
inen  are  quite  uufounded.  But  nhile  the 
noble  Lord  stated,  and  stated  truly,  that 
the  apprehensioDB  of  the  agriculturists  on 
this  subject  were  without  auy  solid  foun- 
datioQ,  1  hope  that  Gentlemen  on  this  side 
of  the  Houae  who  listened  to  his  speech 
with  the  attention  it  deserved,  will  not 
suppose  that  a  single  word  of  that  speech 
was  addressed  to  them,  for  the  nohle  Lord, 
with  the  frankness  that  is  natural  to  him, 
said  that  be  did  not  adrocate  the  measure 
as  a  free  trader.  As  a  friend  to  free-trade, 
therefore,  I  feel  that  I  am  acting  consis- 
tently in  opposing  a  measure  which,  said 
the  noble  Lord,  no  one  who  advocated  the 

S)rindplei  of  free-trade  could  support.  Be- 
ore  I  come  to  the  consideratioci  of  the 
measure  itself,  1  must  allude  to  the  footing 
on  which  the  noble  Lord  has  put  this 
question.  The  noble  Lord  said,  that  we 
are  not  free  agents  in  this  matter  ;  that 
w«  are  fettered  by  what  took  place  in  the 
course  of  an  incidental  discussion  on  the 
Cnm-laws  at  the  end  of  last  Session,  when 
perhaps  not  more  than  ten  Members  were 
m  the  Home  listening  to  what  the  noble 
Lord  said  on  that  occasion.  Are  we  then 
to  he  precluded  from  considering  this  qiies* 
tion  because  ihe  noble  Lord  told  tlie  House 
that  be  had  made  a  declaration  in  the 
House  of  Commons  that  such  a  measure 
would  be  introduced  ?  Are  we  to  be  told 
that  the  noble  Lord  has  a  right  to  say  that 
the  House  of  Commons  is  precluded 
from  objecting  to  this  measure  in  conse. 
quence  of  the  bargain  which  baa  been  en- 
tered into,  and  that  we  are  to  discuss  this 
question,  not  on  its  merits,  but  with  refer- 
ence to  the  diaBatisfaction  which  the  rejec- 
tion of  it  will  produce  in  the  minds  of  the 
people  of  Canada  ?  If  any  danger  is  to  be 
apprehended  firom  such  a  course,  the  re- 
sponsibility rests  with  the  noble  Lord.  On 
the  part  of  the  House  of  Commons  I  claim 
fur  them  the  free  and  unTettered  right  to 
consider  this  question  on  its  merits.  I 
shall  now  proceed  to  state  the  reasons 
which  ctwipel  me  to  give  my  dissent  to 


the  measure  brought  forward.  The  prao 
tical  question  before  the  House  is  whethei 
they  sliould  give  their  consent  to  an  ar- 
rangement made  with  the  legislature  of 
Canada,  one  part  of  that  arrangement  be- 
ing that  we  are  greatly  to  reduce  the  duty 
on  Hour  imported  from  the  St.  Lawrence 
into  this  country,  and  the  other  part  being 
that  a  Corn-law  ia  to  be  enacted  by  the 
Parliament  of  Canada  fur  the  protection  of 
the  people  of  Canada  in  the  introduction 
into  that  province  of  American  grown 
wheat.  If  it  were  in  my  power  to  hare 
taken  one  part  of  that  arrangement,  if  I 
could  hope  to  persuade  the  Houee  to  re- 
duce the  duty  on  corn  and  grain  brought 
from  Canada  to  this  country — such  a  re- 
duction being,  in  my  opinion,  desirable  for 
the  interests  both  of  the  people  of  England 
and  Canada — then  I  would  have  given 
such  a  proposal  my  warmest  support, 
as  I  believe  that  it  would  tend  lo  mi- 
tigate one  of  the  most  mischievous  coa- 
sequeoces  of  the  sliding^scale.  t  have 
always  felt  the  warmest  interest  in  that 
colony,  and  it  is  extremely  painful  lo 
me  to  feel  myself  bound  to  oppose  any 
measure  supposed  to  be  for  its  advantage. 
It  will  be  necessary  for  me  to  aik  the 
House  to  recollect  the  course  of  legislation 
which  had  been  pursued  on  this  sut^fect  of 
late  years.  In  1831,  the  Government  of 
Lara  Grey  brought  forward  a  measure, 
the  most  important  feature  of  which  was 
the  abolition  of  duties  on  all  the  principal 
articles  of  export  from  the  United  States 
to  Canada.  That,  at  least,  Mr.  Foolett 
Thomson  declared  was  the  chief  advantage 
which  he  proposed  to  himself  from  the 
measure.  He  went  so  for  in  stating  his 
(pinion,  which  I  will  read  in  hia  own 
words,  as  to  say  that  tlie  measure  would 
have  the  effect  of  sweeping  away  all  the 
custom.houses  along  the  wnole  line  of  the 
St.  Lawrence.     He  said  : — 

"  The  greatest  advantage  which  remits  from 
it,  however,  in  my  opinion  is,  that  by  the  ar- 
rangement Tetpecting  the  admission  of  flour 
and  salt  provuions,  duty  free,  into  the  north- 
~~     colonies,  we  destroy  the  whole  range  of 
Dm-faouses  on  the  St.  Lawrence,  and  open 
ice  ihat  vast  outlet  to  the  prodaciions  of 
tiates  of  Maine  end  Ohio.  I  need  scarcely 
dwell  upon  the  advantages  which  must  resnlt, 
in  a  political  point  of  view,  from  renderiog 
these  fertile  provincei,  daily  increasinc  in  cdI- 
tivaiion,  dependent  on   us  for  an  outlet  for 
their  produce.     Any  one  who  will  reflect  on 
the  subject  for  a  moment  must  be  aware  of 
this." 
These   were   stated    by   Mr.   Foulett 


603 


Canada 


{COMMONS} 


xaKIHIjOW* 


Thomsoo  as  the  effects  which  he  antici- 
pated from  the  measure  of  Lord  Grey's 
GoTcminent ;  and  certainly  I  did  expect 
that  the  noble  Lord,  then  a  Member  of 
that  OoTemment,    would    have    availed 
himself  of    this    opportunity  to    explain 
the  grounds  that  have  led   him  to  alter 
his    iipinions,   and   which   hare    induced 
him  in  this  Session  and  in  the  la^t  t/i  re- 
vive that  system  which  it  was  the  object 
of  the  law  of  1 831  to  throw  down.     If  the 
noble  LonI  and  the  right  hon.  Cventleman 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment, wno  was  also  a  member  of  Lord 
Circv's  Government,    have  altered   their 
opinions,  I  would  be  the  last  man  to  make 
it  a  matter  of  reproach  to  them  that  they 
avow  that  alteration ;    but  I  think  some 
explanation  is  due  from  them  to  the  House, 
f  t»  show  why  they  now  ado|it  a  course  so 
very    different    mmi     that    which    they 
adopte<l  then.     The  first  step  in  this  di- 
rection, and  the  first  blow  struck  at  the 
measure  of  1831  was  the  present  bill  by 
which  last  year  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  proposefl  an  import  duty  on 
salted  provisions  cro8sin[^  the  border  of 
tlie  United  States.  I  have  a  strong  feeling 
that  tliese  duties,  on  a  frontier  of  l,.5f)0 
miles,  are  hlffhly  impolitic.     Any  revenue 
to  be  deriveu  from  them  must,  I  belieFe, 
be  very  insignificant,  while  the  ezpensea 
necessarily  incurred  by  the  establlsninent 
of  custom-houses  must  l>e  very  great.  For 
those  reasons  I  opposed  the  imposition  of 
those  duties  last  year,  and  for  the  same 
renson  I  think  I  may  now  with  perfect 
ronnistency  oppose  the  imposition  of  a 
duty  on   American  wheat  and  flour  im- 
portnl  into  ("anada.     I  will  now  approach 
the  .sfrhome  of  the  noble  Lord,  and  I  will 
first  consider  it  on  the  supposition  that 
smuggling  can  be  prevented,  and  that  a 
duty  of  3^.  (»n  American  com  will  operate 
as  a  protection.  I  am  not  prepared  by  any 
means  to  do  away  with  all  dutiet  favour- 
able to  colonial  produce  in  this  country.    I 
have  always  been  oppfMcd  to  such  a  course. 
Dot,  tm  the  other  hand,  I  am  very  ftrarful 
of  the  consequences  of  raising  up  new  pro- 
tected interests,  particularly  when  I  see 
the  exaggc*rate<i   use  which  is  made  by 
sonio  |iartietf  of  the  principle  of  protection. 
I  am  extremely  arvrie  to  laying  the  firat 
stone  of  an  edifice  which  must  lead  to  an 
unsound  and  artificial  system  of  legislation, 
dJHtigurcfl  by  those  almses  which,  in  this 
<*t»utitry,  it  fins  (*ost  so  much  to  losM*n.     I 
resist  it  as  niiirh  for  Canada  as  for  I'^np;. 
Isiid.  Believing  that  the  (.orn-laws  cannot 


last  long  in  this  eountry  witlNmt  hemg 
subjected  to  a  general  rerision,  and  being 
regulated  on  more  rational  pfindplci  thaa 
those  on  which  they  are  at  present  tettU^ 
1  am  greatly  afraid  of  fostering  and  eaooa- 
raging  by  any  artificial  means  an  agrieal- 
tunl  interest  in  Canada,  which  may  prove 
a  serious  obstacle  to  anv  rational  altentiaa 
of  the  Corn-laws  in  thfs  country,  and  lead 
the  weight  of  its  influence  to  impede  mea- 
sures which  it  mav  be  the  duty  of  FtfUn* 
ment  to  adopt  «it)i  reference  to  the  gene- 
ral interests  of  the  empire.  I  must  alio 
obser^'e  that  this  proceeding  is  in  the  na- 
ture of  a  bargain.  Suppose  the  Canadiaat 
should  find  that  this  ComJaw  is  not  suc- 
cessful, and  that  its  efiect  should  be  to 
produce  disappointment  and  diseontent  ia 
that  colony,  shall  wc  be  at  liberty  to 
alter  it  ?  'We  have  enommged  the  pro- 
vindal  parliament  to  pass  thm  law,  and  it 
cannot  be  alteretl  without  their  oonsenti  •• 
well  as  tlie  consent  of  this  country,  I 
cannot  help  thinking  that  at  no  distant 
period,  whatever  may  be  the  feelings  ex- 
isting at  this  moment  in  Canada,  whidi 
we  are  informed  are  fkvouraUe  to  sadi  a 
measure,  the  sentiments  of  the  Inhabitaats 
of  that  country  may  undergo  a  areaft 
change,  and  that  this  favourable  opmlon 
may  not  last  long.  What  is  tiM  fhct^ 
Lower  Canada  is  a  eom-lmportiag  ooaatry, 
and  a  corn-law  of  this  dfescriptioD  niNt 
raise  the  price  of  com  to  the  oonsomer  in 
Lower  Canada.  There  are  large  nereaa- 
tile  cities  in  Canada,  which  are  growlac 
in  population  and  importance.  Why,  I 
cannot  but  believe,  that  at  no  distant 
length  of  time  the  inhabitants  of  tliese 
countries  may  not  feel  great  disntishctioo 
at  having  to  pay  an  7n:?reaaed  price  fbr 
their  food,  and  being  prevented  rirom  in- 
porting  com  and  flour  from  the  United 
States  at  the  cheapest  rate,  merely  to 
foster  an  agricultural  interest  in  the  upper 
provinces.  I  think  all  these  are  reasoaa 
why  we  should  be  cautious  before  taking 
such  a  step  as  that  iireposcd  by  the  right 
hon.  Ctentleman.  I  have  hitherto  regarded 
this  question  as  if  T  believed  that  simig- 

fling  across  the  border  could  be  prevented, 
have  no  doubt  the  Government  believe 
that  it  can :  I  am  quite  satisfied  thejr 
never  would  have  passed  a  measure  whldi 
will  be  a  mere  juggle  and  deceit  on  the 
country,  if  this  lU.  duty  across  the  frontier 
was  to  Ijc  a  mere  pn|x;r  duty.  I  have  found 
some  free-traders  dis|>osefl  to  support  the 
Oovernnicnt  lieciuse  they  beliere  that  a 
duty  of  8f .  across  the  border  will  be  a  mere 
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farce,  that  ^eorn  and  flour  will  ooma  in  ab- 
aoliiteljr  free,  and  be  brought  to  this  coun- 
try as  if  it  had  paid  the  d#.  duty ;  that 
that  duty  is  all  very  well  to  satisfy  the 
fears  of  the  agriculturists,  but  will  turn 
out  to  be  nothing  at  all ;  and  that  we 
shall  have  an  absolutely  free-trade  down 
the  St.  Lawrence,  in  American  flour,  by 
the  proposal  of  the  Government.  Now  I 
say  at  once,  that  if  I  am  satisfied  that  the 
duty  of  3«.  across  the  border  will  not  be 
operative^  and  a  mere  paper  duty,  I  for 
one  will  not  advocate  and  support  a  mea^ 
sure  founded  on  so  dishonest  a  principle. 
That  is  the  view,  I  believe,  of  the  bon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Bath,  who  has 
much  personal  experience  in  Canada*  I  at 
once  fairly  own  I  have  not  the  means  of 
forming  any  decided  opinion  on  this  poiqt. 
I  have  consulted  many  persons  connected 
with  Canada,  and  have  received  the  moat 
various  opinions  respecting  it.  I  am  in- 
clined to  think  this  will  be  the  result,  that 
at  first 9  especially,  this  duty  will  be  ef- 
fectual for  the  most  part.  I  believe  that 
on  some  particular  points  there  will  be 
some  slight  smuggling;  as  the  United 
States  become  cultivated  my  belief  is,  that 
there  will  be  more  and  more  smuggling, 
and  I  believe  we  shall  have  contrived  to 
unite  the  inconveniences  and  disadvantages 
of  two  absurd  systems,  namely»  that 
there  will  be  some  nrotaction  and  a 
good  deal  of  smuggling  besides.  At 
any  rate  I  must  say,  witK  respect  to 
this  (question  of  smuggling,  the  reasons 
given  to  us  for  supposing  that  there 
will  be  none,  appear  not  to  be  very  good 
reasons.  I  will  shortly  examine  those 
reasons.  The  first  reason  given  is,  that 
it  will  be  the  unanimous  interest  of  the 
people  of  Canada  to  prevent  smuggling 
across  the  border.  Now,  I  am  by  no 
means  of  opinion  that  it  will  be.  It 
may  be  the  interest  of  the  Canadian 
farmer,  though  I  am  not  quite  sure  of 
that ;  but  will  it  be  tho  interest  qS  the 
corn-factor  and  the  miller?  Why,  it  is 
quite  clear  that  a  large  clais  of  persons 
--•a  very  influential  class^-^most  of  them 
Americans,  having  connections  in  the 
United  States,  I  believe,  will  have  a 
very  opposite  interest.  I  own,  I  think, 
as  far  as  my  observation  has  gone,  that 
when  the  interests  of  corn.factors  and 
speculators  clash  with  those  of  farmers, 
the  merchant  or  fiEictor  is  apt  to  outwit 
the  farmer.  The  noble  Lord  did  not 
make  use  of  an  argument  which  I  ex- 
|)octed  to  hear  from  him  with  respeet  to 


the  possibility  of  preventing  smuggling— 
I  moan  that  denved  from  the  revenue 
raised  on  other  articles  of  consumption.  I 
should  be  very  glad  to  see  a  return  of 
that  revenue,  in  order  that  the  House 
might  have  the  means  of  comparing  the 
expense  of  the  line  of  Custom  houses  esr* 
tablished  from  Canada  to  the  United 
States,  and  the  revenue  which  the  pro- 
vince derives  fVom  that  establishment.  I 
thought  the  noble  Lord  would  have  re- 
ferred to  the  duty  on  te^,  silks,  and  other 
articles,  and  that  he  would  have  argued, 
that  it  would  be  highly  absurd  to  suppose 
if  you  could  levy  imposts  on  such  articles 
as  these,  you  could  not  levy  a  tax  on  so 
cumbrous  an  article  as  that  of  corn.  But 
there  is  this  material  distinotion  between 
the  cases.  If  a  chest  of  tea,  for  instance, 
be  in  possession  of  a  person  in  any  town  or 
village  of  Canada,  3K)u  can  go  to  him  and 
attempt  to  trace  the  cargo  of  tea ;  you  can 
ask  him  whence  it  came,  and  how  he  got  it 
into  his  possession.  That  is  the  way  in 
which  smuggling  generally  is  preventedt. 
But  you  cannot  ask  that  question  with  ro« 
spect  to  wheat  i  when  you  find  wheat  giow« 
ing  all  about  him,  it  would  be  absurd  to 
ask  him  from  what  place  it  came.  You 
cannot  quite  argue  from  the  duties  on  other 
articles,  so  as  to  be  quite  sure  thut  tb«re 
will  be  no  smuggling  in  that  of  wheat  or 
flour.  The  mentioB  of  tea  Nninds  me  of 
what  happened  on  that  eubjeol.  Until 
latel^9  there  was  a  urohibltory  dutv  on  tfM 
crossing  fro^i  the  United  States  into  Ca« 
nada.  What  was  the  oonsaqu^noe  of  the 
imposition  of  that  dqty  }  Lora  Sydenham 
sent  a  despatch,  which  must  be  now  in  the 
records  of  the  colonial  oiBce,  deseribing  the 
state  of  the  oountry  In  reference  to  the 
importation  of  tea.  He  said,  everybody  Is  a 
smuggler  i  there  is  not  a  pound  of  tea  that 
pays  duty;  not  only  the  regular  smugglers 
practise  it,  but  Members  ^  the  Log^a- 
ture,  ma^trates.  and  all,  are  enrajed  in 
smuggling  tea.  With  respeot  to  the  in« 
jury  (done  to  the  sense  <mP  monil  and  legal 
obi  lotion  in  society  by  this  amuggling, 
nothing  could  be  worse  than  the  pu^re 
he  drew.  He  recommended,  that  we  shopld 
try  the  experiment  of  reducing  the  piw^i- 
bition  to  a  very  moderate  rate  of  duty. 
That  experiment  has  been  tried;  but  i 
am  very  doubtful  of  its  suceesa.  J  should 
be  curious  to  learn  if  the  right  hon.  Gen^* 
tiaroan  has  examined  this  matter ;  but  I 
entertain  fears  that  the  experiment  has 
proved  a  bilure,  and  that  nothing  will  at- 
tain the  object  of  suppiessiog  soNiggliBg 
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but  the  entire  abolition  of  the  doty.  Even 
if  it  could  be  proved,  beyond  doubt,  that 
this  duty  was  good,  as  respects  the  impor- 
tation of  tea,  1  do  not  think  the  argument 
will  apply,  for  reasons  which  I  have  given, 
to  the  article  of  corn.  I  have  stated  my 
opinions  on  this  subject  as  far  as  I  am 
ablet  without  considering  whether  any  par- 
ticular argument  I  may  have  used  may 
appear  to  favour  the  one  side  or  the  other 
of  tlie  question.  Although  I  may  be  of 
opinion  that  the  prevention  of  smuggling 
is  not  so  wholly  satisfactory  as  the  Go- 
vernment seemed  to  believe ;  yet  I  do  not 
think  that  any  real  danger  to  the  agricul- 
tural interest  in  this  country  need  be  ap- 
prehended from  this  measure,  I  wish  I 
could  believe  that  it  would  greatly  promote 
the  importation  of  wheat  and  com  into 
this  country,  especially  from  the  continent 
of  America.  When  1  consider  the  unfor- 
tunate operation  of  the  sliding-scale,  the 
immense  importance  of  our  being  able  to 
take  the  wheat,  flour,  and  other  staple 
agricultural  produce  of  that  great  conti- 
nent, and  inducing  them  to  tiuce  our  ma- 
nufactures in  return,  if  f  could  believe  that 
this  measure  would  have  the  effect  of  pro- 
moting that  result,  I  confess  I  should  be 
inclined  to  waive  my  objections,  and  give 
it  my  support.  It  is  because  I  do  not  be- 
lieve that  the  objections  of  agricultural 
gentlemen  have  any  foundation,  because  I 
do  not  believe  that  this  measure  will  have 
any  sensible  effect  iu  increasing  the  impor- 
tation of  America,  while  it  appears  to  me 
to  involve  principles  the  most  erroneous, 
that  I  am  constrained,  however  reluctant 
I  may  be  to  oppose  a  measure  of  the  pro- 
vincial Parliament,  to  give  my  opposition 
to  the  scheme  which  her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment have  laid  before  us.  I  am  not 
prepared  to  give  my  assent  to  a  measure 
which,  if  not  by  direct  legislation,  yet  in. 
directly,  obliges  the  people  of  Canada  to 
impose  a  duty  on  themselves,  which  is  to 
be  levied  through  the  medium  of  a  line  of 
Custom-houses,  and  thus  to  erect  an  arli- 
licial  and  unnatural  system  of  protection 
for  certain  interests  in  Canada.  If  it  can 
lie  proved  to  me,  that  the  machinery  of 
Custom-houses  is  insufficient,  and  that  it 
will  be  totally  inoperative,  I  will  not  be 
induced,  under  a  dishonest  pretext,  to 
Mipport  a  measure  founded  on  a  mere 
delusion.  If  it  is  operative,  on  the  othtr 
hand,  I  say,  that  you  are  taking  a  step 
which  will  establish  a  pmtected  interest  iu 
Canada,  much  mure  easy  to  establish  than 
to  get  rid  of  afterwards.    In  looking  at  the 


f  papen  on  the  Table,  I  see  that  tlis 

j  dians  are  already  amusing  themselves  widi 
I  drawbacks,  and  involving  thenuelvea  in  all 
those  questions  which  a  Corn-law,  onoe  e^ 
•  tahlished,  brings  with  it.  Sir,  I  led  titit 
j  fied  that  we  are  consulting  the  real  intertHa 
of  that  colony  by  doing  nothing  oo  oar  putt 
at  least,  to  induce  them  to  take  the  fint 
step  in  a  sjrstem  whidi  I  believe  will  hate 
most  unhappy  oonsequenees.  The  noUa 
Lord,  the  Secretary  for  the  Colooiet  uid, 
he  viewed  this  as  a  colonial  qoestioo  ooIt. 
How  can  it  be  for  the  interests  of  Canaoa 
to  have  Corn-laws.^  All  the  best  argu- 
ments for  a  Coru-law  in  this  ooantrj^  wn 
entirely  inapplicable  to  Canada.  No  ooe 
will  say  there  are  any  peculiar  burdieiM 
on  the  agricultural  interest  of  that  ooloqr. 
My  right  hon.  Friend  reminds  me  that  taa 
Canadian  farmers  have  not  been  aettliag 
their  daughters'  portions  with  referenoe  t» 
the  prices  of  agricultural  produce.  I  reallj 
should  not  have  introduced  so  trivial  apoiat 
on  this  occasion,  if  grarity  had  not  beea 
given  to  it  by  its  being  mentioned  by  a 
Minister  of  the  Crown.  There  has  beea 
no  long  continuance  of  a  Corn-law  in  thai 
country — no  great  capital  has  been  fCitail 
in  it— no  immense  population  has  beea 
employed  under  an  artificial  system,  whid^ 
by  a  sudden  return  to  a  better  qratea,  jm 
may  fear  to  throw  out  of  employment.  AD 
this  being  so,  it  must  be  admitted  that  al 
those  considerations  which  have  been  n» 
garded  as  justifying  the  maintenance  of  a 
Corn-law  in  this  country,  are  totally  inap* 
plicable  to  Canada,  and  have  no  fbundatioa 
in  that  colony.  I  am  told,  that  all  tha 
disadvantages  which  I  have  mentioned  an 
to  be  compensated  by  the  inestimable  ad- 
vantage of  sending  the  produce  of  tha 
Canadian  soil  at  a  low  duty  into  thaa 
country.  If  that  could  be  effected  to  any 
extent,  and  without  those  disadvantagea 
which  accompany  the  scheme  of  the  Go* 
veriiment,  1  should  be  most  glad  to  give 
my  support  to  a  plan  for  admitting  grain 
coming;  from  America,  or  indeed  from  any 
part  of  the  world,  on  more  reasonable  tenH 
than  at  present.  I  have  now  mentioned 
my  main  objections  to  the  proposition  of 
her  Majesty's  (lovernment.  There  an^ 
however,  one  or  two  minor  points,  which, 
though  I  do  not  lay  very  great  streM  on 
them,  vet  I  think  ought  not  to  be  thiovn 
out  of*^  consideration.  The  first  is,  the 
effect  which  this  plan  will  have  on  our  in- 
ter-iH)1onial  duties.  We  heard  a  great  deal 
last  Session,  of  the  injustice  of  giving  any 
advantage  to  one  colony  at  the  expense  « 


609 


CoMda 


{May  19J 


Com^tMo* 


m 


another;  The  duty,  then>  for  the  first 
time  impoBed  on  American  flour  going 
across  the  border  into  Canada,  was  justi- 
fied solely  on  what  were  termed  inter- 
colonial grounds.  We  were  told,  that  it 
was  solely  on  account  of  the  indirect 
effect  on  the  people  of  Newfoundland, 
who,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  said,  were 
not  to  be  taxed  by  a  differential  duty  in 
favour  of  Canada,  for  the  benefit  of  the 
Canadians,  that  we  were  asked  to  sanction 
that  duty.  Now,  I  ask  the  Government, 
how  we  are  to  reconcile  the  principle  on 
which  they  then  proceeded,  with  their 
conduct  on  the  present  occasion.  For 
what  will  be  the  effect  of  this  bill  on  the 
colonies  that  receive  corn  and  flour  from 
Canada,  on  Newfoundland,  Jamaica,  New 
Brunswick,  or  other  colonies  ?  Recollect 
what  your  system  is.  You  lay  a  tax  on 
foreign  flour  imported  into  those  colonies, 
you  do  that  for  the  purpose  of  inducing 
the  colonists  to  take  their  flour  from  the 
St.  Lawrence ;  therefore  you  oblige  them, 
in  a  certain  sense,  to  go  to  Canada  and  the 
St  Lawrence  for  their  supply  of  flour. 
What  will  be  the  effect  of  the  alteration  of 
duty  on  those  colonies  ?  Every  barrel  of 
flour  sent  from  Quebec  to  Newfoundland 
or  Jamaica  will  pay  a  duty  of  3^.  per 
quarter  to  the  Canadian  treasury — that  is 
perfectly  obvious.  Now  I  must  say,  that 
while  I  entertain  every  good  wish  for  the 
prosperity  of  Canada,  I  do  not  wish  to 
make  our  other  colonies  tributary  to  her  in 
this  respect.  Considering  the  importance 
assigned  by  Government  last  year  to  a 
very  minor  colony,  I  think  we  ought  to 
have  some  explanation  of  the  grounds  on 
which  they  propose  doing  an  injustice  to 
other  ana  more  considerable  colonies. 
There  is  another  point,  of  no  great  weight 
—  to  which  I  do  not  attach  much  import- 
ance, though,  in  point  of  principle,  it  ap- 
pears objectionable.  I  mean  the  effect  of 
this  plan  on  the  revenue  of  this  country. 
You  pay  a  fixed  duty  of  4^.  a  quarter  on 
corn  and  flour  coming  from  the  St.  Law- 
rence to  this  country.  That,  of  course,  is 
paid  by  the  English  consumer,  and  I  think 
it  but  fair  to  let  it  go  to  the  English  trea- 
sury. I  know  Gentlemen  opposite  are  not 
very  fond  of  a  fixed  duty,  and  now  they 
are  putting  it  forward  in  a  manner  to 
depreciate  it  as  much  as  possible;  but  I 
think  it  rather  hard  that  the  English  con- 
sumer should  have  to  pay  a  duty  of  3^.  on 
every  quarter  of  corn  and  flour  imported 
into  this  country  by  the  St.  Lawrence.  If 
there  were  any  real,  palpable  advantage  to  1 
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be  derived  by  the  colony  from  this  mea- 
sure, it  might  be  worth  the  sacrifice.  Con- 
sidering the  immense  importance  of  this 
colony,  and  what  it  has  cost  us,  I  quite 
admit  that  it  would  be  wrong  to  allow  any 
paltry  consideration  of  revenue  for  a  mo- 
ment to  interfere;  but  when  we  find  a 
measure  which  Gentlemen  opposite  repre- 
sent as  of  no  very  great  consequence  after 
all,  I  think  we  ought  not  wholly  to  disre- 
gard that  consideration.  Now,  I  come  to 
deal  with  a  position  I  have  often  heard  re- 
peated of  late,  which  has  a  very  catching 
and  popular  sound,  and  meets  with  great 
favour  in  this  House  when  mentioned,  re- 
specting which  Gentlemen  opposite  profess 
much  anxiety — that  our  colonies  should  be 
treated  as  English  counties.  Under  that 
vague  word  I  should  like  to  know  what  is 
really  meant—it  may  mean  anything  or 
nothing.  It  does  not  mean  evidently  that 
the  produce  of  all  our  colonies  is  to  be  ad- 
mitted into  this  country  like  the  produce 
of  Ireland.  Jamaica  does  not  grow  corn, 
it  grows  sugar  and  coffee,  but  I  am  afraid 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  would 
have  very  serious  objections  if  any  hon. 
Member  were  to  propose  to  admit  the 
produce  of  that  colony  into  England  with-^ 
out  paying  any  duty.  You  say  you  ought 
to  treat  Canada  ana  other  colonies  as  inte- 
gral parts  of  Great  Britain.  As  long  as 
your  fiscal  system  is  confined  to  England 
and  Ireland,  and  different  from  that  of  your 
colonies,  it  is  utterly  impossible.  Govern- 
ment may  say,  on  a  question  which  is  not 
a  matter  of  revenue,  we  can  treat  our  co- 
lonies as  if  they  were  so  many  counties.  I 
should  be  glad  to  know  whether  Grovem- 
ment  means  to  carry  out  this  principle  in 
other  cases.  There  are  other  colonies  in 
North  America  beside  Canada,  Nova  Scotia, 
New  Brunswick,  Prince  Edward's  Island. 
I  believe  some  of  these  have  petitioned  that 
their  produce  should  be  admitted  at  \s. 
duty  into  this  country.  I  think  the  House 
has  a  right  to  know  what  are  the  intentions 
of  Government  with  regard  to  those  colo- 
nies. I  want  to  know  if  we  are  to  expect 
a  Nova  Scotia  bill  next  year,  a  New 
Brunswick  bill,  and  a  Prince  Edward's  Is- 
land Bill }  In  case  the  Legislatures  of 
those  other  colonies  should  be  willing  to 
accept  the  terms  which  the  Legislature  of 
Canada  professed  their  willingness  to  ac- 
cept, do  the  Government  mean  to  propose 
to  Parliament  to  let  in  corn  the  growth 
and  flour  the  manufacture  of  those  colonies 
at  the  same  rate  of  duty  which  will  apply  to 
Canada?  I  think  this  question  the  moreim- 
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portant  from  the  tone  and  naBBer  ia  which 
the  noble  Jxtrd  has  argued  thisqueatkin ;  for 
we  realljr  must  attend  ?ery  closely  to  every 
word  that  drops  from  a  Minister  of  tlie 
Crown  hereafter ;  because,  if  a  single  sen- 
tence is  to  conclufle  Farliamentyand  if  we 
arc  to  find  that  we  are  then  tied  and  bound 
by  a  pledge,  and  that  we  are  not  at  liberty 
to  discuss  those  questions  on  their  own 
merits,  but  that  we  are  concluded,  by  not 
baring  heard  or  not  having  listene<l  to 
some  sentence  in  the  speech  of  a  Minister, 
I  must  say  it  behoves  us  to  take  care  to  do 
all  wc  can  to  ascertain  the  intentions  of 
Ministers,  lest  we  should  fall  into  one  of 
those  traps  for  the  unwary.  This  is  a 
question  of  much  importance.  Nova  Sco* 
tia  may  not  grow  much  corn,  but  it  can 
grind  com,  and  I  should  be  glad  to  know 
whether  her  Majesty's  Ministers  intend  to 
apply  this  principle  to  that  colony;  at 
any  rate  we  have  a  right  to  a  clear  ex- 
pression of  their  intentions  on  this  subject. 
If  not,  see  what  a  beautiful  system  you 
will  have;  see  to  what  the  perfect  simplici- 
ty of  your  Corn-laws  will  come.  You  will 
have  a  great  sliding-scale  for  the  world  in 
general*  a  small  sliding-scale  for  Nova 
Sf'otiH,  New  Brunswick,  Prince  Edward's 
island,  and  the  other  British  Colonies,  and 
a  fixed  duty  for  Canada  alone.  Is  that 
what  you  mean  ?  Is  it  really  the  inten- 
tion of  Government  to  place  the  Corn- 
laws  of  this  country  on  this  footing  ?  I 
hope  that  in  the  course  of  this  discussion, 
tlif  doubts  and  difficulties  which  I  have 
ventured  to  express  on  this  subject  will  be 
f-lenred  up.  tint  it  is  said  Government 
now  propose  to  try  the  experiment  of  a 
fixe<l  duty  ;  and,  as  I  have  frequently  ex- 
prosscfl  my  opinion  in  this  House,  that  a 
fixed  duty  would  be  the  system  best  suited 
to  the  circumstances  of  this  country,  I  am 
taunted  with  inconsistency,  because  I  now 
op|K)se  the  proposition  of  Government,  I 
do  not  think  I  am  open  to  any  such  charge. 
In  the  first  plaix,  I  do  say  that  the  trial  of 
tho  principle  will  be  made  in  the  most  un- 
fair and  disadvantageous  way.  I  do  not 
lielirve  that  a  fixed  duty  thus  applied  will 
have*  any  of  the  advantages  over  the  slid- 
ing scale  which  it  would  have  if  applied 
in  the  proper  way.  First,  take  the  case  of 
the  i*x|iorting  men!hants  of  Canada.  Tlte 
:idv(N*ates  of  a  fixeil  duty  have  always 
stated  thai  one  of  its  great  advantages 
over  a  sliding-scjile  won  hi  lie  that  the  ex- 
pf»rting  mrrf'hant  wouhl  know  thr  duty 
nirn  wouhl  have  tit  pay  on  its  arrival  in 
Kiigland,  ami  might,  therefiin*,  calrulate  I 


the  pfiiae  it  wouM  fetcb  and  the  pMii  hi 
would  make.     Will  that  be  the  cmb  if  dM 
fixed  duty  be  oonfined  to  C«oada  ?    Thm 
merchant  will  know  the  duty  he  hiBHaV 
will  have  to  pay,  but  he  will  not  have  tlw 
least  idea  what  will  be  paid  by  asy  ooiu 
petitors  from  another  country,  whether  ^ 
or  2U.    There  will  be  the  ■met  ahaolote 
uncertainty  on  this  point,  and  my  firm  be- 
lief is,   that  if  you  maintain   a  slidiagb 
scale,  while  you  induce  the  CanadiiBB  im 
become  on  any  large  scale  apecufaiton  ia 
the  grinding  ami   importation  of  oors  to 
this  country,  my  belief  is,  that  you  will 
introduce  a  trade  into  that  country  fiiU  «f 
gambling  and  hasard.    What  do  we  ind 
by  the  papers  on  the  Table  ?     The  Cbba- 
dians  say  that  all  the  com  speculatioua  ia 
that  country  have  been  for  the  moat  part 
ruinous  to  the  parties  who  have  been  •»• 
gaged  in  them.     They  are  so  to  thoat  ia 
other  countries  who  engage  in  grain  speca. 
lations  to  England,  and  they  nuat  ba  m 
to  the  Canadians  also.    I  have  now  endo^ 
voured  to  state  my  reasons  for  dinpprovii^ 
of  the  sclieme  propoaed.     I  oppoae  it  ba> 
cause  in  either  of  the  alternativea— whathar 
it  produces  a  smuggling  trade  acroaa  tha 
border,  or  creates  a  protected  interat  ia 
Canada — I  fear  the  elTecta  of  the 
will  be  mischievous.    I  oppose  it 
it  will  certainly  build  up  and 
system  which  1  thought  the  poKejr  af  thia 
country  of  late  years  had  beaa  wisaly  iim 
rected  to  abolish— I  meaB  the  aiaialeaaaaB 
of  custom-houses  along  a  frootiar  of  tlvat 
thousand  miles.     I  oppoae  it  beoauaa  il 
appeara  to  me  ui\ju8t  to  the  ronsnaier  af 
wheat  in  other  British  ooloBiea»  and  ha» 
cause  it  applies  the  principle  of  a  ini 
duty  in  a  partial,  and,  I  think,  in  a  hmbI 
unfair  manner,  because  I  see  no  coualt^i 
vailing  advantage  which  can  be  ael  in  op* 
position  to  the  violation  of  principlea  wilk 
which  it  aliounds.    I  entreat  GentlcaMa 
who  are  free-traders,  with  whose  opinioaa 
I  agree,  to  pause  before  they  give  thair 
support  to  a  measure  which  even  on  tha 
confession  of  the  noble  liord  who  brongfcl 
it   forward,  u  founded  on  priadplea  af 
which  they  cannot  approve.    They  amf 
Miy  that  though  false  in  principle,  it  ia  af 
no  great  importance.     I  do  not  wish  la 
n^present  this  bill  to  the  House  as  likely 
to  be  attended  with  any  great  immediala 
danger —that  is  not  the  view  I  take  af  it. 
I  think  its  immediate  and  prearat 
i|uenoes,  ciilior  for  good  or  evil,  have 
grratly  over  estimated  ;   I  think  the 
(»f  the  agnculturisla,  and  the  hopea 
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some  free«tradera  have  founded  upon  these 
fears^  are  equally  exaggerated  ;  but  this  I 
will  8ay«  that  it  19  founded  on  a  principle 
which  I  canqot  aasent  to,  and  which  is 
quite  iqconsiatent  with  those  which  I  have 
support  as  necessary  to  place  the  gene- 
ral trade  and  commerce  of  the  country  on 
a  sound  footing.  For  these  reasons  I  op* 
poee  it*  )f  the  sense  of  the  Hoqse  shall 
be  clearly  pronounced  for  the  measure  I 
shall  offer  it  no  pertinacious  or  vexatious 
opposition.  But  I  pould  not  have  satisfied 
my  sense  of  duty  if  I  had  uot  taken  the 
first  opportunity  of  protesting,  as  far  as  1 
am  able^  against  the  principles  it  involves. 
I  beg  to  move  that— 

**  An  humble  address  be  presented  to  her 
Majesty,  humbly  praying  her  Majesty  to  with- 
hold her  assent  from  an  Act  passed  in  the  last 
Session  of  the  Provincial  Parliament  of  Cana- 
da for  the  imposition  of  a  duty  on  the  importa- 
tion of  foreign  corn." 

Mr.  Thorn^ly  was  so  entirely  opposed 
to  the  scheme  of  the  noble  Lord,  that  he 
had  not  the  least  hesitation  in  rising  to 
second  the  motion  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman. He  was  aware  it  might  have  a 
very  ungracious  appearance  to  oppose  an 
act  passed  hy  the  people  of  Canaoa^  and  if 
they  had  come  to  that  House  to  complain 
of  restrictions  on  their  trade  he  would  nave 
been  one' of  the  first  to  give  them  his  aid 
in  removing  these  restrictions ;  but  the  ob- 
ject now  8ot||ght  was  that  wheat  might  be 
brought  from  Canada  to  this  country  at  a 
very  trifling  duty,  and  in  order  to  that 
he  was  asked  to  assent  to  a  duty  of  2s,  a 
quarter  on  the  wheat  imported  into  Ca- 
nada. He  had  too  much  regard  for  the 
people  of  Canada  to  vote  in  siipport  of  that 
measure,  and  thought  too  highly  of  the 
proepects  of  any  country  emancipated  from 
the  operation  of  the  Corn-laws  to  give  his 
sanction  to  the  imposition  of  such  laws 
where  they  did  not  exist.  Canada  did  not 
produce  sufficient  corn  for  the  consump- 
tion of  the  British  possessions  in  Ame- 
rica. The  origin  of  this  measure  was  to 
be  found  in  the  meetings  held  at  Toronto 
and  other  towns,  of  persons  connected  with 
the  agriculture  of  Canada,  who  had  urged 
on  the  people  of  that  country  the  imposi- 
tion of  a  protective  duty.  He  did  not 
think  that  smuggling  could  be  carried  on 
to  any  great  extent  in  Canada ;  the  whole 
of  the  wheat  from  the  upper  part  of  the 
country  must  pass  from  the  state  of  Ohio 
and  the  adjacent  territories  down  tJie 
Welland  canal.  He  was  in  that  part  of 
the  country  itt  Septsnber  hat,  aM  saw  at 


the  tQwu  of  St*  Catherine's,  many  vessels 
discharging  wheat  from  the  United  States 
for  the  purpose  of  being  ground  and 
brought  to  this  country.  The  vessels 
laden  with  wheat  being  required  to  pass 
through  this  canal,  there  would  not  be  the 
least  di$culty  in  levying  a  3|.  duty ; 
what  it  might  be  on  L«ake  Onterio  and  the 
St.  Lawrence,  he  could  not  say.  In  con- 
sidering this  proposition,  we  must  also  look 
at  its  operation  oq  the  disposition  of  the 
people  of  the  United  States.  It  was  most  * 
important  to  make  a  favourable  impres- 
sion on  them*  The  high  tariff  party  in 
Congress,  in  place  of  the  duty  which,  under. 
Mr*  Clay's  Compromise  Act,  ha4  fallen 
on  the  30th  of  June  last  to  20  per  cei|t, 
had  imposed  prohibitory  duties  on  many 
articles  of  British  manu&cture.  Mr. 
M'Duffy>  a  very  enlightened  member  of 
Congress,  had  laid  on  the  table  of  the 
House  to  which  he  belonged  a  series  of 
resolutions  which  were  to  be  proposed  in 
December  next«  for  reducing  all  duties  to 
an  ampunt  merely  sufficient  for  the  pur- 
poses of  revenue.  How  iippprtant,  then, 
was  it  that  we  should  do  nothing  which 
should  unfavourably  influence  these  pro- 
ceedings in  America.  Now,  although  the 
quantity  of  wheat  that  might  pass  through 
Canada  would  besmall,  yetof  this  the  House 
might  rest  assiired,  that  the  shipowners 
in  Confess  would  take  advantage  of  the 
measure  now  proposed  and  describe  it  as 
indicative  of  bad  feeling  on  the  part  of 
England  towards  the  United  States,  inas- 
rauch  as  they  would  say  it  was  a  sdieme 
to^  admit  American  wheat  converted  into 
flour,  but  confining  the  carriage  entirely 
to  British  ships.  If  we  wished  to  in- 
crease the  imports  from  America  to  this 
country,  and  so  lead  to  a  correspond, 
ing  increase  of  our  exports^  we  ought 
to  take  the  wheat  of  America  in  the 
cheapest  manner  it  could  be  brought  over. 
We  ought  not  to  restrict  ourselves  to  the 
narrow  channel  which  Canada  affords — a 
channel  frooen  up  for  six  months  in  the 
year.  Let  the  wneat  be  brought  down  to 
the  Hudson,  the  Mississippi,  or  by  any 
other  way  the  Americans  chose.  He  was 
strongly  alive  to  the  importance  of  in« 
pressing  the  American  people  with  good 
feeling  towards  us;  but  that  would  not 
be  effected  by  the  course  they  were  theu 
pursuing  1  but>  oq  the  contrary,  they  were 
strengthening  the  hands  of  the  higb-tarifl 
party  there.  It  ought  to  be  conceded  that 
America  was  our  best  custpmer,  and  it  was 
our  own  fault  9hA  was  pot  a  bet(pr  ono^ . 
X2 
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for  we  refused  to  take  licr  corn  and  flour. 
He  objected  to  the  measure  because  it  did 
not  remove  the  restrictions  on  our  com- 
merce ;  but,  on  the  contrary,  it  imposed  a 
new  corn-law  upon  Canada;  lie  objected 
to  it  because  it  did  not  apply  to  New 
Brunswick  or  NoFa  Scotia,  but  placed  one 
of  our  North  American  colonies  upon  one 
footing  and  another  upon  another  ;  he  ob- 
jected to  it  because  he  thought  it  calcu- 
,  Jated  to  impress  upon  the  minds  of  the 
people  of  America  a  sense  of  our  unwil- 
lingness  to  deal  witli  them^  and  he  in- 
tended to  offer  his  opposition  to  it  in  CFery 
way. 

Mr.  G.  Bankes  had  no  objection  to 
state  to  the  principles  enunciated  by  the 
noble  Lord,  the  Secretary  for  the  Colonies, 
and  acquiesced  in  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman opposite,  the  more  especially  as 
they  were  principles  which  deeply  affected 
the  interests  of  one  of  our  most  im|>ortant 
colonies.  Agreeing  in  those  principles, 
he  could  not  offer  any  objection  lo  the 
preliminary  motion  of  the  noble  Lord. 
It  was  difficult  for  him  to  understand  why 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  offered  his 
amendment  to  the  House,  because  it  ap- 
peared to  him  to  be  inconsistent  with  the 
affection  and  respect  due  to  so  important 
a  colony,  to  move  in  that  House  that  her 
Majesty  should  withhold  her  consent  to 
the  first  important  measure  which  had 
been  passed  by  the  united  Legislature. 
He  could  not  have  any  hesitation,  what- 
ever his  opinion  of  the  measure  might  be, 
in  giving  a  neprative  to  the  aroendroeut  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  He  could  not 
join  in  any  address  to  the  Crown,  praying 
her  Majesty  to  withhold  her  royal  sanc- 
tion from  a  measure  which  had  passed  the 
Colonial  United  Assembly  almost,  as  he 
understood,  with  unanimity.  He  should 
feel  hesitation  in  taking  that  course,  evt^n 
if  there  were  no  other  mode  in  which  he 
might  offer  his  opposition ;  but  should 
his  duty  require  him  to  oppose  the  mea- 
sure of  the  noble  Lord,  plenty  of  opportu- 
nities must  necessarily  be  afforded  to  hint, 
and  he  would  give  it  in  conformity  with 
the  rules  and  usages  of  the  House,  and  in 
a  rcfi^ular  manner.  Like  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  he  regretted  to  hear  some  of 
the  observations  of  the  noble  Lord,  and  he 
must  take  leave  to  say,  when  the  noble 
Lord  complained  of  the  exat;geration  and 
clamour  which  prevailed  in  the  country 
respecting  the  measure,  that  the  chief 
origin  of  that  eiaggerotion  and  clamour 


was  the  manner  in  which  the  meatare  had 
been  introduced  to  their  notice.  On  no 
matter  was  it  so  desirable  that  completa 
information  should  have  been  preparad 
and  published,  in  order  to  satisfy  the  p«b- 
lic  mind  ;  and  it  must  be  lamented,  thet 
some  course  had  not  been  retorted  to, 
previous' to  the  introduction  of  the  mea* 
sure,  which  might  have  prevented  the  fear 
which  it  had  created  in  the  minds  of  thoaa 
engaged  in  agriculture.  He  believed  he 
was  not  incorrect  in  supposing  that  the 
outline  of  the  measure  was  coneeived  io 
the  minds  of  her  Majesty's  Minister!  laal 
year,  and  that  the  reason  why  it 
not  then  submitted  to  the  House 
because  the  Legislature  of  Canada  had 
not  then  passed  the  bill  which  waa  to 
be  preliminary  to  its  introduction.  Now; 
the  measure  might  have  been  a  very  good 
one  last  year — it  might  have  been  tap* 
posed  that  it  would  not  injuriously  efleek 
the  agricultural  interest,  considering  cIm 
state  that  interest  was  then  in ;  but  cir* 
ciimstances  had  very  much  altered.  Whotpi 
ever  might  be  the  cause  or  causes,  it  waa 
most  undeniably  the  fact,  that  the  value  of 
agricultural  produce  had  sunk  below  llie 
estimate  any  one  had  yet  made  of  remu- 
nerating prices— certainly  far  below  cha 
estimate  of  those  who  framed  the  Com- 
law  and  tariff  of  last  year;  comequently, 
those  engaged  in  agricultural  punuiu  had 
some  reason  to  conclude,  at  all  eventa  to 
hope,  that  the  Ministers  would  have  takcm 
that  fact  into  consideration.  Themeaaora 
was  planned  and  framed  under  ciicuai- 
stances  which  did  not  now  exist,  end  ho 
had  hoped  that  her  Majesty's  Govemmeat 
would  have  adopted  a  different  scale.  Be* 
fore  introducing  the  measure,  he  regreiled 
that  her  Majesty's  Government  had  ooi 
resorted  to  the  usual  expedient  adopted  in 
matters  of  much  less  importance— vis.,  the 
appointment  of  a  select  committee  to  in* 
quire  into  and  report  upon  the  whole  cir- 
cumstances of  the  case ;  such  a  course 
would  have  been  both  just  and  prudeal^ 
and  would  have  tended  to  prevent  thu 
wide  spread  alarm  which  now  existed.  Ho 
was  quite  ready  to  grunt  that  the  nobk 
Lord  fully  believed  that  all  the  stalenMUls 
he  had  made  were  perfectly  correct.  Ho 
gave  the  noble  Lord  full  credit  for  hia 
talents  and  research,  and  he  further 
lieved  that  the  noble  Lord,  as  far  aa 
}»ossible,  had  dismissed  from  bis  mind  aH 
preconceived  opinions ;  but  in  matters  of 
such  importance,  in  which  it  was  plan  tiMl 


81? 


Canada 


(May  Id} 


dorruiaw. 


611 


a  step  forward  could  cot  be  easily  retraced, 
end  therefore  tt  was  not  too  much  to  ask 
that  before  the  Qovernment  had  come  to 
a  decision,  they  should  have  instituted  a 
searching  inquiry,  and  communicated  the 
result  to  those  who  were  so  deeply  in- 
terested in  the  matter.  In  respect  of  the 
question  of  smuggling,  it  turned  not  on 
the  fact  whether  there  were  1»500  miles 
of  frontier,  or  whether  there  was  more  or 
less  facility  for  landing  goods  in  a  secret 
manner;  but  it  turned,  as  they  had  known 
on  very  recent  occasions,  upon  the  honesty 
or  dishonesty  of  those  employed  to  prevent 
it.  Now,  he  believed,  that  these  waters 
offered  peculiar  facilities  for  smuggling, 
and  had  a  committee  been  named,  plenty 
of  evidence  upon  the  point  could  have 
been  obtained  within  the  House  itself. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Labou- 
chere),  the  hon.  Member  for  Bath  (Mr. 
Roebuck),  the  hon.  Member  for  Coventry 
(Mr.  E.  Ellice),  could  have  given  valuable 
information  upon  the  subject,  and  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  for  Liverpool  was 
most  intimate  with  the  whole  question. 
But  the  Government  had  acted  without 
information  themselves;  even  on  the  1st 
of  February  of  the  present  year,  the 
noble  Lord  addressed  a  despatch  to  Sir 
C.  Bagot,  in  which  the  noble  Lord  said— 

''Referring  to  a  despatch  of  the  11th  of 
November,  in  which  I  stated,  that  I  was  de- 
sirous of  hearing  further,  especially  with  re- 
gard to  the  Wheat  Duty  Bill,  and  urging  you 
to  obtain  such  information  as  would  assist  the 
Government  in  forming  an  opinion,  I  am 
aware  that  the  state  of  your  health  has  been 
an  impediment  to  your  proceedings ;  but  as 
the  time  for  decision  is  now  rapidly  passing 
away, and  I  cannot  proceed  without  the  in. 
formation  I  was  led  to  expect,  I  must  ask  you 
to  request  the  Executive  Council  to  enter  on 
the  duty,  and  furnish  me  with  information, 
and  particularly  with  reference  to  the  exemp- 
tion from  wheat  duty,  and  how  far  it  has  af- 
fected the  question  of  frauds  on  the  revenue." 

Even  so  late  as  February,  then,  the 
noble  Lord  pressed  for  information,  and 
from  all  the  papers  they  were  in  posses- 
sion of  upon  the  subject,  it  did  not  appear 
that  he  had  ever  obtained  any.  The  House 
was  bound  to  believe  that  the  noble  Lord 
had  received  no  satisfactory  information, 
as  none  had  been  laid  before  the  House. 
The  question,  then,  was,  were  the  agricul- 
turists of  this  country  to  be  compelled  to 
compete  with  the  wheat  of  America,  ad- 
mitted  into  this  country  at  a  is,  duty  ? 
Although  it  was  admitted  by  fraud|  still  i 


the  competition  would  be  the  same,  and 
as  severe.  Previous  to  the  introduction 
of  the  Corn  Bill  last  year,  every  informa- 
tion was  prepared  by  returns  and  reports, 
and  now  the  House  was  called  on,  without 
any  such  information,  to  proceed  to  the 
completion  of  this  bill,  because  it  was 
considered  part  of  the  original  measure. 
All  that  he  meant  to  say  was,  that  when 
this  additional  bill  came  before  the  House 
for  its  adoption,  they  had  a  right  to  ask 
for  as  much  information  on  that  as  on  the 
other  parts  of  the  scheme,  and  while  that 
information  was  incomplete,  they  had  a 
right  to  ask  for  better  satisfaction  than  the 
assertions  of  the  noble  Lord,  whatever 
might  be  the  respect  they  felt  for  them. 
Some  of  the  statements  on  which  the  noble 
Lord  relied  were  contradicted  by  the  papers 
on  the  Table.  The  noble  Lord  said,  that 
he  did  not  rely  on  those  papers,  as  they 
were  moved  for  on  the  other  side  of  the 
House,  and  were  not  officially  produced  ; 
but  what  he  complained  of  was,  that  there 
was  no  official  information  with  respect  to 
the  average  duty  paid  on  Canadian  wheat. 
The  noble  Lord  had  stated,  that  in  five 
years  it  was  3s.  Id,,  and  that  there  was  no 
cause  for  complaint  when  he  offered  a 
fixed  duty  which  made  the  average  4$. 
But  in  those  papers  it  was  stated  by  the 
Canadiaus  themselves  that  the  general 
average  was  5s, ;  and  they  go  on  to  say 
that  such  a  duty  could  form  no  sub« 
stantiai  protection  to  the  English  farmer. 
By  this,  the  statement  that  the  average 
was  2s.  id,  was  contradicted.  It  might 
have  been  so  for  the  particular  dye  years 
in  question,  but  the  average  at  large  was 
5s,  The  question  of  smuggling  was  no 
doubt  a  most  important  one,  but  hitherto 
he  had  heard  nothing  very  satisfactory 
from  any  hon.  Gentleman  who  had  al- 
luded to  that  part  of  the  subject.  There 
were  two  branches  of  smuggling  to  be  ap- 
prehended. The  one  was  by  secret  land- 
ing, or  fraudulent  entries,  and  the  other 
through  the  fisheries;  and  certainly  he 
could  not  comprehend  what,  under  the 
proposed  system,  would  be  the  difficulty 
of  bringing  corn  in  those  fishing  vessels 
free  of  duty.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  referred  to  another  point  worthy  of 
grave  consideration — namely,  how  far  the 
colonies  of  Nova  Scotia  and  Newfound- 
land, especially  Newfoundland,  would  be 
afiected  by  this  measure.  It  did  seem  to 
him  that  Newfoundland,  not  being  a  corn- 
growiog  country,  would  suffer  most  un« 
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justly  from  this  measure.  The  noble  Lord 
had  spoken  of  the  insignificance  of  the 
difference  between  the  duty  under  the 
present  system  and  that  which  was  now 
proposed;  aud  perhaps  the  difference 
might  be  inconsiderable,  if  there  were 
any  prospect  of  a  return  to  hig^h  prices; 
but  when  they  considered  that  the  proba- 
bility of  a  return  to  high  prices  was  very 
remote,  and  that  the  agriculturists  of  this 
country  could  now  only  look  to  a  maximum 
price  of  559,^  the  difference  would  be  very 
considerable.  Besides,  there  was  this  great 
difference  between  the  present  and  the 
proposed  law — that  under  the  proposed 
law  the  3s.  duty  was  to  go  in  ease  of  co- 
lonial taxes,  instead  of  the  4s.  going,  as 
under  the  present  law,  in  ease  of  the  taxes 
upon  the  English  farmer — a  matter  which, 
in  llie  present  times,  they  could  not  throw 
out  of  consideration.  He  agreed  with  the 
noble  Lord,  that  they  should  do  what  they 
could  to  promote  the  interests  of  their  Ca* 
nadian  colonies,  but  he  wished  he  could 
emulate  the  eloquence  of  the  noble  Lord 
when  he  appealed  to  that  House,  and 
asked  whether  there  were  not  other  par- 
ties, whose  interests  they  were  bound  to 
protect,  when  he  appealed  to  the  House 
to  remember  the  promises  made  to  the 
farmers  of  England,  perhaps  not  in  words 
— not  promises  extracted  from  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen, but  the  promises  of  an  honourable 
mind  that,  to  the  best  of  its  power,  it 
would  exert  its  faculties  to  insure  that  for 
which  promise  had  been  extracted,  if  any 
lioubt  as  to  their  iutentions  had  existed. 
He  would  not,  as  he  had  already  stated, 
offer  his  aid  to  resist  the  introduction  of 
this  measure  ;  he  saw  no  objection  to  the 
principle  ;  but  he  felt  that  it  was  his  duty 
to  watch  its  peculiar  provisions,  and,  if  he 
found  that  they  interfered  with  the  real 
iiitercsfs  of  English  agriculture,  to  do  all 
ihat  in  him  lay  to  prevent  their  becoming 
law. 

Mr.  G.  Hcathcolc  did  not  believe,  thai 
sncli  niislaken  notions  had  been  enter- 
lainrd  of  the  bill  among  agriculturists  as 
the  (loveinnient  appeared  to  imagfine.  It 
was  known,  that  American  grain  co«ld 
not  cumc  into  this  country,  but  in  the 
shape  of  flour  after  having  been  ground  in 
Canada.  The  bill  was,  however,  objected 
to  on  general  and  important  grounds.  A 
great  measure  had  passed  last  Session 
which  bad  been  represented  as  a  '*  settle- 
ment** of  the  Corn-law  (question,  and  it 
was  too  bad,  after  lo  short  an  interfal. 


to  come  forward  again  with  aev  tsptrt 
ments.    Tbe  whole  loat  would  fall  opoa 
the  •griculturistt,  and  any  gain  would  be 
reaped  by  other  and  minor  inttrsttiy  if 
ever  there  was  an  iuopportuoe  period  for 
such  a  measure  it  was  the  present.    Tbo 
distress  of  the  country  was  moat  ImmoU 
able,  and  that  of  the  manufacturiug  is* 
terest  be  most  deeply  rtgroitod  ;  hot  h 
was  exceedingly  aggravaliog  to  Ibe  agri- 
culturists to  know  that  the  costly  sacrifiooi 
to  which  last  year  they  had  aubmitied,  bad 
produced,  as  it  was  said,  so  little  beiiefil» 
and  had  been  received  with  such  uDkiod- 
ness  and  ingratitude.  Tbey  found,  in  fiicc, 
that  submission  did  but  pave  tbo  way  far 
larger  concessions  and  more  sweeping  dc* 
mands.    The  position  of  agriculture  oov 
was  as  bad  as  it  had  been  in  1835 — Ibu 
worst  year  for  some  generations,  perhapiS 
and  was  this  the  time  chosen  lor  a 
experiment  in  corn  bills?    There 
very  bitter  state  of  feeling  upon  tbia  Mb< 
ject  in  the  agricultural  districts;  not  tbal 
the  farmers  were  such  fools,  bowever,  m 
to  be  willing  to  throw  themselves  ioto  tbo 
arms  of  the  Anti-Corn-law  League.    If 
others  had  been  untrue  to  them  it  was  bo 
reason  why  they  should  be  untrue  to  thcM- 
selves ;  and  if  they  had  lost  one-fourth  ef 
their  capital  it  was  no  reaaon  for  tbroving 
away  the  remainder.     There  was,  how- 
ever, a  Tery  sore  and  wounded  feeling 
among  the  agriculturists;  they  had  lost 
trust  in  every  party,  and  entertained  ooa* 
fidence  in  none.     How  different  had  bteft 
their  treataseot  in  1835?   Their  petilaoat, 
;  then,  had  been  received  with  every  altea- 
tiou  and  regard,  and  two  committeee  had 
been  appointed  to  inquire  into  their  com- 
plaints.    Now,  their  complaints  were 
by  demands  for  further  coacessioo ; 
there  would  soon  be  a  cry  of  diatreas  fr 
one  end  of  the  country  to  the  other,  wbkk 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and  his  Odk 
I  leagues  would  find  it  hard  to  silenoe.  Tsf 
all  the  agriculturists  asked  was  to  be  ki 
-  alone.     He  earnestly  protested  agaiast  • 
continuance  of  the  compromising  and  com* 
ceding  system  which  had  been  carried  m 
far  last  year.     If,  against  any  party,  ths 
.  measure  of  the  preceding  Session  sboaU 
be  a  final  settlement,  it  surely  abouU  ha 
so  against  the  right  boo.  Baroaet  who 
so  represented  it.     But  the  priDei|ial 
jeclion    to   the    measure  was    its 
founded  on  the  principle  of  a  fixed  diit|u- 
t  What  ?  after  all  that  had  been  said  om 
!  this  subject  last  Sesaioa    after  the 
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Ikpse  of  eighieen  nionibs  since  iiie  speeches 
of  last  eleciion,  a  fixed  duty  proposed  bj 
the  Gofernmenti  It  was  said  to  be  so 
sfDali  a  matter  as  not  to  be  worth  discus- 
sing. But  a  thing  might  be  small  in 
amount  and  yet  important  in  principie. 
If  the  measure  were  insignificant  and  im- 
material, why  was  it  brought  forward  ? 
Unless  it  were  important,  was  it  not  folly 
to  risk  any  serious  consequences  ?  Pledges 
to  the  colonies  had  been  talked  of,  but  it 
had  been  well  replied,  there  were  pledges 
given  to  the  English  counties?  He  wished 
hot  to  say  anything  painful  to  Gentlemen 
opposite,  many  of  whom  he  was  aware 
must  be  in  a  peculiar  position;  but  he 
would  ask,  would  their  constituents  have 
nothing  to  complain  of  on  the  score  of 
breach  of  faith,  if  this  measure  were  car- 
ried ?  The  next  point  to  which  he  objected 
was  the  transfer  of  revenue  from  this 
country  to  Canada.  After  the  painful 
view  of  the  revenue  of  this  country  af- 
forded by  the  budget,  he  could  not  con- 
sent to  the  removal  of  any  money  from 
the  Treasury  of  this  country  to  that  of 
Canada;  and  it  was  also  ^ith  him  a 
matter  of  grave  objection  that  the  mar 
chiuery  for  collecting  these  duties  should 
be  taken  out  pf  the  hands  of  the  English 
Government  and  transferred  tp  the  au- 
thorities in  Canada.  Now,  he  would  look 
a  little  to  the  details  of  the  measure.  And 
first  as  regarded  American  corn,  he  n^ust 
say  that  he  objected  altogether  to  the 
fixed  duty.  He  likied  the  sliding-scale 
given  by  the  measure  of  last  yesr  infinitely 
better  than  a  fixed  duty,  and  the  transfer 
of  the  machinery  of  collection  to  the  Ca- 
nadian authorities  increased  his  objection. 
He  believed,  too^  that  a  great  deal  of 
smuggling  would  be  the  result  of  the  plan 
proposed,  and  he  was  confirmed  in  that 
opinion  by  the  high  authority  of  the  right 
bop.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Taunton. 
Again,  would  the  proposed  duty  stand  ? 
He  found  an  ominous  paragraph  in  a 
speech  in  the  Canadian  Assembly,  inti- 
mating that  whenever  the  price  was  above 
305.,  there  must  be  a  drawback.  |^Lord 
Stanley  :  **  The  Legislature  did  not  pass 
that  proposal."]  No !  but  the  opinion  was 
expressed,  and  it  might  hereafter  be  car- 
ried out.  The  noble  Lord  had  set  out  on 
a  fiscal  tour  with  the  hon.  Gentleman,  the 
Member  for  Bath  ;  but  they  had  quar- 
relled and  parted  company  at  the  first 
stage.  In  the  midst  of  all  these  differences 
of  opinioa  the  farmers  of  this  counlry 


might  well  look  with  apprehension  at  the 
proposed  change.  Now  as  to  grain  grown 
in  the  United  States  and  admitted  as  flour 
manufactured  in  Canada,  one  of  the  evils 
of  the  bill  was  that  it  perpetuated  that 
system.  [Lord  Stanley .  '*  The  bill  does 
not  refer  to jt  at  all.'']  No  I  that  was  the 
very  thing.  He  thought  it  a  very  danger- 
ous system,  and  he  trusted  that  the 
House  would  take  it  into  its  consideration 
in  dealing  with  this  subject.  Then,  as  to 
Canadian  com,  he  must  ask,  why  was 
Canada  to  have  that  favour  which  was 
withheld  from  Nova  Scotia,  Prince  Ed- 
ward's Island,  and  Newfoundland  ?  Lord 
Sydenham  had  said,  that  the  Canadians 
had  *'  no  right  to  complain  of  the  footing 
on  which  they  now  stood  ;"  and  he  was 
very  high  authority ;  but  they  were  told 
that  a  very  small  portion  of  corn  was  to 
come  from  Canada.  The  same  thing  had 
been  said  to  the  agriculturists  last  year ; 
but  if  the  quantity  were  limited  now,  how 
long  would  it  remain  so  ?  He  had  seen  a 
memorial  from  the  Canadian  committee  of 
the  British  North  American  Association, 
expressing  a  strong  opinion  that  Canada 
could  send  as  much  corn  as  this  country 
would  receive.  When  they  found  sucli 
contradictory  statements,  be  could  not 
but  entertain  very  considerable  fears  on 
that  subject.  Under  the  proposed  law  the 
Canadians  might  import  for  their  own 
consumption  and  export  their  own  pro- 
duce. Why  was  Canada  to  be  placed  on 
a.  better  footing  than  any  other  English 
county  ?  Why  were  the  peculiar  burthens 
under  which  the  jElnglish  agriculturists 
laboured  to  be  thrown  out  of  considera- 
tion ?  He  spoke  not  now  of  the  large 
landed  proprietors,  but  he  pressed  upon 
the  attention  of  the  House  the  case  of  the 
thousands  and  hiindreds  of  thousands  of 
small  proprietors  in  this  country  who  were 
ground  down  by  the  burthens  upon  the 
land.  He  regretted  extremely  that  a 
measure  of  that  sort  should  have  been  so 
soon  introduced  after  the  supposed  settle- 
ment of  last  year ;  and  he  felt  it  his  duty 
to  oppose  that  measnre,  and  take  every 
fair  means  of  impeding  its  progress  through 
that  House. 

Mr.  Miles  could  not  help  contrasting 
the  principles  that  were  advocating  last 
year  by  the  noble  Lord  on  this  subject 
with  those  that  were  advanced  by  him  on 
this  occasion.  The  noble  Lord  then  stated 
brt)adly,  that  it  was  notorious  to  all  that 
every  atom  of  Canadian  flour  sent  to  this 
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country  was  actually  the  produce  of  the 
United   States,  but  now   ne  called  upon 
them  to   aid   the  Canadian  agriculturists 
by  this  measure.     But  there  was  this  dif- 
ficulty.    He  thought  it  exceedingly  hard 
that  those  hon.  Members  who  represented 
agricultural    constituencies,   agreeing  as 
they   did,   and   some  of  them    with   the 
greatest  difficulty,  to  the  measures  of  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  last  year,  having  looked, 
of  course,    to    the  developement  of  his 
plans  in  his  own  speech ,  and  having  sup- 
ported him  upon  the  second  reading,  should 
now  be  told  that  the   GoFeniroent  had 
pledged  their  honour  to  pass  such  an  act 
as  this,  and  that,  therefore,  they  were  now 
to  redeem  that  pledge,  and  at  the  same 
time,  the  House  was  to  recollect  that  they 
were  doing  an  immensity  of  good  to  the 
Canadian  colonies.    He,  for  one,  should  be 
delighted  to  do  good  to  those  colonies,  be- 
cause they  would  open  new  markets  to  our 
manufactures.     But  last  year  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  had  determined  to  adhere  to 
the  sliding-scalcj  and  to  place  foreign  and 
colonial   corn   upon  the  same  {irinciple ; 
and  he  should  like  to  know  what  alteration 
had  taken  place  since  that  time,  to  render 
necessary  the  change  proposed   by  these 
resolutions.     He  was  perfectly  aware  that 
in  taking   the  course  which   individually 
ho  found  himself  bound  to  take  lie  was 
laying  liimself  o|)en  to  reprehension  from 
those  with  whom  he  had  l)eeu  associated  for 
many  years,  and   whr>se  {Kilitical  principles 
hoivrver   estrangitl  from  them  upon  this 
particular  |K)iiit,  he  should  always  have 
pleaMire  in  sup|K)rting;  but  he  could  not 
forget  that  he  represented  a  large  consti- 
tuency, and    that    the  interests  of    the 
farmers  in  his  county  were  committed  to 
him.     Me  was  himself  iierfectly  unpledged, 
but  at  the  same  time,  lie  was  proud  to  say, 
|H'rtcctly  trusted.     And  although  he  never 
wouhl    abuse   the   confidence  reposed  in 
him,   he  would,  when  he  thought  it  his 
interest   us   far   as  his  constituents   were 
concLTned,  and  his  duty  so  far  as  his  con- 
.si'irnie  Wits  concerned, (-(|Ually  dissent  from 
th(»M*  who  sent  him  tlM*re,  or  from  those 
with  whom  he  was  associated.     Now,  dis- 
a^^reeing   as    he   did     with     the  measure 
brnught  forward  liy  the  Government — al- 
though tite  object  of   the  right  hon.  Cicn- 
tlenuurs  op|M>sition  might  lie  very  diilcrent 
from  his,  yet  if  the  resolution  were  only 
ciuried   against  the    (government,   things 
Would  remain  |)ossibly  in  the  same  con« 
diiion  as  at  that  m(»ment — he  should  vote 
fur  the  motion  of  the  right  huu.  Gentle- 


man.  It  was  not  as  if  the  noUe  Lord  bid 
asked  them  to  go  into  committee  Aral  of 
all,  without  laying  the  resolutions  before 
the  House,  but  the  whole  country  under- 
stood the  tenour  of  those  resolutioosy  and 
the  tenour  of  them  was  an  alteration  of 
the  principle  of  last  year,  and  therefore 
one  which  he  could  not  but  humbly  ooo- 
demn.  At  the  same  time  he  was  told  it 
was  but  a  little  thing,  and  surely  so  small 
a  measure  he  would  not  vote  against.  Bat 
a  year  had  scarcely  elapsed  since  the  ad* 
just  men  t  of  the  Com^laws,  and  yet  they 
were  now  called  upon  to  give  up  a  littb 
without  the  least  resistance ;  but  if  they 
did  that,  would  it  not  be  diflBcult  to  resist 
the  next  advance  upon  the  sliding-scale  2 
He  was  quite  sure  the  noble  Lord  acted 
from  the  highest  principle.  The  noble 
Lord  beliered  that  he  was  pledged  to 
Canada,  and  he  thought  that  as  a  Mi- 
nister the  noble  Lord  was  quite  right  in 
perfectly  fulfilling  his  pledge.  'But  at  the 
same  time  he  was  pledged,  as  a  Member 
of  that  House,  to  give  his  independeat 
vote  upon  the  subject;  he  believed  the 
principle  of  the  noble  Lord  was  wroogy 
and  he  should  therefore  vote  against  tbe 
motion. 

Viscount  Hotpick  was  anxious  to  take 
the  first  opportunity  of  stating  to  the 
House  what  his  opinion  was  upon  this 
subject.  He  differed  entirely  from  the 
last  three  hon.  Gentlemen  who  had  spoken 
because  he  believed  that  two  of  them  only 
were  going  to  vote  against  the  motion,  and 
that  the  third,  although  his  vote  would  be 
in  favour  of  it,  had  spoken  very  strongly 
against  it.  The  hon.  and  learneci  Gentle, 
man,  the  Member  for  Dorsetshire,  seemed 
to  be  in  a  dilemma,  for  which  he  very  sin- 
cereiy  pitied  him,  and  from  which  he  was 
afraici  he  eould  not  congratulate  him  upon 
extricating  himself,  even  after  the  great  in- 
genuity he  had  shown  in  attempting  to  do 
so.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
found,  on  the  one  hand,  a  very  strong 
feeling  on  the  |)art  of  his  constituents 
against  the  motion,  and,  on  the  other 
hand,  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had 
an  extreme  desire  not  to  abandon  his 
I'Viends  on  the  Treasury  bench.  There- 
fore, although  the  noble  Ijord  said,  that 
the  Canadian  act  and  the  English  act 
were,  in  fact,  one  measure,  to  stand  or 
fall  together,  yet  the  hon.  Gentleman 
would  not  vote  against  the  Canadian  act, 
but  reserved  his  op|)06ition  to  a  future 
stage,  when  he  ex^NMitcd  his  opposition 
might  be  fully  understood.    He  had  nn 
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doubt  that  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle^ 
man's  constituents  equally  understood  such 
tactics^  and  would  admire  much  more  the 
ingenuity  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man than  his  practice.  With  respect  to 
the  measure  before  the  House,  the  noble 
Lord  fairly  told  them  that  it  was,  in  fact, 
a  proposition  for  the  admission  of  Ameri- 
can corn^  subject  to  a  fixed  duty,  because 
it  appeajred  on  the  face  of  the  papers  be- 
fore the  House,  that  Canada  did  not  pro- 
duce sufficient  corn  for  the  supply  of 
British  North  America.  She  had  no  sur- 
plus, and,  therefore,  whether  she  imported 
American  wheat,  to  supply  her  own  con- 
sumption, and  sent  her  own  com  here,  or 
imported  American  corn,  ground  it  into 
flour,  and  then  sent  it  to  this  country,  it 
was  substantially  one  and  the  same  mea- 
sure, and  the  object  of  that  measure  was 
to  create  a  transit  trade  through  Canada, 
in  flour  deriFed  from  American  wheat. 

Lord  Stanley  thought  he  distinctly  said^ 
that  DO  part  of  this  measure  was  to  increase 
the  transit  trade  as  it  now  existed. 

Viscount  Howick :  The  object  was  not 
to  increase  the  present  transit  trade.  Then, 
if  Canada  did  not  grow  enough  for  her 
consumption,  and  that  was  admitted  on 
the  face  of  the  papers  before  the  House 
and  by  his  noble  Friend.  [iVb,  no.]  It  was 
rather  important  to  see  what  was  said  upon 
this  subject,  and  upon  what  authority. 
The  noble  Lord  had  laid  before  the  House 
various  papers,  and  among  them  was  a 
Tery  important  report  from  a  committee 
of  the  Assembly  of  the  united  provinces  of 
Canada.     In  that  report,  it  was  said-* 

"  All  the  grain  grown  in  Canada  would  not 
supply  the  consumption  of  British  North 
America.'' 

What  was  the  noble  Lord's  commentary 
upon  that  ?     The  noble  Lord  said — 

"  Lower  Canada  produces  little  or  no  wheat 
and  clearly  less  than  her  own  consumption.'' 

That  was  the  statement  of  the  noble 
Lord  ;  and  then  the  noble  Lord  might 
talk  as  he  would  about  the  object  of  the 
bill,  but  with  that  admitted  fact,  that 
the  country  did  not  produce  enough 
for  her  own  consumption — [Lord  Stanley : 
'*  No,  no."] — Yes  5  because  Canada  was 
so  intimately  connected  with  British  North 
America,  that  British  North  America 
must  be  almost  considered  as  identified 
with  Canada.  But  Canada  did  not  pro- 
duce enough  corn  for  British  North  Ame- 
rica, and  there  was  a  large  and  thriving 
trade   in  American   produce  now   with 


Canada;  and  with  that  circumstance  in 
view^  he  would  ask  the  House^  was  not 
this  measure  for  the  purpose  substantially 
of  creating  a  transit  trade  in  Canada  of 
American  Corn  ?  Because,  as  to  any 
surplus  Canada  could  have  beyond  what 
she  required  for  her  own  consumption , 
when  Lower  Canada  produced  little  or 
nothing,  it  must  be  trifling  and  inconside- 
rable. The  trade,  then,  derived  its  im- 
portance from  the  transit  of  American 
wheat  in  the  shape  of  flour  ground  in  Ca- 
nada. And  how  would  it  come  here? 
The  first  thing  was  at  a  duty  of  4s. ;  and 
the  next,  which  was  the  material  point  of 
consideration,  and  which  he  thought  had 
been  left  too  much  out  of  the  question, 
was  at  an  increased  charge  in  consequence 
of  coming  by  the  most  expensive  route. 
They  had,  fortunately,  the  calculation  of 
the  House  of  Assembly  upon  this  subject, 
and  there  the  extra  price  of  American  pro« 
duce,  coming  to  this  country,  through 
Canada,  in  the  shape  of  flour,  was  esti- 
mated' at  about  9^.  a  quarter.  Unless, 
therefore,  the  price  in  this  country  was 
such  that  there  should  be  a  difierence  in 
the  rate  of  duty  upon  American  flour  com- 
ing direct,  and  upon  that  coming  through 
Canada  of  ds.  or  10^.  a  quarter,  that  flour 
could  not  come  through  Canada.  [No,  no.] 
His  hon.  and  learned  Friend  behind  him 
should  listen  before  he  condemned  his 
argument.  The  report  of  the  committee 
of  the  Canadian  House  of  Assembly  clearly 
showed  that  flour  would  rather  go  by  the 
natural  and  direct  route  than  by  the  circui- 
tous Canadian  route  to  this  country.  That 
was  the  statement  of  the  House  of  Assem- 
bly, and  he  thoueht  it  would  be  found  that 
the  measure  of  his  noble  Friend  would  be 
equivalent  to  the  admission  of  American 
wheat,  subject  to  a  charge  of  lis.;  that 
was  Is.  in  duty  here,  3^.  Canadian  duty, 
and  the  remainder  made  up  in  the  charge 
of  conveyance  and  other  things  in  Canada. 
If  the  price  of  grain  here  were  under  55^. 
the  Canadians  could  not  afford  to  send  it 
at  all,  in  consequence  of  the  competition 
with  flour  going  by  the  Erie  canal.  If 
they  turned  to  last  year  they  would  find, 
that  at  the  price  of  61^.  the  duty  raised  on 
Canadian  corn  was  1^.,  and  on  foreign  corn 
11^. ;  that  was  a  diflference  of  10^.  in  the 
duty  between  flour  coming  direct  from  the 
United  States,  and  flour  that  came  through 
Canada  ;  and  he  would  ask  if  he  had  not 
now  made  out,  according  to  the  calcula- 
tions of  the  House  of  Assembly—- but  he 
would  not  assume  that  these  calculations 
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were  oomct— that  Anwrican  flour  aocfxd-* 
ing  to  the  measure  now  propoiedy  would 
oimc  io  this  country  subject  to  a  fixed 
charge  of  12*.,  viz.,  3^.  Cauadiao  duty,  U. 
home  dut^^  and  the  remaining  St,  made 
up  in  the  intermediate  charge  of  oon?ey- 
aace  ?  So  far  as  the  measure  was  one  for 
the  introductioD  of  American  flour  aft  a 
fixed  rate  of  duty,  it  was  one  which  would 
haire  his  most  cordial  support,  though  at 
the  same  time  he  confiessed,  that  it  did 
appear  a  most  strange  measure  fiur  her 
Alajesty's  present  GoFcmmcot  to  faring 
fbrwani;  they  must,  indeed,  he  Pithless 
to  the  charms  of  the  sUdiog-scale,  to 
whicby  he  thought,  they  were  so  indisoo- 
iubly  wedded,  lie  was*  indeed,  surpriapd 
to  hear  his  noUe  Friend  talk  of  the  sim- 
l)]idty  and  consequent  auperiority  of  a 
fixed  duty  as  compared  with  a  sliding* 
scale.  He  had  heard  it  certainly  with 
extreme  astonLdimeat  after  what  he  heard 
from  his  nohle  Friend  last  jear.  But, 
unluckily,  the  benefit  ihat  might  be  de- 
rived from  such  a  measure  was  entirely 
oeutralixed  by  two  circumstances;  first, 
the  fixed  duty  was  a  great  deal  too  high  ; 
and  next,  it  was  to  be  raised  in  a  manner 
which  he  did  think  was  really  quite  pre* 
piMierous.  If  they  were  to  tax  tbe  bread 
of  tJie  people  of  this  country  the  rereniie 
ougiit  to  go  into  their  own  treasury.  IVas 
it  not  iiauiral,  tliat  those  who  paid  the  tax 
bliould  profit  by  it  r  But  before  he  entered 
iuto  that,  he  would  return  to  the  calcula- 
tiuus  fif  tlic  House  of  Assembly.  He  had 
said,  that  he  did  not  assume  the  corrcct- 
ucM  of  thiMC  calculations,  nor  did  he ;  they 
(Jeariy  contained  an  exaggerated  estimate. 
It  W4S  quite  crident  that  the  committee 
hail  made  out  their  case  with  a  riew  to 
^^atisly  llie  hon.  and  Usamcd  Member  for 
Dorsetshire,  and  other  Members  ou  that 
side  of  tbe  House ;  tliey  knew,  that  from 
them  they  had  to  fear  opposition,  and  they 
therefore  coloured  their  case  rather  highly 
to  meet  the  news  of  tlie  friends  of  agri* 
culture  licrc.  But,  at  the  same  time,  it 
waif  perfectly  dear,  tliat the  Cimadian  route, 
did  very  considerably  raise  tlic  price  of 
CanailiiUi  firoduoe.  Whenever  the  average 
price  of  corn  in  this  country  was  sudi  as 
to  enable  com  to  come  direct  from  A  me* 
rica,  it  always  did  come  direct  from  A  me* 
rica  and  they  found  that  when  it  could 
come  in  at  5i«.  the  amount  of  importation 
way  very  small.  He  wanted  to  know  if 
they  were  to  allow  American  wheat  to 
come  in  in  this  manner  subject  to  a  fixed 
ot  charged   if  w,  ought  not  that 


charge  to  be  imposed  in  (he  shape  of  dotf 
raised  in  our  own  ports,  allowittg  tm 
wheat  to  find  its  own  way  io  the  most 
natural  manner?  It  was  American  whept 
they  looked  to  consume ;  and,  if  so,  «■• 
it  not  common  sense  that  it  should  en— 
by  the  direct  route,  and  the  tax  be  laisBd 
in  this  country  ?  It  was  a  general  priad* 
pie  that  those  who  paid  a  tax  dmuld  haie 
the  benefit  of  it,  and  surdy  there  was 
nothing  in  the  relatire  situationa  of  rinida 
and  this  country  which  should  interveue 
to  pserent  that  general  prindple  hdog 
carried  out.  Canada  was  the  lowot 
taxed  country  on  the  hct  of  the  earth. 
Already  this  country  eased  Canada  of  her 
nrincipal  burthens;  almost  the  whola  of 
her  military  establishment,  part  of  her 
clerical  establishment,  and  the  whole  ex- 
pense of  a  naval  establishment  she  waa 
rdiered  from.  In  this  country,  on  the 
other  hand,  he  was  afraid  no  man  eouli 
say,  we  were  so  lightly  taxed;  wa  had 
not  80  much  to  complain  of  as  sosae  gentle- 
men  seemed  to  thinic,  but  he  couU  aefar 
say  that  this  country  was  lightly  taxed. 
From  whom  were  those  taxes  raised?  lu 
a  great  degree  from  the  labouring  papula^ 
tion  of  this  country,  for  a  large  proportioB 
of  them  frll  upon  thooe  artida  of  oomfiifft, 
necessity,  and  luxury,  which  were 


sumed  by  the  great  body  of  the  peopk. 
But  more  tlian  that,  the  Goremment  said 
their  financial  necessities  compelled  theas 
to  keep  up  taxes  limiting  the  emptoyaseat 
of  the  people.  There  were,  for  example, 
tlie  taxes  upon  coal  and  upon  wod,  whidi 
M'cnt  fiur  to  destroy  two  thriring  branchw 
of  trade.  They  were  taxes  which  only 
luroduccd  about  200,000/.  or  300,0001  » 
year,  a  sum  which  would  be  more  thio 
compensated  if  they  would  allow  American 
com  to  come  direct  to  this  country.  I^ 
them  calculate  what  would  then  be  the 
expense — conveyance  by  Canada,  Os.  or 
10^.  ;  duty  proposed  to  be  levied,  3«.,  and 
U.  levied  here — and  Ictjthem  make  of  that 
aggregate  a  fixed  duty,  and  impose  it  ou 
the  im|iortation  of  American  com  direct 
to  this  country.  They  would  then  hare  a 
sum  which  would  enable  them  to  relietv 
the  labouring  population  of  this  country  of 
those  taxes  which  pressed  most  hearilj 
upon  them.  And  he  asked  with  what 
justice  that  could  be  refused,  lookiag  at 
the  relative  position  of  the  English  and 
the  Canadian  labourer  ?  It  was  oalw 
veslerdav  he  rccdvcd  a  statement,  which 
his  noUc  Friend  had  i-ery  properiy 
diractcd  to  be  cireidated,  showing  the 
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«tate  of  things  in  the  British  colonies 
in  Upper  Canada^  and  he  found  from 
that  document  that  the  farm  labourer 
there  received  2s.  &d.  currencvj  or  rather 
more  than  2s.  sterling,  with  his  board  and 
lodging,  for  his  da]ps  work.  Let  them 
compare  that  with  the  condition  of  the 
labouring  men  whom  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  the  Member  for  Dorsetshire  might 
see  on  his  own  estate,  earning  9#.  a  week ; 
and  then  he  would  ask,  was  it  just  to  allow 
the  British  labourer  to  consume  American 
wheat,  subject  to  a  certain  charge  imposed 
in  such  a  shape  that  it  should  go  to  benefit 
the  Canadian  labourer,  already  well  off, 
and  not  to  benefit  the  Englbb  labourer  f 
He  would  beg  of  the  House  to  look  at  the 
inconsistency  involved  in  this  measure. 
Such  was  the  inequality  of  the  two  la» 
bourers^  that  it  was  one  of  the  greatest 
boons  that  could  be  conferred  upon  an 
English  labourer  to  afford  him  the  means 
whereby  he  might  be  enabled  to  rend 
asunder  the  ties  that  bind  him  to  his 
native  land  and  the  relatioDs  of  his  youth, 
to  encounter  the  perils  and  hardships  of  a 
long  voyage  to  a  distant  land,  with  all  the 
diificulties  of  establishing  hioiself  in  a  new 
and  unknown  country,  in  order  to  place 
himself  in  the  position  of  the  Canadian 
labourer.  And  yet  ia  that  state  of  things 
they  proposed  to  impose  a  tax  npoo  the 
English  labouf^,  and  say  that  it  should 
not  go  to  relieve  him  by  diminishing  the 
price  of  the  articles  of  his  ooB8uni|ition  or 
extending  his  trade,  but  shooid  go  to  in- 
crease the  revenue  of  Canada.  Was  that 
ju^  or  reasoaaUe  ?  It  was  unjust  to  divert 
the  revenue  they  might  raise  by  this  charae 
U|K>n  corn  from  the  British  Treasury;  it 
was  equally  unjust  and  absurd  to  nose  the 
price  still  more  by  the  useless  expenditure 
of  money  and  labour  in  bringing  American 
wheat  into  this  country  fay  the  most  ex- 
pensive and  diiicult  route.  What  was  it 
but  a  gratuitous  waste  -ef  money  and  la- 
bour !  He  couM  not  but  express  his  asto* 
nishment  that  a  measure  of  this  kind,  ai* 
lowing  the  people  to  receive  American 
flour  in  the  manner  only  wfaich  added  to 
the  expense  of  conveying  it  to  them, 
sboald  come  from  Gentlemen  whom  he 
had  beard  discuss  so  learnedly  and  ao  well 
— the  great  advantage  of  making  iaboor 
productive  by  removing  all  artificial  rfr- 
strictions— from  Gendemen  who  had  told 
them  of  the  impolicy  of  establiahing  such 
a  system,  and  who  were  agreed  dut  the 
priadi^les  of  free-trade  were  the  frinoipies 
of  ottiMBOQ  aeote*    F^r  Ui0mf«t»tii« 


proposal  appeHted  to  him  to  be  worthy  of 
that  statesman  who  once  gravely  informed 
the  House  that  workhouse  paupers  might 
be  advantageously  empl<^ed  m  digging 
holes  one  day  and  filling  them  up  the 
next.  He  could  understanid  such  a  mea- 
sure coming  from  a  Gentleman  like  that 
who  thought  it  desirable  to  create  useless 
labour,  but  coming  from  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  it  did  seem  ludicrously  prepos* 
terous.  But  even  that  proposition,  shock* 
iog  as  it  was,  was  not  so  revolting  to  com* 
mon  sense  as  the  prefentproposal of  her 
Majesty^s  Government.  Inen  there  was 
a  redundancy  of  labour— there  were  la- 
bourers here  that  we  did  know  what  to  do 
with— but  that  was  not  the  case  with 
Canada;  in  Canada  there  was  no  de-* 
ficiency  of  profitable  employment.  Canada 
possessed  one  of  the  richest  soils  of  any 
country  in  the  world ;  she  had  by  nature 
almost  unexampled  fiidlities  of  intemid 
communication,  and  slie  possessed  a  mild 
and  temperate  dimate.  What  was  there 
wanted  to  render  all  these  great  national 
resources  available  ?— 4M»thing  but  the  ju- 
dicious application  of  labour  and  capital ; 
and  he  would  say,  that  if  tfaey  were  pre- 
perly  applied  with  energy  ana  spirit,  Ca- 
nada couUl  not  fiiil  to  advance  with  giant 
strides  in  the  career  of  wealth  and  civiKza* 
tion.  And  how  did  the  Ministers  now 
propose  to  assist  her  ?  By  establishing  that 
artificial  system  which  would  divert  the 
labour,  industry,  and  capital  of  Canada 
from  their  natund  and  profitable  emiik|T- 
ment,  and  by  bolstering  up  that  artifiaal 
trade  by  placing  restrictions  upon  the  in« 
troduction  of  American  wheat  into  this 
country.  What  would  be  the  consequence 
of  this  as  far  as  Canada  was  concerned? 
They  all  knew  that  the  existing  Corn-bw 
— it  was  not  owned  distinctly  on  the  other 
side  of  the  House,  but  no  one  who  had 
heard  the  debate  on  a  recent  question  but 
must  h^ve  felt  convinced  of  it—icould  not 
continue.  Its  existence  nwght  perhaps 
terminate  in  iihe  firsts  or  peiji^ps  in  tbe 
following  year.  It  was  just  possible^  but. 
he  thought  it  was  highly  lainrobaMs,  thfit 
its  life  mi^ht  be  extendea  to  an  eqjulal 
duration  with  the  preceding  measure  of 
1828.  That  was  the  most  favouiaUe  view 
he  had  heard  any  Gentleman  take  of  ito 
prospect  of  longevity.  However^  when 
that  act  should  be  swept  away  and  gathered 
into  that  Inaber  of  ohl,  absurd,  repealed 
measures^  what  would  be  the  coadilaon  of 
the  Canadian  merchant  who,  by  the  mea* 

sdte  the  Howso  wns  called  sipm  to  wnc- 
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tioD>  had  been  indoced  to  inresthlf  capital  that  statemeot,  thai  one  of  the  ttaia  ob» 

in  extedsive  mills  for  grinding  corn>  and  jects  was  not  merely  to  secure  the  Eog^i 

ID   making  arrangements  for  forwarding  lish  market,  but  also  to  tax  the  Canadian 

flour  to  this  country  ?   In  his  opinion  the  consumer    and  the  consumer  of   Brituh 

Canadian  would  have  a  very  good  claim  North  America  for  the  benefit  of  the  Cana. 

upon  the  Government  of  this  country  for  dian  grower^  and  to  build  up  a  srstem  of 

compensation.      And  he  could  not  help  protection  in  Canada.     And  now  he  leaUy 

thinking  that  hon.  Gentlemen  who  at-  did  hope  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 

tached  the  same  importance  that  he  did  to  the  Vice-President  of  the  Board  of  TnMfe 

the  principles  of  free  trade  and  to  the  re-  would  explain  how  he  could  defend  such 

peal  of  the  Corn-laws^  would  do  well  to  a  proposition  on  those  principles  which  he 

think  twice  of  the  consequences  before  had  so  ably  stated  in  that  House.    Why 

they  supported  the  proposed  measure.  But  did  the  grower  in  Canada  want  protection, 

with  respect  to  Canada,  he  must  say,  he  and  against  whom  ?  Was  he  more  heavily 

thought  that  by  hr  the  most  injurious  taxed  than  the  American  grower  >  No  such 

port  of  the  measure  was  that  which  had  thing.    On  the  contrary,  this  country  paid 

been  adverted  to  by  his  right  hon.  Friend  for  him  many  of  the  burthens  whidi  tM 

the  Member  for  Taunton,  viz.,  that  it  was  upon  the  Anierican.    Had  he  a  wone  cli« 

the  commencement  of  a  system  of  protec-  mate  than  the  American  ?     Not  at  all ;  at 

tion  in  Canada.    No  doubt  there  was  a  a  wheat-growing  country,  Canada  yielded 

strong  party  in  Canada  in  favour  of  pro.  to  no  country  in  the  world  in  soil  and  di^ 

tection,  as  there  was  a  strong  party  here ;  mate.     Why,  then,  on  the  showing  of  the 

no  doubt  that  fallacy  had  currency  in  Ca-  Government,  did  he  require  protection? 

nada,  as  it  had  currency  here  3  and  one  It  could  only  be  from  some  deficieninr  in 

great  objection  to  the  measure  was,  that  it  his  skill  in  cultivation ;  and  did  they  think 

gave  sanction  to  protection  in  the  face  of  that  it  would  be  for  his  interest,  or  for  the 

the  world.     But  till    his   noble   Friend  interest  of  the  great  colony  in  which  he 

threw  his  weight  into  the  scale,  that  belief  lived,  to  encourage  him  in  those  hafaiti^ 

was  not  in  the  ascendancy.     His  noble  and  take  from  him  the  stimulus  of  oompe- 

Friend  in  writing  to  Sir  Charles  Bagot  had  tition  ?    The  right  hon.  Gentleman  ought 

made  this  statement,  to  have  considered  that  he  had  this  qoes- 

"  Looking  back  to  the  proceedings  of  last  tion  to  defiend  when   he  spoke  upon  the 

Session,  I  find  that  such  an  impost  was  consf-  Corn-laws,  because  every  argument  which 

dered,  and  ultimately  rejected."  her  Majesty's  Government  made  use  of  to 

The  Assembly  of  Canada  rejected  the  maintain  the  Corn-laws  fiiiled  when  ap- 

proposition  of  a  duty  u|>on  American  corn,  plied  to  Canada.    Where  were  the  exclu* 

till  they  were  induced  to  adopt  it  by  the  sive  burthens  upon  the  Canadians  ?    They 

bait  held  out  by  his  noble  Friend,  when  he  had  not  even  the  duty  on  bricks,  which 

said  to  Sir  Charles  Bagot,  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Kent,  to 

« If  you  tax  American  corn,  we  will  let  ^^  amazement    and  by  a  strange  proeeM 

yours  in  free  to  England."  ^'  reasonmg  beyond    his    comprdiension 

rr  ..  •    J  xu        i.Ai.  4  named  as  a  peculiar  burthen  upon  the 

He  was  not  surprised,  then,  at  the  report  „«,:^,u :«*«*^r     l-  I^i.     1 

r  ^u  -4*     *^  r  -.L    u  r  A  agriculturists.     For  his  own   part,  be  al- 

of  the  committee  of  the  House  of  Asbcm-  ®  „„  .■  ^..  ■  ^  .  .  ,        _  .  ^  •    -T 

Wr\     ««•     u«.f*u-       4.  «*  ways  thought  bricks  were  more  used  in  the 

y.    One  main  object  of  this  act  was,  not  ^^^-^  ^Pi'   4^^_  .i   ..  •    au       i^*    *• 

^  -^1     *^     u*  :    "^         J      4,        -41  erection  of  lactones  than  in  the  cultivation 

merely  to  obtain   an  advantage  in    the  r  ^^^    .^1  , , ,   ...        _. 

_    1.  4      r  4i  •  A.      ■   X    1     4    I    Ml  ^^  corn,  and  he  remembered  that  roun 

markets  of  tins  country,  but  also  to  build  ^„,|    1  J:.,»^  ^.u. _  ._i  ^rg.. 

.     ai.  4  ^    A  r  4  1       s.^      t       ».    s.'  ^^d  drainage  tiles  were   exempted  froas 

up  that  most  fatal  system  of  protection  in  1.  .„      ^tI? „  .1  „.  |.  n  „       '  .    ^ 

/^     J        I  X  *L     ^    1     ..  Ai      4  i.         4.  nnty.     Not  even  that  fell  upon  the  Cana* 

Canada.     Let  them  look  at  the  statement  ,i-  ^  «^„«,  .  „^.  *i"    a  J u 

of  the  con.o.itj»e  of  the  Hou.  of  As..-  i^J^H^^ni'l^l  T^S 

Diy.     iney  MM,  .  ^     .  of  her  Majesty's  Government  had  disco. 

One  of  the  sterling  advantages  which  this  ycrcd  by  a  uew  light  since  1834,  fell  upon 

measure  confers  on  the  Canadian  grower  is,  fu.  .„jL__  ._j  „„»  .t     _—      lj 

that  thougli  he  cannot,  for  reasons  already  as^  ]f^  ^^^  i     •  ^^?  ^°*""er.     No 

signed,  compete  succesifully  with  the  growcn,  "/«y  '»\^  "^  exclusive  burthens,  nor  had 

in  England,  sull,  he  would  realize  the  home  "»^y  ^"c  vested  interest   of  a  sinecure, 

market  as  well  at  that  of  Briiinh  North  Ame-  The  Canadian  landlord,  luckily  for  himaelf 

rica,  from  which  he  has  hitherto  been  too  and  the  community,  was  not  a  sinecuristt 

successfully  excluded  by  bis  more  furiunatc  though  they  endeavoured  to  make  him  eow 

nv^l*-"  He  found  a  sutcment  unon  the  papers 

The  House  would  tee,  thercforci  from  which  his  noUe  Friend  ban  prodiioea  mm 
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the  Quebec  Board  of  Trade ;  it  stated  that 
formerly  foreign  wheat  and  flour  had  been 
permitted  to  be  imported  into  that  country 
free  of  duty,  and  that  by  far  the  greater 
part  consumed  had  been  so  imported. 
I'hat  was  the  state  of  the  case.  Canadian 
agriculture  was  flourishing,  and  the  Cana- 
dians were  carrying  on  a  valuable  transit 
trade  in  American  produce — a  trade  it  was 
to  be  remembered,  employing  an  immense 
number  of  persons  engaged  in  the  naviga- 
tion of  the  rivers  and  lakes,  and  whom  it 
was  the  highest  policy  in  the  British  Go- 
vernment to  encourage,  because  if  ever  we 
should  be  engaged  in  another  contest  with 
America,  the  issue,  it  was  well  known, 
must  depend  upon  the  aid  we  should  derive 
from  the  hardy  population  connected  with 
that  navigation.  Well,  then,  it  was  this 
flourishing  trade  that  thev  now  proposed  te 
cut  up  by  the  roots  for  the  purpose  of  en- 
couraging  Canadian  agriculture,  which, 
upon  their  own  showing,  did  not  require 
it  His  noble  Friend  said,  that  it  was  not 
a  fiscal  but  a  colonial  and  political  ques- 
tion. He  agreed  with  him.  He  believed 
the  expense  of  bringing  corn  through  Ca- 
nada would  be  so  great  that  the  quantity 
we  should  receive  would  be  trifling,  and, 
as  regarded  the  consumers  in  this  country, 
he  was  of  opinion  that  it  was  a  measure  of 
very  little  importance.  But,  as  a  colonial 
and  a  political  measure,  it  was  one  of  the 
deepest  mportance— it  was  one  that  would 
lay  the  foundation  in  Canada  of  a  system 
from  the  incubus  of  which  it  had  hitherto 
been  free — that  of  protection.  It  was  a 
measure  that  would  destroy  the  valuable 
trade  that  was  going  on  upon  the  rivers 
and  lakes — a  measure  that  would  materia 
ally  interfere  with  the  intercourse  between 
British  America  and  the  United  States, 
and  one  that  would  deprive  them  of  the 
power  of  defeating  the  absurd  provisions  of 
the  American  tariff.  Those  were  the  ob- 
jects of  the  measure,  and  it  was  not  as 
affecting  the  interests  of  this  country,  but 
as  affecting  those  of  Canada,  that  he  gave 
it  his  decided  opposition.  But  really  the 
measure  was  so  completely  void  of  all 
consistency,  that  there  was  no  point  of 
view  which  he  could  look  at  that  he  did 
not  find  equally  objectionable.  His  noble 
Friend  said,  that  he  had  introduced  the 
measure,  because  it  was  politic  that  the 
trade  with  Canada  should  form  an  inte- 
gral part  of  the  trade  of  this  country.  If 
that  remark  applied  to  Canada  did  it  not 
equally  apply  to  New  Brunswick  ?  His 
hon.  Friend    the  Member  for  Taunton 


asked  was  it  just  and  reasonable  to  give  to 
Canada — separated  by  almost  an  imaginary 
line  from  New  Brunswick — a  boon  that 
you  refused  to  the  latter  country.  If  the 
Legislature  of  New  Brunswick  were  to 
pass  an  act  similar  to  the  Canadian  act 
then  under  discussion,  could  her  Majesty 
refuse  her  Royal  assent  to  the  Act,  or 
could  her  Majesty's  ministers  refuse  to 
come  down  next  year  and  propose  resolu- 
tions like  the  present  ?  They  might  talk 
of  preventing  smuggling,  between  America 
and  Canada,  but  how  could  they  prevent 
it  between  Canada  and  New  Brunswick? 
And  then  they  talked  of  treating  Canada 
as  an  integral  part  of  this  country.  He 
was  surprised  that  his  noble  Friend  could 
keep  his  countenance  —  that  he  did  not 
laugh  himself  when  he  was  urging  such 
an  argument.  If  they  were  to  put  Canada 
on  aifooting  with  this  country,  why  notde« 
stroy  the  boundary  altogether — why  not  let 
them  have  the  benefit  of  the  slidiug^cale  ? 
He  was  sure  there  ought  not  to  be  the  Zs, 
duty.  There  should  be  a  Mr  trade  be- 
tween her  and  this  country,  and  she 
should  have  the  benefit  of  the  sliding- 
scale  on  her  own  frontier.  More  than  that 
— she  should  have  the  benefit  of  all  other 
taxes.  What,  however,  did  the  Canadian 
Legislature  propose  to  do  with  reference  to 
the  duties  on  British  manufactures  ?  They 
did  not  say — ^^  If  we  have  our  corn  ad- 
mitted free  into  Great  Britain,  British  ma- 
nufactures shall  be  admitted  free  of  duty 
into  Canada.*'  They  did  not  say  that; 
but  the  words  of  the  Legiskitive  Assembly 


were- 


'<  We  will  take  the  earliest  opportunity  of 
recommending  the  removal  of  all  duties  at 
present  imposed  upon  the  manufactures  of  the 
mother  country  when  admitted  into  Canada.** 

So  that  we  gave  them  the  benefit  of 
being  an  integral  part  of  this  country,  but 
they  would  not  confer  on  us  a  similar  ad- 
vantege.  He  hoped  the  right  hon.  6en« 
tleman  at  the  head  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
would  recollect  what  he  had  spoken  with 
reference  to  the  necessity  of  reciprocity. 
He  said  we  were  not  to  take  off  duties  upon 
foreign  produce  admitted  into  this  country 
till  foreign  nations  took  off  the  duty  on  our 
manufactures.  He  begged  to  recommend 
that  principle  of  reciprocity  to  the  consi- 
deration of  the  House.  The  Canadian 
Legislature  had,  it  was  true,  made  a  pro- 
mise, but  they  all  knew  what  such  promises 
meant.  Such,  then,  was  the  measure  they 
were  then  called  upon  to  decide.  His  no- 
ble Friend  opposite  said,  that  the  act  of 
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the  Cnnadian  Leoiilature  uid  the  remlo- 
tioDB  ha  propoaea  muit  Btand  or  f&ll  to- 
fjether.  He  said  if  tha  Houae  would  not 
agree  to  the  reiolutionRi  the  Miniiters  of 
the  CrawD  would  not  adriae  her  Maj«My 
to  Bsaeiit  to  the  Canadian  Act,  and  he  like- 
win  told  the  Houie  that  if  the  Canadian 
Act  had  not  {usaed  he  ahauld  not  have 
propoeed  theae  reaolutioni.  The  meaauK. 
therefore,  muit  bo  coniidertd  aa  ooe,  aur] 
on  the  principle  of  the  whole  amogementg 
it  wa>  that  tlie  Mouse  waa  called  upon  to 
pronounce  an  opinion,  and  it  certaioly  did 
appear  to  him  that  hi*  right  hon>  Friend 
had  raiaod  llie  queilion  ia  the  &irott  way. 
Unce  more,  he  oould  not  help  esprcMing 
hia  regret  and  aatoniahtneut,  after  all  he 
had  heard  of  ihe  principles  uf  free-trade 
from  the  right  bon.  Baronet  oppuaitc,  that 
such  proftaaiona  should  end  (n  the  propuul 
of  auch  a  mesaure.  It  waa  a  measure 
which  waa  ioconaiatent  with  the  principles 
that  the  Goreroment  had  laid  down,  and 
it  waa  calculated  to  be  deeply  injurious  Ut 
the  welfare  of  Canada. 

Mr,  ladtleU  aaid  that  the  iatcreat  whicli 
thia  question  had  excited  was  not  greater 
than  ita  own  intrinaic  importance  de^ 
mandcd.  Ho  aupporteil  it,  tn  the  finl 
iaatwiEe,  because  (loveruuient  had  intra* 
duced  a  aystem  of  colaoisl  policy  which 
wei  in  many  rsapecta  new,  and  wbidi,  in 
the  same  proportion  that  it  had  excited 
the  oppwiUoD  of  the  noble  Lord,  aeaured 
hia  Bupport.  Tha  right  bon.  Centlenien, 
a  late  Member  of  the  (iorcmnent,  in 
wguing  a^pst  the  meuure,  had  given  a 
number  vt  reasons  why  he  considered  the 

riropusitionof  the  nobis  Lord  objectionable, 
t  might  lie  sufficient  to  say  in  answer  that 
the  LegiaUtivo  Aaaembljr  of  Canada  had 
iwaaed,  by  unanimoui  vote,  a  bill  in  com- 
pliance with  the  wishes  expressed  by  Go- 
vernment, and  had  called  on  the  Govern, 
ment  at  home  to  confirm  the  vote  by  a 
measure  similar  (o  that  now  brought 
forward.  The  boa.  Member  for  Wolver* 
liamptoa,  in  spesiing  of  openiag  a  free- 
trade  with  America,  and  tbrowiagaaidetfae 
proicction  whidi  it  was  proposed  toextead 
to  the  colonies,  oTtcii  e&prcHacd  u  desire  to 
see  t)u!  corn  (^  America  brought  here  in 
American  vessels.  Now  he  owned  that  the 
empluvmeDt  uf  llic  ahi|i^ioir  interest  ac- 
tuatcu  him  [lowcrfully  in  his  support  of 
this  nieaBurc.  If  ttierc  were  a  conuderable 
trade  by  Aucvicu  ahipi,  it  would,  lo  that 
extent,  dimiQiah  the  traik  of  the  porto  uf 
Hnglam).  He  held  in  his  liand  a  returu, 
from  whicfa  it  appeared  UuU  ibe  nuinUr 


of  Britisli  and  foreign  ahipa  laden  with 
com,  enured  inwards  at  the  porta  of  1m> 
don,  Hull,  Newcaatle,  and  I«iih,  frcun 
any  potU  of  Eurt^,  from  the  lat  of 
August    to    the    lat  of   OctoUer,   1841, 
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Being  a  total  of 1,088    ....     501 

Or,  a  good  deal  more  than  two  to  one  in 
favour  of  the  foreigner,  all  the  ports  ef 
Eurooe  being  included.  Again,  he  cOn- 
Bulted  a  return  of  the  number  of  ahipa 
laden  with  foreign  com,  entered  inwarda 
8t  the  pnrtM  of  the  United  Kingdom, 
between  Jan.  5,  1842,  and  Jan.  S,  1B4S, 
apecifylng  the  porta  of  lading  and  the  porta 
ofdiacbarge,  mid  whether  the  ships  wen 
British  or  of  any  other  nation.  Hetv, 
although  upon  the  whole  the  British  ship- 
ping maintained  a  bir  share  of  this  of 
ryins  trade,  he  could  not  avoid  beiw 
struck  with  the  great  mepoodennca  ^ 
foreign  vessels  from  the  Baltic  porta.  As 
this  return  went  into  divers  particqlara,  he 
wonid  content  himself  with  «  general  »- 
ference  to  it.  But  when  he  turned  to  thn 
general  retnms,  which  were  to  be  ftoBd  la 
Porter's  tables,  of  the  nunher  pf  Aipv 
with  their  tonnage,  entered  inwnda  Mk) 
cleared  outwards  from  the  porta  of  OiMt 
Britain.diatiiiguiahiogBritlihfhNiifiirdcn, 
he  (bund  the  fuUowmg  startling  reeoHa 
in  oomrariog  the  employment  of  BridA 
ships  with  that  of  the  ships  belonring  to 
the  kingdoms  of  Norway,  Denmark,  and 
I'msida,  with  whom  reciprocity  tre^tlw 
had  been  concluded.  He  took  only  tb« 
rclums  of  the  years  1831  and  1940,  pre- 
mising that  no  additional  consolatloa  can 
be  dmwn  from  the  returns  of  the  inter- 
mediate years,  and  he  found  as  Ibllowa:^ 
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CInrad  Outward 
Shipi.    Tons. 
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1840. 
BriiWi  771  118,700 1  Briilih  .30  7S.B43 
Poreign  l,il3a  237J)84  |  Foreign  p56  177.^1* 
ft  appeared  from  these  tlgaiet,  that  in 
npite  or  all  our  natural  aovaotages —in 
spit«  of  the  great  increase  oT  our  popula- 
tion, our  enonnoua  imports,  and  our  aug- 
mented trade — the  British  shipowner  was 
unable  to  compete  with  the  cheaply-built, 
cheap! f-equip|>ed,  cheaply- mannea,  and 
untaxed  snipi  of  the  Baltic  porta ;  that  as 
far  as  the  shipping  trade  was  concerned, 
the  ruinous  results  originally  predicated  oF 
the  reciprocity  treatica  had  been  ful6lled. 
Let  them  now  turn  to  the  trade  with  the 
North  American  colonies,  and  here  they 
foand  a  field  open  to  British  enterprise 
and  British  narigation.  Here,  at  least, 
they  poBseased  the  privilege  of  exclusive 
trading ;  here  they  had  protection  j  and 
the  increase  of  British  shipping  engaged  in 
that  trade  formed  a  gratifying  contrast  to 
the  returns  just  quoted.  From  the  same 
tables,  he  found  the  following  returns, 
which  showed  that  the  craploymcot  for 
British  shipping,  had  nearly  doubled  since 
1831,  going  on  with  a  steady  and  progres- 


No*TH  Ahebican  CaiiORin, 

1S31. 

InwardB.  Outwarda. 

Ships.   Tons.  Ships.     Tons. 

Britiah    t,7CS  480,8361  British   1,S04  437,33s 

Foreign     —         —     I  Poreigo         I         M2 

IMO. 
Britiih  3,416  tW8,322  1  Britiih  3.0S9  G94,0H 
Foreign  —  —  1  Poreigo  7  2,213 
He  therefore,  called  upon  the  House  to 
support  the  Government  in  a  change,  which 
irouM  increase  the  trade  of  the  colonies  and 
the  employment  of  British  ships.  In  his 
opinion,  also,  a  demand  would  be  created 
for  our  manufactures  It  was  not  only 
from  a  feeling  that  the  interests  of  our 
North  American  colonies  were  best  con- 
sulted by  the  measure  brought  forward  by 
the  DoMe  Lord,  and  in  bvour  of  which  we 
had  the  doubhi  evidence  of  the  opjoioas  of 
the  Legislative  Assembly  and  of  her  Ma. 
jesty's  Ministers,  that  he  supported  it ; 
but  he  al»  supported  it  on  the  very 
grounds  on  which  it  wu  dijected  to  bj 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite— via.:  that  it 
was  an  incfease  of  pnHection  to  British 
internts.  However  much  bun.  Members 
might  talk  of  frM-trado.  prvtectioa  ta 


British  ifltereats  was  yet  popular  in  this 
House  and  in  the  country;  a  large  ma- 
jority of  the  House  and  of  hon.  Gentle^ 
men  npposite  were  in  favour  of  pro. 
tection,  as  well  as  a  large  nuyority  of  the 
population.  He  regarded  this  measure  as 
a  stay  and  strengthening  point  in  favour 
of  the  present  system  of  the  Corn-lavs, 
which  he  had  always  supported  not  only 
because  there  were  certain  burthens  on  the 
land,  and  that  the  large  amount  of  capital 
vested  in  agriculture  was  entitled  to  pro. 
tectinn,  but  because  it  could  be  demon* 
atraled  that  under  tlie  present  system  of 
protection,  a  constant,  regular,  and  cheap 
supply  was  given  to  the  consumer  of  this 
country.  That  was  the  strong  ground  on 
which  tlie  Corn-laws  were  to  be  supported, 
and  on  that  sround  alone  would  he  consent 
to  support  tnero.  If  this  measure  puwd 
you  enlarged  the  area  from  whence  you 
derived  your  supplies.  Under  the  foster- 
ing protection  which  this  measure  afforded, 
we  might  turn  to  Canada  for  a  supply  as 
unlimited  as  the  increase  of  the  puiulatioa 
of  this  oountry  would  require.  On  thne 
grounds  the  measure  ought  to  be  supported 
by  those  hon.  Members  who  were  devoted 
to  the  cause  of  British  agriculture.  But 
the  boil.  Member  for  Dorsetshire  had 
suggested  that  it  should  be  raferred  ta 
a  select  committee.  Af^r  the  explauft- 
tion  (^  the  noble  Lord,  Eie  could  not 
comprehend  how  any  oae  couU  pvWM* 
the  delay  of  a  select  oommiltw.  Wbat 
were  you  to  gain  by  a  select  oommittM  f 
The  capabilities  of  Canada  wore  bouod- 
leai,  and  as  the  demand  f<»  ber  prodnc* 
increased,  so  would  the  interdunga  of 
her  corn  with  our  manufacturea  inorMis. 
A  great  deal  bad  been  aoid  about  smug- 
gling. He  was  content  to  leave  that  to 
tbe  Canadians  themselvea  whoaa  daepest 
intereata  were  oonoented  in  waintaiBing 
mviolate  their  froBlier.  He  was  willing 
to  admit  that  this  tneBsurs  was  proposed 
under  somewhat  unfortunate  circa »• 
stances,  at  a  period  when  great  doubt  and 
uncertainty  prevailed  among  the  agricuU 
tural  intnests.  The  sgrioultnrists  of  thti 
country  ware  extremely  auaceptiUe  «f  firM 
impreasioaai  they  saw  that  price*  wen 
this  y«ar  in  a  ttaie  of  unusual  depreaeioB, 
and  they,  aooiewhat  hastily,  jumped  lo 
the  oODcliwioD  that  this  deimsiaa  waa 
occaaioaed  by  tbe  alteralieo  in  tbe  Uir 
adtqiled  laU  year  |  but  under  the  old  Coto- 
law,  witl|  a  greater  amount  of  protectiw 
than  was  now  afforded,  the  price  of  agri- 
taUtunl  produoe  had  been  audi  knrer 
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than  it  was  at  present;  and  he  would 
almost  venture  to  predict  that  under  cer- 
tain circumstances  which  might  arise 
before  long — if  an  increased  demand  arose 
for  manufactures,  which  would  give  a 
stimulus  to  the  productive  interests  of  the 
country — the  value  of  agricultural  pro- 
duce would  be  materially  increased.  He 
admitted,  then,  that  this  was  not  the  most 
fortunate  time  for  proposing  such  an  alter- 
ation ;  but  he  thought  that  the  conduct 
of  certain  parties,  who,  instead  of  endea- 
vouring to  allay  the  unfounded  alarm  of 
the  agriculturists,  had  adopted  a  course 
calculated  greatly  to  increase  it,  was  de- 
serving of  tibe  strongest  censure.  In  every 
other  respect,  except  that  of  time— and 
even  that  was  not  left  to  the  discretion  of 
Government— he  conceived  that  Govern- 
ment were  entitled  to  the  greatest  possible 
praise.  They  had  followed  out  their  prin- 
ciples in  the  measures  they  brought  for- 
ward, and  they  were  entitled  to  praise  for 
the  way  they  had  acted.  So  far  then 
were  hon.  Members  from  being  justified  in 
attacking  Ministers  for  their  inconsistency 
because  of  giving  a  preference  to  a  fixed 
duty  over  the  sliding-scale  on  Canadian 
corn,  that  he  felt  astonished  at  the  remarks 
of  the  noble  Lord  opposite.  He  asserted 
that  the  Crovernment  in  this  proposition, 
as  in  all  tl>e  others  they  had  brought  for. 
ward,  were  entitled  to  the  highest  com- 
mendation. If,  in  some  portions  of  Eng- 
land, apprehension  had  been  created  by 
this  proposition,  he  had  the  satisfaction  of 
stating  that  in  those  northern  parts  of 
England  which  he  was  connected  with,  the 
agriculturists  had  never  expressed  the 
smallest  uneasiness  as  to  the  measure. 
They  were  quite  willing  to  leave  it 
in  the  hands  of  Government,  and  to 
acquiesce  in  every  other  measure  which 
Government  might  choose  to  introduce  for 
the  benefit  of  our  colonies  or  the  security 
of  our  empire.  These,  amongst  other 
reasons,  induced  him  to  call  on  the  House, 
if  they  desired  power  to  remain  in  the 
hands  which  now  wielded  it,  or  if  they 
were  alive  to  the  state  into  which  this 
country  would  be  plunged  if  an  unfortu- 
nate chanffc  in  the  Ministry  took  place — 
the  complete  social  and  civil  revolution 
that  would  ensue — these  reasons  urged 
him  to  counsel  the  House  not  to  be  carried 
away  by  any  vague  notions  of  ill-founded 
alarm,  out  to  give  their  support  to  the 
motion  of  the  noble  Lord  the  Sei'rctary 
for  the  Colonies. 

Mr.  C.  Builer  said  it  could  not  be  de- 


nied that  hon.  Members  had  imparted  i 
variety  to  the  debate,  and  the  course  which 
he  intended  to  adopt  might  add  to  the  va- 
riety, for  it  was  at  variance  with  that 
pursued  by  most  hon.  Gentlemen  on  his 
side  of  the  House.  It  was  almost  impoa- 
sible  to  judge  what  course  several  hon. 
Gentleman  who  had  spoken  during  the 
debate  intended  to  take  on  this  question, 
and  in  what  manner  they  intended  to 
vote.  Among  the  country  Gentlemen  who 
had  addressed  the  House,  the  hon.  Mem* 
her  for  Somersetshire  (Mr.  Miles),  had, 
imitating  the  example  of  Canute,  dedared 
to  the  Government — ''Thus  far  shall  you 
go,  and  no  further;"  but  the  tide  of  Mi- 
nisterial influence  still  rolled  on  op  to  hie 
very  feet,  and  threatened  to  overwhelm 
him,  and  his  faithless  courtiers  seemed  to 
have  been  dispersed  by  the  fury  of  the 
storm.  He  (Mr.  Builer)  meant,  as  a 
free-trader,  to  give  his  support  to  the 
measure  proposed  by  the  Government^ 
though  he  certainly  could  not  charac- 
terise the  address  of  the  noUe  Loid 
who  had  introduced  this  measure  as  a 
free-trade  speech.  He  would  state  to 
the  House  the  erounds  upon  iriiich  he 
conceifed  that  the  friends  of  free  trade 
ought  to  give  their  support  to  the  propoaal 
of  the  noble  Lord,  and  vote  against  the 
motion  of  his  right  hon.  Friend.  When 
it  was  proposed  last  year»  in  the  duties  on 
colonial  produce,  to  impose  a  duty  open 
American  wheat,  he  strenuously  oppoeed 
the  proposition ;  and,  if  such  a  ptopami 
were  now  brought  forward  in  the  saaNi 
manner,  he  would  still  oppose  it.  That 
measure  was  proposed  merely  to  affbrd 
protection  to  the  Canadians — to  prerent 
the  importation  of  American  wheat  into 
Canada  ^  and  he  objected  to  it  on  the 
ground  that  it  established  a  restrictifo 
system  in  Canada.  He  thought  it  wan 
exceedingly  impolitic  to  place  such  re- 
strictions upon  trade  with  the  United 
States;  and  he  would  object  to  the  pro* 
posal  on  the  same  ground  now,  if  it  wee 
not  brought  forward  in  a  mode  which  do* 
prived  it  of  its  restrictive  character,  and  m 
It  seemed  to  him  conferred  a  boon  upon  the 
people  of  Canada  and  of  this  country.  It 
was  proposed  to  impose  a  new  duty  of  8t« 
upon  American  wheat  imported  into  Co* 
nada ;  while  upon  all  wheat  in  the  shape 
of  flour  imported  from  Canada  into  thie 
country,  the  duty  was  reduced  from  5t. 
to  l.«.  Now,  the  main  question  for  bee* 
traders  to  consider,  was,  whether  this 
change  in  the  hiw  would  in  &ct  ii 
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or  diminifth  the  duties  in  the  importa- 
tion of  American  wheat.  ^As  an  hon. 
Gentleman  near  him  observed,  they  were 
adopting  a  sliding-scale ;  and  ne  (Mr.  C. 
Buller)  entirely  concurred  in  the  views  of 
the  operation  of  the  sliding-scale  which 
had  been  taken  by  the  hon.  Members  for 
Rutlandshire  and  Dorsetshire.  He  had 
gone,  with  some  care,  through  the  calcu- 
lations which  had  been  laid  before  them  in 
the  reports  of  the  Canadian  legislature, 
and  it  seemed  to  him  that  some  extraor- 
dinary confusion  had  taken  place  in  those 
calculations.  He  had,  therefore,  taken  the 
figures  and  added  them  up  for  himself; 
and  the  result  at  which  he  arrived  was 
this,— -that  the  present  law  imposed  a  duty 
of  5«.  upon  Canadian  wheat  and  American 
wheat  imported  through  Canada.  The 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Sunderland 
(Lord  Ho  wick)  said^  that  by  the  papers 
laid  before  the  House^  it  appeared  that 
there  was  a  difference  of  9s.  between  the 
cost  of  transit  by  the  Erie  canal,  by  way 
of  New  York,  and  the  cost  of  transit  by 
the  St.  Lawrence,  including  the  3^.  duty. 
He  (Mr.  Buller)  found  that  it  was  stated 
in  the  first  sentence  of  Appendix,  No.  5, 
that  the  cost  of  transit  on  a  barrel  of  flour 
by  the  Erie  Canal  was  Zs.  l^d.  less  than 
by  the  St.  Lawrence.  A  few  lines  further 
it  was  stated: — 

^  After  the  completion  of  our  communica- 
tions a  reduction  will  be  made  in  the  transit,  of 
2f.  6d.  per  barrel." 

These  communications  would  be  com- 
pleted  this  very  summer,  and  they  might, 
therefore,  calculate  on  this  reduction  of 
2s,  6d.  in  the  transit  coming  into  operation 
immediately  on  the  law  being  adopted.  In 
comparing  the  measure  now  proposed  by 
the  Government  with  the  law  as  it  at  pre- 
sent stood,  he  would  view  the  present 
duty  as  a  fixed  duty  of  5^.  upon  all  wheat 
imported  into  this  country  from  Canada. 
It  was  now  proposed  that  a  duty  of  1^. 
per  quarter  should  be  imposed  upon  all 
wheat  of  Canadian  growth  imported  into 
this  country.  He  would  say,  then,  to  the 
free- trader,  "  Here  you  obtain  a  consider- 
able advantage."  Then  it  was  proposed 
to  impose  a  duty  of  3^.  upon  American 
wheat  brought  into  Canada,  which,  when 
ground  into  flour,  might  be  imported  into 
this  country  at  Is.  per  quarter.  If,  there- 
fore, they  deducted  this  sum,  4s,,  from  the 
present  duty,  5s.,  there  was  an  advantage 
gained  to  the  consumer  of  1^.  per  quarter. 
He  did  not  mean  to  contend,  that  this  was 
any  considerable  advantage;    it  was,  in- 
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deed,  a  very  small  gain ;  but  he  did  not 
think  that  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  need 
entertain  much  alarm  at  the  reduction  of 
Is.  per  quarter  in  the  duty  on  American 
flour,  while  the  free-trader  could  not  ob- 
ject to  gain  this  reduction.  It  was  said, 
however,  that  the  average  duty  had  been 
2s.  Id.,  and  the  very  same  argument  had 
been  advanced  by  hon.  Gentlemen  on  that 
side  of  the  House  against  the  proposal  of 
the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  the  city  of 
London  (Lord  J.  Russell)  for  an  8^.  duty. 
Hon.  (lientlemen  said,  "  The  average  has 
been  5s.  9d. ;  how  cruel,  then,  of  the  noble 
Lord,  to  raise  the  duty  on  com  from 
5*.  9d.  to  85."  That  argument  was,  how- 
ever, treated  with  perfect  contempt;  it 
was  said  that  it  was  absurd  to  measure  the 
operation  of  the  sliding-scale  by  the  ave- 
rage amount  of  duty,  and  that  the  virtue 
of  a  sliding-scale  consisted,  not  in  the  duty 
that  was  collected,  but  in  the  duty  that 
was  never  paid — the  duty  which  was  so 
high  that  it  prevented  importation  alto- 
gether. He  had  shown,  then,  that  on 
every  quarter  of  colonial  wheat  there  would 
be  a  gain  to  the  consumer  in  this  country 
of  4s.  a  quarter,  and  on  every  quarter  of 
American  flour  they  would  gain  Is,  He 
would  call  upon  them  now  to  view  this 
question  in  its  bearing  upon  the  interests 
of  the  Canadians.  It  had*been  objected 
to  the  measure  of  the  noble  Lord,  that  it 
would  establish  a  protected  interest  in 
Canada,  and  that  its  effect  would  be  to 
raise  the  price  of  provisions  in  that  coun- 
try. He  thought  that  they  might  allow 
the  Canadians,  who  were  so  strongly  in- 
terested in  the  question,  to  be  the  best 
judges  on  this  point;  and  to  all  the  argu- 
ments grounded  on  the  injury  which  it 
was  argued  this  measure  would  inflict 
upon  the  Canadians,  he  simply  answered, 
that  the  Legislature  of  Canada  had  passed 
this  bill.  But  it  was  said,  '^It  is  the 
agricultural  interest  of  Canada  which  has 
passed  this  bill.'*  He  might  reply,  that 
putting  the  town  members  out  of  consider- 
ation, the  whole  province  of  Lower  Canada 
could  have  no  interest  in  the  question.  It 
did  not  grow  wheat  enough  for  its  own 
consumption,  and  therefore  its  interest 
must  be  in  favour  of  free-trade;  but  it 
had  joined  in  sanctioning  this  measure. 
But  how  did  this  measure  stand  as  one 
of  free-trade  or  restriction  ?  Nothing 
could  be  more  pedantic  or  childish  than, 
when  a  practical  question  of  this  nature 
was  raised,  to  endeavour  to  detect  some 
principle  to  which  they  were  adverse^  and 
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to  i>ppo«e  all  ameliorttioD  bManse  It  might 
imply  the  recogDition  of  a  principle  to 
which  thejr  were  oppoted.  He  callea  upon 
hoD.  Members  to  deal  like  men  of  oommoo 
beose.  All  their  talking  about  principle 
would  not  shake  the  determination  of  the 
majority  of  that  House  to  keep  up  a  pro- 
ta(*tive  duty  against  the  importation  of 
foreign  corn.  This  question  was  settled 
for  the  present  ["  Oh"];  he  repeated  it 
—  it  was  settled  for  the  present  The 
majority  of  that  House  had  determined 
to  maintain  a  protectire  duty,  which,  to  a 
considerable  extent,  excluded  foreign  grain 
from  the  country.  **  Then,'*  said  the 
Canadians,  *'  We  do  not  care  whether  you 
have  Corn-laws  or  not,  but  vou  have  de- 
termined  to  exclude  foreign  wheat ;  and 
all  we  ask  of  you  is,  that  you  will  not  treat 
us  as  foreigners,  but  that  you  will  adroit 
our  wheat  as  if  it  were  the  produce  of 
England."  The  Government,  represent- 
ing the  majority  which  had  determined 
to  maintain  the  Corn-laws  fairly  said— 
'*  We  shall  be  quite  ready  to  admit  Cana- 
dian wheat;  we  are  ready  to  extend  to 
Canada  the  same  principles  of  free-trade 
which  we  recognise  in  any  English  county ; 
but  we  must  take  care  that  foreign  wheat 
—American  wheat— is  not  smuggled  into 
this  countrv,  and  imposed  upon  us  as  Ca- 
nadian produce.  Give  us  some  security 
that  you  will  protect,  not  yourselves,  but 
the  English  agriculturist,  against  the  in- 
troduction of  American  wheat,  and  then 
we  will  admit  your  corn  at  a  nominal  duty." 
He  thought,  the  nuestion  had  been  fairly 
put  to  the  Canadians  •» they  had  the  op- 
tion of  adopting  one  of  two  courses :  they 
wore  told,  *^  If  you  wish  to  have  free- trade 
with  England,  you  must  submit  to  some- 
thing analogous  to  our  own  Corn-laws  to 
prevent  the  importation  of  American  corn ; 
hut  if  you  do  not  submit  to  those  restric- 
tions, we  can  make  no  alteration,  and  you 
must  continue  to  pay  the  present  rate  of 
dutv."  This  question  had  been  put  to  the  Ca- 
nailinn  Legislature,  and  they  had  preferred 
free-trade  with  England  to  free-trade  with 
thi>  United  tStates.  Suppose  a  fortification 
was  in  course  of  erection  round  a  consider- 
able tract  of  country,  and  that  the  inhabit- 
ants of  a  village  in  the  vicinity  of  this 
fortification,  who  would  by  its  erections  be 
excluded  from  their  customers,  8:iid  to  the 
authorities,  "Do  not  exclude  us  from  your 
fortification* ;  include  us  within  them,  and 
we  will  submit  to  all  inconveniences  for 
the  sake  of  retaining  our  trado  with  you." 
.Such   was  the  case   with  the  Canadians 


in  this  instance;  they  had 
between  two  restrictive  ayttent;  thof 
chote  fre^trade  with  Englandp  and  he 
must  sajr  he  did  not  think  they  had  adoplai 
an  unwise  decifion  so  far  as  their  own  i»> 
terests  were  concerned.  He  thought  th&f 
had  formed  a  wise  and  prudent  determina- 
tion,  and  one  which  would  prove  mntft 
advantageous,  as  well  to  the  people  of  this 
country  as  to  themselves.  He  would  put 
it  to  his  right  hon.  Friend  and  to  the  vMa 
Iu>rd,  with  whom,  he  was  auxe,  be  oooU 
not  differ  in  principle  on  a  question  of  this 
nature,  whom  did  they  mean  to  beneflfe  bf 
thus  thwarting  the  dovernment  meafover 
Was  it  the  British  consumer  ^  No ;  beeuHi 
the  proposition  of  his  right  hon.  Fheod,  if 
carried  into  effect,  would  deprive  the  Britiah 
consumer  of  the  benefit  of  1#.  reduetiaa 
in  the  duty.  Was  it  the  Canadians  P  No ; 
for,  by  the  proposition^  ther  flew  in  th» 
fuce  of  the  Canadian  Legislature,  who 
were  the  best  judges  of  what  waa  lor  the 
interest  of  the  Canadian  people,  and  who 
had  unanimously  passed  the  meaaura  of 
which  the  Government  meaaure  waa  the 
complement.  With  such  opiniooa,  theo, 
he  could  not  but  adhere,  on  thia  occMiD^ 
to  the  general  principle  which  he  had  hud 
down  for  himself,  that  it  waa  not  for  tho 
House  to  interfere  between  a  lawaa^ 
by  the  Canadian  Legislature  and  the 
tion  of  the  Crown.  He  would  not 
into  the  question  of  etiquette  and  dinitjr 
between  the  two  Legislatures*  and  of  tho 
passing  of  acts  by  the  Canadian  Legidatore 
contineent  upon  the  aanction  of  the  Awliii* 
ment  here.  The  Govenunent  had  mmt 
announced  a  measure  which  waa  noiNHEtt 
it  was  true,  of  the  measure  of  the  vano 
dian  Legislature,  but  which  in  foct  foraed 
the  ground  on  which  they  were  induced  to 
pass  their  measure.  It  would  be  with  the 
greatest  reluctance  on  any  occaaioB  thet 
he  should  consent  to  addreaa  the  Croura 
to  place  its  veto  on  a  measure  poaaed 
by  the  Canadian  Legialature,  aod  he 
could  not  now  depart  from  that  geo^ 
ral  principle  with  reference  to  a  bmo^ 
sure  which  he  waa  convinced  would  be 
of  the  greatest  advantage  to  the  peopio  of 
both  countries.  But  there  waa  one  ob|o^ 
tion  to  the  measure  of  the  GoveroaoBl 
which  he  would  notice — namely,  that  the 
duty  was  to  go  from  the  pockets  of  the 
people  of  England  to  enrich  the  people  of 
Canada.  Thuae  who  thought  eom  to  hO 
the  fairest  subject  for  a  portion  of  reo^ 
nue  to  be  raised  out  of  coukl  not  bM]^ 
make  this  ohjection,  and  at  aoy  nle  he 
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tbougkt  that  the  people  of  England  sfaouM 
not  be  nude  to  imagine  that  a  duty  was 
raised  by  the  state  out  of  the  price  of  theii 
bread.  But  if  the  proposed  law  left  (ha 
price  where  it  was,  the  only  consequence 
would  be,  that  we  should  pay  a  part  of  that 
price  to  the  people  of  Caoads,  and  he  had 
just  as  Boon  tdat  the  Canadian  Legislature 
should  eke  out  their  ncanty  fioaaces  by  this 
means,  as  that  the  mooey  should  be  paid  to 
our  landlords.  Id  fact,  there  was  a  greet 
advantage  in  allowing  the  Canadian  Le- 
gislature to  recruit  their  finances  by  this 
means.  Tlie  whole  argument  of  the  oppo* 
neots  of  the  measure  was  a  dog-in-tlie- 
manger  argument;  because  as  we,  in  this 
country,  got  no  revenue  from  American 
corn,  It  was  grudging  the  CanadlaDS  that 
which  we  would  not  take  ourselves.  In 
bet,  there  was  no  ground  for  opposition  to 
the  GoTernment  measure  on  the  score  of 
the  poverty  of  our  revenue ;  because  the 
Canadian  Legislature  had  given  a  pledge 
for  taking  off  the  duty  on  Britfsb  maou- 
hctures  imported  into  that  country,  and 
it  would  be  greatly  for  the  advantage  of 
Caoaila  to  take  off  those  duties.  At  least 
as  one  argument  for  allowing  this  duty  to 
go  into  their  revenue,  thejr  held  out  a 
ground  for  hope  that  it  might  lead  to  a 
material  reduction  in  their  duties  on  the 
itnportatioB  of  British  manu&ctured  goods. 
That  was  very  material  and  Important  to 
our  commercial  relations  with  Canada.  He 
hod  thought  it  necesaarr  to  addnst  him- 
wlf  at  some  length— lie  ftared  at  too  gFsat 
a  length.— to  the  House,  because,  haring 
viewed  the  question  in  a  aMnmandal  British 
and  Canadian  point  of  view,  ha  was  unable 
to  agree  with  his  right  hon.  Friend  and 
the  noble  Lord  in  tbeir  views  of  the  ques- 
tion, and  so  far  from  looking  upon  it  as 
being  derogatory  frcrai  tha  prinriples  of 
free-trade,  be  considered  It  as  adopting  and 
carrving  out  those  principles. 

Mr.  Rodmck  said,  that  the  House  had 
already  been  treated  with  the  peculianiies 
of  hon.  Members  ;  but  he  should  emulate 
all  in  peculiarity,  for  he  not  only  differed 
in  opinion  from  his  bon.  and  learned 
Friend  who  bad  just  sat  down,  as  that 
hon.  Gentleman  differed  from  all  who  had 
preceded  him,  but  ba  differed  also  from 
all  others  at  the  same  time.  This  question 
as  it  now  stood  had  aasnmsd,  he  ihoughl, 
a  cunstitutional  character.  On  this  ocoa- 
sioo  he  should  vote  against  tbe  motion  of 
the  right  bon.  Gentleman  the  Henber  for 
'I'Bunton  ;  though  hereafter  he  should  also 
oppose  ttw  mgtiM  sf  iba  aeUa  Lord  (Uwd 


Stanley).  He  objected  to  the  mode  of 
interfering  with  the  royal  prerogative 
which  waa  proposed,  and  he  very  much 
doubted  whether  if  be  had  brought  for- 
ward  such  a  motion,  when  arguing  on 
behalf  of  tbe  Canadian  people,  he  should 
not  have  bsd  strong  opposition  from 
hoD.  Gentlemen  on  his  side  of  iha 
House.  If  the  right  hon.  Gentleraan 
wished  to  defeat  the  measure  of  tbe  noble 
Lord,  be  was  prepared  to  go  with  him, 
but  be  would  not  seek  to  gsin  this  object 
in  a  manner,  offensive  to  the  Canadian 
people.  They  had  given  to  Canada  a 
legislature,  and  the  Crown  possessed  tbe 
power  10  veto  or  saneiion  any  measures 
which  it  should  pass.  This  was  a  state  of 
things  sanctioned  by  act  of  Parliament, 
and  there  must  be  a  great,  important,  and 
serious  ground  laid  for  their  eolertaining 
a  motion  such  as  that  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  before  they  went  to  the  Crown 
and  atked  that  the  prerogative  vested  in 
jl  by  the  Legislature  should  not  be  eicr- 
ciied.  Had  such  grounds  been  laid  ?  He 
contended  that,  looking  at  the  question  as 
a  mere  matter  of  conslitutionat  law  or  of 
policy,  as  regarded  the  people  of  Cauada, 
the  amendment  was  improper  and  ofiensive 
to  the  people  of  Canada.  He  did  not 
want  to  mska  this  a  party  question ;  ha 
was  prepared  to  argue  it  on  its  own  merits ; 
he  should  oppose  the  proposition  of  the 
right  hoD.  Gentleman,  bnt  when  the  tima 
oaine  he  shonld  also  opposa  the  measure 
of  the  Doble  Lord,  and  he  hoped  tucGna- 
fully.  Upon  tha  foonomical  part  of  the 
queation,  he  was  prepared  to  argue  the 
case  upon  a  comparison  between  the  cx> 
isting  law  and  that  which  was  now  pro- 
pDied,  and  ba  would  assert,  on  his  own 
responsibility,  thst  not  only  did  not  Lower 
Canada  grow  more  corn  thau  wa*  suffi- 
cient for  itself,  hut  that  it  hardly  grew  ariy 
at  sll.  There  was  hardly  a  wheat  field 
throughout  the  country  in  Lower  Canada 
that  liad  at  all  repaid  tha  labour  which 
had  beau  bestowed  upon  it,  the  fly  having 
utterly  destroyed  the  whole  of  the  crops 
during  tha  last  five  years;  and  it  had 
now  come  to  this  point,  that  ibsy  were 
discussing  among  tham selves  whether  a 
law  should  not  be  introduced  to  prevent 
the  sowing  of  wheat  in  Lower  Canada,  in 
tbe  hope  of  killing  out  the  fly.  Ha  defied 
contradiction  on  tbit  poiui.  Then  this 
was  the  state  of  the  case.  There  were  in 
Lo>*«r  Canada  three-fourths  of  tha  popu* 
latiMDfthswbok  fidbnj,  and  ijuydid 
Y2 
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not  prodoce  tufiicient  corn  for  their  ovn  Doe  gmt  peealbiit j  of  the 
upport,  but  most  actaally  import  cotd  measaic,  vilh  re|^ard  to  this  eosBtiy, 
from  Anjerica.  Uoder  the  prcMot  law  that  there  vai  no  ooe  to  ioterfcre 
corn  wa*  imported  dutt  free  ;  and  be  as-  floor  coming  mto  Caaada  at  pffCMal, 
sert&i  ibal  it  would  be  utterly  impossitJe  it  was  brooght  in,  aod  woold  coatmae 
bf  any  system  of  cerii6cates  to  ascertiiin  be  liroo^t  in  aad  aiized  whh  the  prodi 
from  whence  the  corn  came  which  shooid  of  that  coantry ;  aad  the  resalt 
be  in  I  reduced  into  ibis  countrr.  If  bis  American  com  was  realW  iatrodaced. 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  would  refer  to  would  cootinoe  to  be  introdoccd  as< 
the  return,  he  would  see  that  the  duiv  last  diao  corn,  into  this  coaatrr.  Ui 
year  was  only  Is.  lie/.  Last  year  corn  bill  perions  woold  be  set  to  waleh,  aaaa 
was  lower  in  price  in  Canada  than  ii  had  to  prevent  the  intiodoctioo  of  AaerieOB 
been  at  any  period  since  1S34-5,  the  corn  over  the  frontier  without  the pa3fBHal 
re* urns,  a^  he  had  just  i^aid,  the  average  ,  of  the  doty.  Some,  ao  doobt,  vooM  ka 
rate  of  the  duty  on  Canadian  flour  was  ;  caught;  but  a  great  deal  woald  aoika 
If.  lie/.  Now  was  it  any  advantage  to  j  caofbt,  and  a  great  amoggliog  tnfla 
the  English  consumer  that  the  import  would  be  created,  and  all  the  coomi 
duty  «bould  be  increased  from  2f.  to  o<.  ?  of  such  a  trade  would  grow  up. 
If,  then  the  import  doty  was  *is.  now  ,  the  whole  of  the  Aoiericao  frootier 
[Ao  hon.  Member-.  **  \o,  no.**]  It  would  ,  was  no  important  impediment.  Hicfc  warn 
not  do  to  say  '*  No,  no,**  because  he  re-  a  capital  river  also  runaiag  ftom  Liks 
ferred  directly  to  the  figures  in  the  return  j  ChanipUin,  and  it  was  impoasAile  to  p«a» 
[.Vr.  Hume  made  an  obiercaiiam].  His  vent  corn  comiug  from  that  quarter.  jB«t 
hon.  Friend  the  Meml>^r  for  Montro«e,  |  by  this  measure,  you  would  make  the 
who  was  always  correct  to  a  halfpenny,  pie  commit  criminal  oflencea,  not  oalj 
had  corrected  him,  and  he  found  that  the    Montreal,  but  all  along  the  frootier. 


duty  was  2$,  Id.  Again,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber said  that  corn  would  be  smuggled  from 
America  into  Canada,  and  that  this  corn 
would  come  from  Canada.  Now  he  would 
say  this — that  Canada  exhausted  all  the 
corn  she  grew  herself,  and  would  not  ^et 
this  4f .  duty  on  all  exported.  He  should 
like  to  have  it  explained  to  him  how, 
when  a  nation  bought  and  exported  corn 
with  a  3f.  doty,  that  it  could  be  said  that 
the  porchaser  did  not  pay  that  duty.  He 
did  not  think  it  could  l>e  explained  in  any 
other  way.  He  felt  that  the  noble  Lord's 
bill  was  a  capital  landlords*  bill,  and  he 
was  astonished   how  it  could   excite  any 

one  for  a  moment  on  the  other  side  of  ihe  j  duced  would  come  from  the  state  of 
House,  and  he  wished  that  the  alarm  uf .  nessee,  and  would  be  carried 


he  would  ask  whether  this  was  not  a  veiy 
grave  and  serious  matter?  Wbaa  tkof 
touched  the  river  St.  Lawrence,  thara  vaa 
a  small  part  full  of  rapids,  but  as  aooft  aa 
they  came  to  the  towo*of  Pmoolt,  iWf 
got  into  a  soiooth  stream,  which  he  hai 
repeatedly  croased  in  a  bark  caooe,  m  aa 
open  boat,  aod  by  other  meaos.  For 
mooths  in  the  year,  the  river  at  thai 
was  as  flat  aod  as  hard  as  the  tables 
it  would  bear  with  ease  bads  of  com 
ing  over,  and  therefore  he  said,  that  thof 
were  creating  a  smuggling  trade  whidi  k 
would  be  impossible  to  put  dowa.  Thm 
chief  portion  of  com  that  would  be  ialia* 


Ontario,    and    there,    again,    aaiug|iiBH 
would  be  created   with  all  its  itlrnilBat 


hon.    Gentlemen   rested   on  some   more 
stable  foundation.  The  noble  Lord  wished 

to  Ifvy  a  4s.  duty  in  the  place  of  one  of  j  evils.     He  therefore   should    oppose, 
2f.  Id.     The  noble  Lord  said,  that  he  was  '  connected  with  Canada,  the  bill  of 
going  to  put  on  a  4&-.  fixed  'iuty,  which  ;  noble  Lord ;  and  he  should  also 
would  be  about  equivalent  to  the  present  '  on  the  ground  that  he  had  stated,  the 
sliding-scale.       His    hon.    and    learned    solution   of    the  right  hon. 
Frif  nd  differed  from  this  statement,  and  ,  And  here  he  must  express   his 
said  that  it  was  equivalent  to  a  .Os.  duty,    at  the  languajse  of  the  right  boa. 
but  the  return  only  gave  an  average  duty    lleman,    the     President    of    the 
of  2m,  Id.     He  was  not  then  going  into  a  >  of   Trade,  and   the  hon.  GentlemaD 
dicustion   of  the   sliding-icale,  for   they    Member  for  Stockport,  both  of  whoa 
might  have  a  very  good  argument  across    staled,   that  if  we  had  a  free-irada,  wtt 
the  Table  between  the  opposite  Benches,    should  obtain  great  quantities  of  com  ~ 
he  therefore  should  leave  that  matter  to    the  Mississippi.     Now,  the  experieaea 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  sitting  there.  I  the  last  few  years  did  not  ttad  to 
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this  opiaion  or  to  lead  anyone  who  looked 
into  the  subject  to  expect  much  corn  from 
America.  The  truth  was  that  the  greatest 
exaggerations  had  been  uttered  on  this 
point.  As  far  as  American  corn  was  in 
question,  why,  he  would  ask,  had  nut  a 
much  larger  portion  been  brought  from 
Canada,  for  nothing  could  be  safer  than 
sending  it  from  Tennessee  into  Canada 
and  down  the  St.  Lawrence  ?  The  reason 
was  obf  ious,  because  the  price  could  not 
be  obtained  that  was  demanded  for  it,  in- 
cluding the  cost  of  carriage.  Therefore, 
before  hon.  Members  frightened  the  farm- 
ers, they  should  make  themselves  ac- 
quainted with  the  fact,  that  you  could 
not  get  corn  one  iota  cheaper  in  conse- 
quence of  the  quantity  likely  to  come  from 
America.  His  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
had  said,  that  corn  would  come  from 
Upper  Canada  in  consequence  of  the  im- 
proved communication  that  had  been  made 
down  the  St.  Lawrence,  by  the  completion 
of  the  canals  and  other  means.  He  wished 
his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  joy  of  his  dis- 
covery ;  but  although  this  country  had 
expended  large  sums  on  these  canals, 
no  great  improvement  had  taken  place, 
and  we  might  give  millions  without  pro- 
ducing any  great  change. 

Mr.  Gladstone  said,  that  it  would  be  a 
roost  difficult  task  to  endeavour  to  recon- 
cile the  various  arguments  and  inconsis- 
tencies which  had  been  urged  against  his 
noble  Friend's  proposition  in  the  course  of 
this  evening;  and  certainly  he  thought 
that  it  might  vie  in  this  respect  with  any 
discussion  which  had  taken  place  for 
many  years.  Gentlemen  who  had  spoken 
in  opposition  to  the  measure  had  literally 
fnl6lled  their  pledges  to  oppose  it,  and  no 
two  of  them  appeared  to  agree  together  in 
their  grounds  of  objection.  He  would 
proceed  to  deal  with  some  of  the  objec- 
tions that  had  been  urged  against  this 
measure  of  her  Majesty's  Government. 
And,  first,  with  respect  to  what  fell  from 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Taunton,  who 
commenced  his  speech  with  an  observation 
which,  if  well-founded,  involved  a  most 
serious  charge  against  the  government 
which  introduced  this  measure.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  said,  that  his  noble  Friend 
the  Secretary  for  the  Colonies  had  repre- 
sented that  the  Parliament  were  not  free 
agents  in  this  matter,  but  that  its  hands 
were  tied  and  fettered,  by  the  government 
arrangement  which  had  already  been  made. 
His  noble  Friend  was  much  misappre- 


hended when  he  was  described  as  giving 
utterance  to  such  an  opinion.  It  roust  be 
known  to  every  one  at  all  acquainted  with 
the  administration  of  public  affairs  in  this 
country,  that  no  one  in  that  House,  that 
no  administration,  could  pledge  Parlia- 
ment to  the  adoption  of  any  particular 
measure  or  course  of  policy ;  but  he  had 
understood  his  noble  Friend  to  say,  that 
the  Government  had  given  the  people  of 
Canada  a  pledge,  and  by  that  pledge, 
so  given,  the  Government  must  abide. 
With  respect  to  Parliament,  it  was  clear 
thai  it  could  not  be  considered  to  be 
bound  by  the  pledge  of  the' Government, 
but  it  was  for  the  House  to  say  how  far  it 

m 

would  sanction  that  pledge  on  its  own 
merits  and  on  the  grounds  that  had  been 
urged  by  his  noble  Friend,  and  how  far  it 
had  already  been  a  party  to  sanctioning 
the  principle  involved  in  the  measure.  His 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Somersetshire, 
indeed,  stated  that  something  had  taken 
place  with  respect  to  the  introduction  of 
a  proposition  of  this  kind  in  an  interlocu- 
tory debate,  and  the  hon.  Member  for 
Dorsetshire  said,  that  there  had  been  but 
a  casual  mention  of  the  introduction  of  a 
Canada  corn  bill  last  year.  But  let  him 
state  to  the  House  what  was  the  casual 
mention  of  this  subject.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Limerick  made  a  motion  for  ad-- 
milting  Canadian  corn,  of  which  ample 
notice  had  been  given,  that  motion  was 
discussed,  not  in  a  thiu  House,  or  in  one 
inattentive  to  the  discussion,  but  in  one 
where  it  excited  considerable  interest,  and 
upon  which  he  believed  upwards  of  200 
members  recorded  their  opinions.  On 
that  occasion  his  noble  Friend  declared, 
on  the  part  of  the  Government,  and  it  was 
recorded  in  the  debates  of  that  House,  that 
if  Canada  would  undertake  to  make  certain 
provisions,  with  respect  to  the  importa- 
tion of  American  grain  into  Canada,  the 
Government  would  take  steps  to  recom- 
mend the  Imperial  Legislature  to  make  a 
provision  to  entitle  it  to  certain  advantages 
as  regarded  the  importation  of  corn,  the 
produce  of  Canada,  into  this  country. 
The  Canadian  Legislature  had  fulfilled  the 
conditions  proposed  by  the  Government. 
No  objection  was  made  to  their  being  pro- 
posed to  Canada,  when  they  were  stated 
in  the  House,  and  it,  therefore,  was  for  the 
House  to  consider  how  far  the  expecta- 
tions and  anticipations  which  had  been 
excited  in  the  minds  of  the  people  of  Ca- 
nadi^  less  by  the  declaration  of  his  nobl^ 
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Friend  than  by  the  tacit  assent  of  the 
Hooie  of  Comtnons,  should  now  be  firuft- 
trated.  The  right  hon.  Member  fbr  Taan«i 
ton,  in  a  speech  of  ^hich  he  admitted  the 
gt^tieral  candour  aiid  fhirness.  Stated  his 
objectionB  in  detail  to  the  measure.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  objected  to  the  ex- 
pense ot  custom-houses  on  the  line  of  the 
American  frontier,  which,  he  said,  Would 
be  required  if  the  measure  passed  for  im- 
posing a  duty  On  the  importation  of  Ame* 
rican  com  into  Canada.  But  he  was  sure 
that  the  right  hon.  Oentletnan  did  not  re* 
quire  to  be  told  that  custom-houses  were 
already  in  existence  in  Canada  on  the 
American  frontier,  and  that  custom  duties, 
to  a  certain  amount,  were  now  le? ied  ;  no 
increase  of  custom-houses,  he  l>eliefed, 
would,  be  required  id  consequence  of  this 
measure.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said 
it  was  true  the  Canadian  Legislature  had 
passed  a  b\\\,  but  that  it  was  probable  that 
in  future  there  would  be  divisions  of  opi- 
nion in  Upper  Canada,  and  that  there 
would  be  an  inclination  to  recede  from  the 
enactment  to  which  the  Legislature  had 
now  assented,  fie  would,  howerer,  re- 
quest the  House  to  notice  thjs,  that  this 
measure  had  passed  through  the  House  of 
Assembly  in  Canada  with  the  utmost  cor- 
diality, and  indeed,  unanimity,  which 
considering  the  agitated  state  of  party 
spirit  in  that  country,  was  a  most  remark- 
able circumstance.  The  fact  was  still 
more  significant  and  gratifying  when  they 
recollected  that  on  a  great  many  subjects 
the  Canadiati  Legislature  was  di? ided  into 
contending  parties.  Again,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  went  into  the  question  of 
smuggling  American  corn  into  Canada. 
He  was  surprised  that  any  hon.  Gentle- 
man accustomed  to  public  business  should 
give  currency,  by  such  obsenrattons,  to 
apprehensions  that  there  could  be  any  ex- 
tent of  smuggling  in  such  an  article  as  corn 
when  the  duly  was  as  small  as  35.  There 
was,  however,  a  great  difference  of  opinion 
as  to  the  probable  exteiit  of  this  smuggling 
amongst  the  gentlemen  who  opposed  the 
measure.  Tiie  right  hon.  Gentleman  who 
moved  the  amendment  guarded  himself 
ci;;ainsi  giving  a  derided  opinion  on  the 
c}iicition  ;  but  still  he  said  that  smuggling 
would  prevail,  while  the  hon.  Member 
who  seconded  the  amendment  said  that 
any  alarm  on  such  a  ground  was  per« 
fectly  chimerical.  The  hon.  and  learn- 
ed Member  who  spoke  last  spoke  of  the 
facilitiet    of    carrying    American  ^otn 


acitMs  the  St.  UwMice  it  Pf«kcott.  At 
the  slirtie  litte,  howerer,  that  tM  INW. 
Member  said  this,  he  dbserred  that  itam 
were  no  apprehensioiis  to  excite  feir  that 
corn  Woiild  come  in  ^eat  qdantlties  (HMl 
that  part  bf  the  country.  Some  peMMi 
also,  who  ^ere  conhetted  with  the  fo^nut 
department  in  AmeriM,  had  tbld  bfm  tktt 
no  com  was  to  Ite  expected  tVotn  the  ttfi> 
f itOf  ies  to  the  east  of  Lake  Etie ;  but  dMt 
from  the  greht  cbrh-^f6#ing  states  df  AflM* 
rica,namely,Ohio,  Michigah,  TteneM!,  iiHl 
Indiana,  they  hiight  expect  a  supply,  HhVttk 
would  eome  through  ine  Canadian  ettbib 
arid  rifers  on  which  there  was  eve^  fhctllty 
for  levying  the  duty  to  Lower  CkniMla.  Mi 
had  been  assured  by  thos6  who  wete  M- 
trusted  with  the  collec^tioo  bf  the  cdstbM 
in  Canada,  thAt  they  entertained  no  MUl 
as  to  corn  being  brought  into  that  cOootrf 
without  paying  the  duty.  But  be  irtight 
tell  the  hon.  and  learned  GentleMah  thii 
no  immaterial  change  had  taken  )ilaM  in 
Canada  since  the  hon.  Meibber  trUa  in 
America,  and  that  the  cbstonts  estliblisllc 
ment  in  Canbda  was  HbW  much  impfofW, 
Some  years  ago  there  was  great  latit]^  hi 
levying  the  customs  in  Canada,  but  the 
local  legislature  had  paid  great  litt^tiM 
to  the  subject,  and  had  estiblished  t 
sodnd  system.  A  few  yeats  ago  the  #(ible 
amount  bf  the  customs  dutf  piid  ttil 
goods  coming  into  Canada  did  h6t  exceMl 
20,000/.;  but  they  now  amoubtMl  to 
45,000/.,  and  this  increase  had  takeil 
place  in  consec^uenbe  of  an  inipro^#ll 
system  df  collectioti.  He  fairly  tdmittAf. 
that  in  dalcdlating  the  probable  extiiht  fn 
siiiiiggling,  It  Was  Itripossible  tb  additee 
anything  like  demonstrative  eVidebeb  ott 
one  side  or  on  the  other ;  but  the  sattlft 
conditions  which  governed  trade  in  oth^ 
respects  would  apply  to  the  tradfe  in  cbrli. 
It  was  clear  that  corn  would  not  be  smfl|^ 
gled  e5[cept  in  proportion  to  th^  pTofltll 
was  likely  to  realise;  for  the  snltlg|(tef 
had  no  hostility  to  the  llinded  loteMl 
which  would  induce  him  to  sacrifice  Hb 
own  gaibs.  Now,  how  Ms  the  sbitfgj^ 
to  be  governed  ih  his  choice  of  thtf  afti(!ki 
which  he  should  smuggle  f  By  the  aiiiOttttt 
and  value  of  the  article  in  proij^rtiob  io  Hi 
bulk.  With  a  population  faterorabfe  M 
the  law  and  friendly  to  thti  duty,  whiA 
was  the  best  security  for  ant  retenue  fi#, 
let  the  House  reflect  whcthef  thert  WM 
any  considerable  amount  of  dutt  whldl 
the  smuggler  would  save.  He  had  jtfiC 
ittttd  that  the  ttmotint  of  enstofli  dvCbtf 
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pftid  on  oiher  articles  than  corn  in  Canada 
wa«  45,000/.,  what  impediment  waft  there 
to  put  the  importation  of  corn  into  Canada 
under  the  control  of  the  Cuitom-house 
there.  Every  one  mutt  he  well  aware  that 
corn  was  one  of  the  most  difficult  articles 
to  smuggle,  as  its  bulk  was  enormous 
when  compared  lo  its  value.    Now,  take 
the  case  of  tea  imported  into  Canada.  He 
understood  that  the  most  sanguine  antici* 
pations  were  entertained  there^  that  vnder 
the  present  arrangement  a  comphte  stop 
would  be  put  to  the  smuggling  of  tea  over 
the  Ameritcan  frontier  into  Canada.  There 
was  formerly  an  enormoas  duty  on  that 
article,  which  was  reduced  by  the  law  of 
last  Session  to  a  eomparatifely  small  one. 
At  present  there  was  a  duty  of  id.  per 
pound  imposed  by  the  general  Govern^ 
ment  on  the  importation  of  tea,  and  a 
small  additional  duty  was  imposed  by  the 
colonial    legislature.    The    import    duty 
on  460  lbs.  of  tea  would  amount  to  21.^ 
and  if  it  were  practicable,  as  he  beiieved 
tt  was,  to  levy  this  duty  of  2L  on  this  bulk 
of  tea^  why  was  it  not  practicable  to  collect 
39.  on  the  importation  of  a  much  larger 
bulk  of  corn,  and  at  the  same  time  to  pre* 
vent  its   being  smuggled.     He,  indeed, 
should  Hke  to  know  how  there  could  be  a 
sttHiggiing  tradie  in  corn,  under  any  fiscal 
regulations  that  existed.    They  had  never 
found  an  instance  of  corn  being  smuggled 
into  Canada  when  there  was  an  Bs.  duty 
on  its  importation  over  the  American  fron* 
tier,  -and  if  they  had  found  no  instance  of 
an  evai^on  of  the  fiscal  law  as  regarded  this 
article,  when  the  customs  establishment 
in  Canada  was  m  much  less  efficient  than 
it  was  at  present,  he  would  ask— was  any 
increased  danger  of  smuggling  to  be  ap» 
prehended  from  the  present  proposal  ?  On 
the  cootrarj%  the  hoti.  Member  for  Bath 
aHowed  that  the  evil  would  be  ihnited  by 
the  law  which  it  was  proposed  to  pass. 
If  there  were  any  seriom  apprehension  as 
to  the  smuggling  of  Amerioan  corn^  why 
hatd  there  not  been  apprehensions  of  the 
s^i^Sg^iug  of  American  flour  ?  Gould  any 
hoUk  <jientleman  assign  a  single  reason 
why,  if  wheat  wowM  be  iHftuggied  «t  div 
a  quarter,  tlour  'should  not  t«  smuggled 
at  25.  a  barrel?  The  right  hon.  Oentlenan 
(Mr.  Labouchere)  said^  that  tea  was  alto- 
gether ti  different  casse^  because  they  might 
know  that  fea  was  not  grown  on  the  spot ; 
that  might  be  so,  but  <how  were  they  to 
know  whether  the  tea  ted  paid  duty  or 
Mt?  At  tlria  wiottUDt  there  srsB  «  duty  of 


5$.  per  barrel  on  American  flour  on  its 
I  admission  into  all  our  American  colonies 
but  Canada,  and  it  had  never  been  found 
that  a  smuggling  trade  in  flour  had  taken 
place.    The  hon.  Member  for  Dorsetshire 
seemed   to  have  an    apprehension    that 
American  com  would  be  landed  at  Mon- 
treal under  the  pretence  of  being  for  the 
fisheries,  and  that  when  landed  it  would 
be  exported  to  this  country  as  Canadian 
com  or  ground  and  imported  as  Canadian 
flour.     But  if  the  corn  were  landed  at 
Montreal  it  would  be  landed  under  the 
supervision  of  the  Custom-house  officers, 
and  could  not  leave  the  ports  without  a 
certificate  declaring  its  origin  ;  and  of  all 
cases  on  which  it  would  be  easy  for  the 
revenue  officers  to  decide,  these    cases 
would  be  the  most  free  from  difficulty.  So 
far  as  the  evidence  of  the  duties  already 
levied  in  Upper  Canada  went  upon  arti- 
cles much  easier  to  smuggle  than  corn« 
there  was  no  reason  to  apprehend  that  a 
smuggling  trade  in  corn  would  exist ;  but 
if  this  consideration  were  not  sufficient,  he 
would  refer  to  the  argument  used  by  his 
noble  Friend  (Lord  Stanley)  and  ask  how 
it  was  possible  lor  such  a  miserable  saving 
as  3tf .  a  quarter,  that  any  smugglers  should- 
incur  the  extra  expense  of  landing  corn  on 
the  sea  coast  in  bulk,  subject  as  it  would 
be  to  be  injured,  and  the  expense  of  addi. 
tional  carnage?   These  expenses  would, 
most   probably,    far    exceed   the    35.   a 
quarter  duty.     The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
then  went  on  to  object  that  the  effiaci  of 
passing  this  law  would  be  to  make  other 
colonies   tributary    to    Canada,    and  to 
increase  the  price  of  Canadian  corn  to  tba 
other  colonies.    This  argument  was  a  fal- 
lacy«     The  price  of  Canadian  corn  must 
be  governed  by  the  price  at  which  the 
foreigner  ccAild  supply  the  other  colonies 
with  coin  subject  to  the  duty  which  the 
foreigner  paid.    The  same  law  which  now 
determined  the  cost  would  hereafter  deter- 
mine it,  and  the  consumer  would  pay  pre- 
cisely the  same  price.    The  Canadians 
might,   indeed,  lose  some  advantages  in 
the  wiarkeis  of  our  other  colonies,  by  the 
du^  imfx>sed  on  American  corn,  but  as 
the  principal  supply  was  not  derived  from 
ihem^  the  pnoe  would  not  be  altered  by 
the  duty.      The   right  hon.  Gentleman 
then    ol^ted    to    tlie   disadvantage  at 
wliich  he  alleged  this  measure  would  place 
the  fiaiional  treasury,  as  the  3s.  duty  must 
go  to  the  i^onial  treasury.     He  (Mr. 
CHadstone)  Ibougbt  tbat  iheie  was  muck 
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in  the  argument  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Litkeard,  that  wbaterer  surplus  was 
created  io  the  colooial  treasury  by  this 
measure  would  be  applied  in  the  reduc- 
tion of  duties  on  British  manufactures. 
He  (Mr.  Gladstone)  thought  it  would  be 
unworthy  the  wisdom  of  Parliament  to 
set  the  consideration  of  a  few  thousand 
pounds  a  year  against  the  consideration 
of  the  welfare  of  a  province  so  important 
to  the  British  Crown  as  the  great  province 
of  Canada.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  then  proceeded  to  another  difficulty. 
He  stated  that  other  colonies  had  peti- 
tioned for  the  grant  of  similar  measurei, 
and  that  whenerer  any  colony  acted  up  to 
the  same  conditions  we  should  be  called 
upon  to  extend  to  it  similar  favours.  He 
believed  it  to  be  inaccurate  to  say  that 
any  other  colony  hsd  petitioned.  No 
other  colony,  that  he  knew  of,  had  ex- 
pressed such  a  desire.  He  admitted, 
however,  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
question  was  independent  of  that  fact, 
and  he  would  proceed  to  state  what  was 
the  intention  of  the  Government  if  such 
conditions  should  be  complied  with.  His 
Doble  Friend  had  stated  that,  although  he 
believed  this  measure  would  be  beneficial 
to  Canada,  it  would  not  produce  effects  of 
so  electric  a  nature  in  promoting  the  in- 
terests of  Canada  as  to  entitle  the  Govern- 
ment to  disturb  the  agricultural  interests 
at  home  except  on  the  ground  of  an  en- 
gagement having  been  entered  into  string- 
ent and  binding  upon  the  Government, 
although  not  upon  Parliament.  Canada 
was  the  only  one  of  our  colonies  to  whom 
this  cjue^ion  possessed  more  than  a  very 
minute  importance.  There  was  no  other 
colony  whose  exportation  of  corn  gave  it 
a  Himilar  claim,and  he  apprehended,  there- 
fore, that  his  iioblu  Friend's  answer,  with 
reference  to  the  communication  of  similar 
privileges  to  any  other  colony  complying 
with  the  same  conditions,  was  sufficient. 
There  was  no  engagement  with  any  other 
colony  and  no  one  had  so  large  an  interest 
in  the  exportation  of  corn  as  to  warrant 
any  alteration  in  our  laws.  He  had  now, 
lie  believed,  nearly  enumerated  the  objec- 
tions of  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Taun- 
ton. He  came  now  to  the  speech  of  the 
noble  Lord,  and  he  must  say  he  had  never 
heard  a  speech  with  greater  astonishment. 
The  noble  Lord  appeared  to  have  totally 
mistaken  the  nature  of  the  question  at 
issue  ;  and  he  should  call  the  noble  Lord 
to  his  aid  against  the  noble  Lord  bimselfi 


because  at  the  doae  of  hit  ipeeA  Iho 
noble  Lord  contradicted  the  fandaoMOlil 
proposition  with  which  he  set  oaL  TIm 
noble  Lord*s  argument  rested  opoo  the 
proposition,  that  this  measure  would  cre- 
ate a  transit  trade  from  America  thitMigh 
the  province  of  Canada — chat  its  ol^ect 
was  to  encourage  and  force,  by  bounty,  a 
transit  trade  through  Canada,  bat  the 
noble  liord  went  on  to  argue  that  thm 
expease  was  so  great  that  it  would  be  vaia 
to  attempt  the  creation  of  such  a  tiaaaii 
trade,  and  towards  the  end  of  his  speecb, 
in  summing  up  his  oligectioos  to  the  nea- 
sure,  the  noble  Lord  said  that  it  woald 
destroy  the  beneficial  intercourse  betweea 
Canada  and  the  United  States,  and  patvi 
end  to  that  trade  (the  transit  trade)  which 
was  so  beneficial  to  both.  These  arga* 
ments  were  utterly  contradictory  of 
other,  but  he  (Mr.  Gladstone)  was 
vinced  that  neither  of  them  was  traau 
The  measure  would  not  put  an  end  to  tha 
transit  trade — it  would  have  no  senaihla 
effect  upon  it  whatever,  and  its  object  was 
not  and  its  efi*ect  could  not  be  to  stimulala 
a  transit  trade.  The  noble  Lord  was  hia- 
self  open  to  the  objection  he  had  hionelf 
made.  His  object  was  to  refuse  asaeai  lo 
tlie  colonial  act  imposing  a  duty  of  St. 
What  would  be  the  eflect  if  that  act  weia 
annulled,  and  an  act  passed  at  booM 
imposing  a  fixed  duty  of  5s.  on  all  eora 
imported  from  Canaida?  If  that  weia 
done,  then  we  should  be  giving  a  bonus  of 
3s.,  on  the  noble  Lord's  shewing,  oa 
drawing  American  corn  from  its  natural 
and  its  cheapest  channel  through  the 
channel  of  the  St.  Lawrence.  The  hoa. 
Member  for  Wolverhampton  had  said,  aad 
with  truth,  that  there  was  the  grealeal 
jealousy  in  the  United  States  upon  tha 
subject  of  any  effort  that  might  be  mada 
by  the  country  to  establish  a  colonial 
depot  close  to  the  border  of  the  Uoilad 
States  to  draw  the  produce  of  the  United 
States  into  the  depot,  by  offering  advaa- 
tages  in  the  shape  of  a  reduced  dnty^aod 
thus  to  bring  it  under  the  efiiect  of  British 
navigation,  and  thereby  defeat  the  recipro- 
city treaty  between  this  country  and  tba 
United  States,  as  to  the  terms  agreed 
upon  to  regulate  the  carrying  trade.  If 
they  reduced  the  duty  on  Canadian  com 
to  l5.,  without  imposing  any  duty  upoa 
the  import  of  com  from  the  United 
States  into  Canada,  they  should,  as  the 
hon.  Member  for  Wolverhamptoa  htd 
stated,  excite  a  hostile  feeling  on   tha 
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part  of  the  shipowners  of  America,  and 
lead  to  fresh  complaints  from  that  country 
on  a  subject  which  had  already  given  rise 
to  innumerable  complaints,  and  been  mads 
the  subject  of  representation  in  documents 
of  no  less  importance  than  the  reports  of 
the  committees  of  Congress.  There  was 
also  another  distinct  objection  to  which 
such  a  measure  was  liable,  inasmuch  as 
the  intimation  of  a  design  on  the  pan  of 
the  Government  to  reduce  the  duty  on 
corn  brought  from  Canada  had  already 
given  rise  to  some  speculation  and  excite- 
ment in  foreign  countries,  and  intimations 
had  been  thrown  out  that  if  Parliament 
should  adopt  measures  to  grant  privileges 
to  the  corn  of  America  which  it  did  not 
grant  to  the  com  of  other  countries,  such 
a  course  would  be  a  justification  for  the 
imposition  of  new  and  increased  duties  on 
the  import  of  British  productions  into  the 
countries  of  Europe.  It  was  not  the  ob- 
ject of  this  measure  to  force  a  transit 
trade  between  America  and  Canada,  nor 
to  offer  an  increased  inducement  for  it, 
and  it  would  be  most  grossly  unjust  to  the 
inhabitants  of  other  countries  if^  under 
the  semblance  of  giving  a  boon  to  a  colo- 
nial population,  the  Government  were  to 
depart  from  the  spirit  of  its  treaty  with  a 
friendly  country  now  in  alliance  with  this 
country.  The  bon.  Member  for  Dorset- 
shire objected  to  the  measure,  on  the 
ground  of  supposed  ill  effects  on  the  agri- 
culture of  this  country.  It  was  said  there 
were  great  discrepancies  in  the  statements 
which  had  been  made  as  to  the  probable 
expense  of  bringing  Canada  corn  into  this 
country.  Such  was,  no  doubt,  the  case ; 
but  taking  the  lowest  estimate,  it  was  clear 
that  corn  could  not  be  taken  to  Montreal 
for  less  than  8s.  or  10^.,  nor  imported 
from  Montreal  to  this  country  for  less 
than  \2s,  or  14s.,  which  amount  would 
give  an  immense  advantage  to  the  pro- 
ducers in  this  country  over  the  colonial 
importer.  The  hon.  Member  for  Somer- 
setshire had  read  some  papers  respecting 
the  recent  importation  of  corn  from  Ca- 
nada.  Now  he  would  beg  to  state  to  the 
House  these  facts  '.—Taking  the  four  first 
months  of  this  year,  as  compared  with  the 
four  first  months  of  the  two  preceding 
years,  the  fall  in  prices  would  be  found  to 
have  produced  a  remarkable  effect.  In 
the  four  first  months  of  1841,  there  were 
imported  into  this  country  33,900  quar- 
ters;  in  the  four  first  months  of  1842, 
35^000  quarters;  both  of  which  years 


were  years  of  high  prices — while,  ip  the 
four  first  months  of  1843,  a  year  of  low 
prices,  there  were  imported  only  14,900 
quarters.  Then  again  the  entries  for  home 
consumption  were,  in  the  period  he  had 
stated,  in  1841,  42,800  quarters.;  in 
1842,  51,000  quarters;  and  in  1843  they 
decreased  to  23,400  quarters ;  so  that  it 
was  clear  that  a  somewhat  high  standard 
of  price  was  necessary  to  maintain  the 
present  trade  between  this  country  and 
Canada.  The  hon.  Member  for  Rutland 
asked,  why  alter  the  Corn-laws,  at  a  time 
when  prices  were  so  depressed  as  at  the 
present  period ;  and  it  was  said,  further, 
than  if  there  were  such  a  chance  of  a  re« 
turn  of  high  prices,  there  ought  not  to  be 
so  much  reason  to  complain  of  a  measure 
which  went  to  enlarge  the  sources  of  sup* 
ply.  It  was  true  that  prices  were  now 
low,  but  it  was  impossible  to  guarantee  the 
continuance  of  low  prices.  Because  there 
had  been  four  or  five  yeas  of  high  prices, 
now  followed  by  five  or  six  months  of  low 
prices,  it  did  not  follow  that  we  were  to 
have  these  five  or  six  months  of  low  prices 
extended  to  four  or  five  years.  It  appeared 
to  him  that  the  wisdom  of  Parliament, 
considering  the  increase  of  populatiooy 
woula  be  best  shown  by  assenting  to  a 
bill  like  this,  which  gave  a  promise  of 
encouraging  the  most  desirable  mode  of  a 
supply  of  corn  for  this  country  at  those 
periods  when  there  was  the  greatest  need 
of  it  in  our  own  markets.  As  to  the  im- 
portation of  American  flour,  upon  a  strictly 
true  description  of  this  measure,  it  would 
be  found  that  it  left  the  importation  of 
American  corn  ground  into  flour  in  Canada 
much  inthe  same  staleas  at  present.  There 
was  Dot  even  a  reduction  of  1^.  in  the  duty 
as  the  hon.  Member  for  Liskeard  supposed, 
but  the  duty  would  be,  in  fact,  as  high  as 
at  present.  The  only  opposition  which 
he  observed  between  his  noble  Friend 
(Lord  Stanley)  and  the  hon.  Member  for 
Liskeard  was  apparent,  not  real.  The 
only  opposition- between  them  was,  that 
one  said  it  was  a  measure  of  free  trade, 
and  the  other  said  it  was  not  a  measure  of 
free  trade.  Now,  that  might  really  be» 
without  there  being  any  great  difference 
between  them.  It  was  not  a  measure  of 
free  trade,  as  his  noble  Friend  stated,  in 
the  general  sense  of  that  term,  and  it  was 
a  measure  of  free  trade  between  the  mother 
country  and  the  colony.  It  was  a  measare 
of  free  trade  in  respect  to  the  relationa 
between  Canada  and  Eoglaodi  and  it  was 


Catada  {COUMOIIS}  Ofnlam.  MO 

■  Hw  ml  meabt  at  ifiirdiiig  adnnUgi  M 
Upper  Canvla  would  be  lo  pemii  ibc  im- 
potuaioii  of  iu  produce  Tree  of  daFy  inU  lk« 
United  kingdom,  ud  Ihe  opinioB  thai  prmiU 
among  then  certuQlj  reoden  it  a  meuure  U 
thit  monent  of  the  utmcnl  impatlaDce." 

Me  quoted  that  opinion  si  fully  nln 
■Untiating  the  ■IlegaiioD  that  althoii|li 
thia  might  be  a  ntj  tniall  queftioo  with  re- 
fereoce  to  tbi*  cteat  conntry,  lU  immeim 
productiona  aaagiowingdemaDdiyet  it  wm 
a  Tery  cooiiderable  qoeilion  u  renrded 
the  agricultural  intereati  of  Canada,  and 
the  iocreaie  of  ita  productioni,  and  coo- 
tequently  of  the  trade  between  Canada 
and  Great  Britain.  The  hoo.  MemW 
for  Rntlandihire  objected  that  ihe  Go- 
remmcnt  wa*  about  to  apply  s  fited 
duly,  when  a  aliding-icala  had  hilbertb 
prevailed.  But  thetc  wai  a  diSeivnee  of 
amonf  anthoritiM  on  that  aabject. 


not  a  mtaiQre  of  free  trade  u  regarded 
England  and  America.  Aaother  great 
argument  againit  the  propoiition  was, 
(hat  the  qoantiiy  of  com  imported  from 
Canada  would  maleriaKy  affect  the  pricei 
here ;  bat  he  did  not  believe  that  prtcei 
would  e*er  be  aentibly  aSecln]  by  the  Im- 
portatioh  of  com  from  Canada.  There 
men  difference*  of  opinion  whether  (hat 
cblony  grew  enough  for  ita  oKn  coniurap- 
Ifoli.  Thetmn.  Member  for  Bath  main- 
tained Ihtt  it  did  not  groi*  enough  for 
itteir,  and  could  have  none  for  Uporta- 
lion.  That  difference  of  opinion  showed 
that  though  the  quantity  might  be  too  in- 
fignificant  when  eiported,  to  affect  the 
Engliih  market,  it  might  be  of  great  ad- 
vantage to  the  trade  of  Canada  to  be  able 
lo  export  that  quantity.  He  believed  that 
llie  etportaiion  from  Canada  lo  Englatad 
would  give  a  great  itimnlua  to  the  agricul- 
ture of  the  cofony,  extend  the  coditnercial 
relatioal  beiweeu  the  colony  and  Eng- 
land, and  be  ben^Bcial  lo  the  Itade  of 
both  counlriet,  at  the  aame  time  it  could 
hot  eaert  any  injurioii*  efTect  on  the  ptn- 
duclivc  iriduitry  of  the  Eoglisb  agricul- 
turist!. That  wlk  the  kind  of  trade,  In- 
dietiendeht  of  Foreij^u  conntriei,  mutually 
beneficial  lo  two  parts  of  the  >&mc  erttiire, 
which  coiitd  not  be  disturbed  by  liottfle 
tariffs,  which  it  was  pethapi  the  duty  of 
Parliament  to  encourage  more  than  oliier 
trade.  With  respect  lo  the  importation 
of  corn  from  Canada,  be  would  quote  an 
auth'iHiy  not  liable  to  BUBph:ioQ.  Lord 
Rydpnham  said  in  184D,  when  the  colony 
was  not  dissatisfied,  that  he  was  not  in- 
di*)KJted  to  advise  an  alteration  in  the 
dtilirs.  I^rd  Sydenham  was  not  a  Friend 
to  the  colonial  syitem.  He  ^as  hostile  to 
the  system  of  protective  duties,  and  held 
opinions  cttremely  favourable  to  free 
trade.  Lord  I^ydcnham,  however,  holding 
those  opinions  on  the  31st  of  January, 
I  n4 1 ,  wrote  to  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  John 
Rusicil)  then  holding  a  responsible  office 
in  the  Government,  a  despatch,  from 
which  lie  toould  quote  two  short  eatracts. 
In  the  first.  Lord  ?JydenhaiA  said — 

"  There  can  be  no  doubt  of  the  great  effect 
that  would  be  produced  in  these  colonies,  if 
Patliamcnt  could  be  prevailed  upon  to  admit 
the  agricultural  produce  of  the  Canadas  free 
of  duty  M  consumption  in  the  United  King. 

Ani)  Ihen  arier  ckpTeuing  an  opihion 
AgaiAlt  a  protective  daiy  in  Ctnadt  he 
Mat  D0  to  »)  Ui»— 


and  he  would  quale  from  page  46  uf  m 
corrected  apeech  of  Lord  Hoaieagle,  in 
which  hia  Lordship  said — 

"  Those  who  have  Ike  object  of  aicitlBg 
alarm  among  the  agricullaral  intereati  of  ihii 
country,  and  wish  lo  show  how  onsah  it  is  lo 
trust  the  Government,  eiclailn  againit  tta 
dangerous  and  new  schetan  they  kn  hilM- 
ducing,  a*  being  unfttourablc  hi  the  agriial* 
lural  inteiesUfrflhecMnirjr." 

And  thcD,  in  page  42,  the  BoUe  IjoiA 
complains  that  they  aie  about  to  intrathwe 
a  bill,  allowing  American  com  to  cowtt 
into  this  country  subject  to  a  fixed  dst* 
of  3s.  But  singulaiiy  enoagfa,  in  a  aecoM 
portion  of  his  speech,  hi*  Lmdsbtfi  wished 
10  show  that  the  opetatioo  of  «  alMiBg- 
scale  Was  most  irregular  with  respect  is 
the  introduction  of  foreign  com,  and  fel 
order  to  prove  that,  he  nndettook  to  sbOW 
that  when  there  was  a  &ked  duty  the  ta> 
trodoction  of  com  waa  very  tegutat,  and 
he  referred  lo  the  foreign  duty  a*  n 
example  of  the  sliding  scale  and  to  the 
colonial  duty  at  an  example  of  a  find 
duly.  If  then  the  principle  of  the  pK- 
sent  protective  law  wa*  a  filed  duty  «■ 
colonial  corn,  surely  that  was  a  sufliciMt 
answer  to  any  objection  to  the  Goreita- 
ment  on  account  of  their  being  auppewd 
lo  be  introdncing  a  new  prrncipte  into  Um 
law  and  setting  aside  a  graduated  KaA*. 
It  was  pAfectly  Irve,  as  the  noble  Lord 
had  stated,  that  there  wai  a  fixed  del} 
until  1842,  and  moreover  a  fixed  dtty 
of  ihat  peculiar  description  for  which  tin 
noble  Lord  declared  so  strong  a  pieftreeee 
the  nominal  duty  being  .5s.  wbm  ttie  price 
ttU  60j.,  ud  then  lUfiog  to  4d.    B«  in 
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poidt  of  fatt,  whAt  dW  the  qtlEStioh  be- 
tv^en  a  filidirig-scale  of  such  dimenSioDs, 
and  ft  fixed  dkity  iEkmount  to  ?  I'he  objec- 
tioh  to  a  fixed  duty  oh  this  fcide  of  the 
House,  in  the  Sbbse  of  a  protective  argu- 
ment, was  this,  ^'  that  you  canndt  itiain. 
tain  a  fixed  duty  wherl  |)Hc^  afe  high ; 
that  it  th^h  becomi^s  burthfen^oMe  Upon 
the  cobsumer,  atid  th^  agriculturist  lo6es 
the  bebefit  of  the  |)rotectidU  thai  Would 
ife  tkken  AWay  (rbm  him  add  neV^r  re- 
Stbred.''  The  question  therefore,  whether 
therb  should  be  a  fixed  duty  of  4s.  bt  a 
sliding  scale  of  duties  betwikt  55.  and  lir. 
was  altogether  a  minor  question,  and 
devoid  of  practical  importance.  He 
thought  that  a  sufficient  ataswer  to  any 
charge  of  inconsistehcy  Which  wa^  blade 
agdinst  the  Qov^rnfaient  fok*  ddhi^ring  to 
the  sliding  scale,  for  the  purpose  of  prb- 
tecting  Ihe  agrldUltUre  of  England  against 
foreign  competitibh,  and  lidopting  a  fixied 
duty,  when  there  wa$  bo  Ubie&lion  of  Such 
competition.  The  noble  Lord  the  Metb- 
be)r  for  S^underlahd  had  asked  a  question 
about  reciprocity,  Und  had  said,  why 
should  they  reduce  th^  duty  ort  coldnial 
corn  without  makihj?  sure  that  a  f^cibro- 
cal  ireductibh  would  oe  tbadig  ih  thecomhy 
of  the  duty  oh  our  rtianUfactures  ?  The 
answer  to  that  qU^stiob  was,  thdl  the 
colotiial  duties  at  presetit  Were  only  b  per 
c^nt.  on  British  tbanufkctUi-es.  With  re- 
spect to  oui^  owb  colonies,  he  thought  that 
the  proposition  wcti  now  very  gebeKaliy 
acknowledged  that  th^  p^bdUce  bf  thdl;^ 
colonies,  with  certaih  exbe|)libn^,  should 
be  admitted  at  a  noifiiHal  dUty.  The  hon. 
Member  fbr  Rutlaiidshire  objected  thai 
the  bitsent  measure  Would  give  additibiial 
facilities  for  the  addiittatice  of  tdirti  froth 
the  United  States;  but  he  thbught  that 
the  objeetion  on  this  ^core  Wai  hot  suffi- 
ciently supported.  The  hon.  Metbbfer 
admitted  that  this  proposition  would  bbt 
give  any  additional  fabilities  for  the  direct 
transmission  of  corn  from  the  United  States 
but  Would  only  opehtle  in  feipect  to  corn 
ground  in  Canada,  and  ihiperted  thehce  ^s 
flour  into  Mk  country.  NoW,  he  would  ftsk 
hon.  Gehtlehieh  who  vbted  for  the  Gorki- 
bill  of  Idst  year,  and  Whb.  considered  that 
the  question  of  the  Cdrn-idws  i^cis  tettl^d 
by  (hat  measure,  whether  they  Were  pre^ 
parfed  to  disturb  that  settlebient  by  alter- 
ing the  stJtte  of  th^  law  by  which  corn 
groutid  in  CanSda  Was  noW  admitted  into 
this  country.    Fbr  his  part,  he  thought 


Ubsatisfactory  to  the  colbby,  aud  that  bd- 
thihg  could  be  so  disadvantageous  to  the 
comnierce  of  this  couhtry  As  tb  raise  Subtile 
discussions  as  to  how  far  the  foreign  r&# 
Materials  mandfdctul^d  ib  the  cblotiy,  bir 
the  ph)dUce  of  bUe  coUbtrV  ibanUfactured 
by  another,  should  bbadthittled  as  th^prb- 
duce  of  the  roanufactuHng  tidlohy  or  cbhn- 
try.  He  Would  call  upbb  Hob.  Members, 
before  they  demanded  of  Parliament  to 
give  a  decision  upon  this  question,  to  con- 
sider how  far  it  would  anect  our  own  fo- 
reign commercial  relations.  Fbf  instance, 
we  were  exporters  of  flax,  of  the  faltie  df 
10,000,000!.  lb  the  shil^e  bf|ifti8,iABd  Jfet 
of  a  very  small  proportion  of  tkat  amount 
could  it  be  ahown  that  thfi  flax  was  firt- 
tish  produce.  He  Wal  t^pArid  tb  adtbit, 
that  America  would  derive  some  aavab- 
tages  fhnb  Irome  prbmfons  «f  the  nieaduf^ 
bbW  pfojpbS^d,  but  thbS^  advabiiigte  Wefb 
only  «ueh  as  to  eounteraet  to  H  certain 
timn  the  ditttdtHhtSgeS  tl'nd«f  iftal^h  Ihe 
nece^safilj^  lat}pured  from  tiergedgr^philcal 
position;  disadvantages  whichv  as  the  ^ 
pulatidb  of  Atb^rlca  filbV^d  Jl^iar  &tb^  y^ir 
further  to  the  westward,  were  continually 
iridreasibg.  Upon  all  grbUndj^,  he  th'6b|^ht 
it  would  be  UnTklr  towards  Aiberick,  and 
ibex()edient  as  regarded  the  bommetce  of 
this  country,  ai^d  piartitularly  fatdl  to  th6 
sisttletbent  of  the  Cbrn-laW  qUibtion  ef- 
fected la^t  year,  that  the  Governniebl  bt 
this  coubtry  should  |;o  for  the  first  time 
obt  of  its  course  to  declare  that  the  pi^- 
dube  df  cord  gro\^n  in  a  foreign  country, 
but  fffdubd  in  a. British  coloby,^  should  not 
be  adtnitted  as  the  {product  of  that  cdlohy. 
t!e  feit  that  he  had  troubled  thb  tioUs^ 
with  many  points  of  detail  which,  at  this 
time  of  night,  must  prov^  WeariSdbie  Id 
them.  He  did  not  feel  it  necessary  i6 
enter  furthet  at  length  into  the  icnportabt 
general  consideirations  wfaicb  were  ib« 
Volved  in  this  ibe&Sure,  as  he  trusted  that 
tke  able  statement  of  his  noble  Friend  ob 
this  subject  wai  sufficiently  in  the  recol- 
lection bf  all  Who  heahl  him,  to  render 
such  observations  on  his  pvji  aujt'e  unne- 
cessary, ke  hoped,  that  enbbgh  had  beiBti 
stated  to  show  that  Whilst  this  waS  a  biea- 
Sure  of  riets^xatipni  it  was  one  of  safe  re- 


ixatidb ;  that  it  wduld  cdbstitUte,  aS  the 
hdii.  MetAbki  for  Liskeafd  Bad  said,  a 
boon  td  the  people  of  this  cob ntH  in  re« 
Sp^ct  to  tbe  enlargement  of  their  commisf^ 
cial  felattons  and  of  thi^i'r  general  rbSoUl-ces; 
whilst  W,  would  also,  though  tkbit'ed  !b  jex^ 


thtkt  M  this  tiln^  nothibg  Wbold  \^  )bm  tebt,  ptovb  A  boob  te  Cabadtt,  Wtiiiih  had 
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been  desired  there  for  years,  which  was 
particularly  called  for  now,  upon  high  au- 
thority, as  a  measure  of  great  natiooal 
importance ;  and  that  up<in  all  tliese  con- 
siderations it  could  not  but  prove  a  bond 
of  additional  mutual  attachment  between 
that  colony  and  the  mother  country. 

Debate  adjourned. 

House  adjourned  at  one  o'clock. 

HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Monday f  May  22,  1 843. 

MiirVTU.]      Bills.      PMWr.~S*-  Litierty  of  the  Ruin 
(Qufloi**  Beodi) ;  Turnpike  Hoadi  (Irelud).  • 

Reported. — Queen's  Bcndi  OflBoes. 

3**  mod  powd : — Townshend  Peenge. 

Prtmte, — 1'-  Heddcnhim  InckMure ;  Foith  Navigatkm  : 
WaMon-oo-the  Hill  Reetory. 

S*     Todhunter's  Divorce ;   Story*f  Estate ;   Porterfickl's 
Estate. 

Meported. — Northampfeon  and  Peterborough  Railway. 

J*-  and  pasnd:— Watson's  DiTorcc;  FaTernham  Naviga- 
tkm. 
PrrmoxB  PnisiirrBD.  By  LfOrd  Kenyon,  from  Cam- 
bri^geriiire*  and  the  Eari  of  Haniwicke,  from  Rochford, 
against  the  Unk»  of  the  Sees  of  SL  Asap^  and  Bangor. 
—By  the  Earl  of  Clanoarty,  from  several  Unions,  agaimt 
the  Iridi  Poor^law<-~By  Lord  Teynham,  tram  Codur- 
mouth,  and  Uflbulme,  against  the  New  Poor4aw. 

Poor-Law  Ireland).]  The  Earl 
of  Clancarty^  on  presenting  a  peti- 
tion from  the  Board  of  Guardians  of  the 
Ballinasloe  Union,  praying  for  inquiry  into 
the  working  of  the  Poor-law,  said,  This 
petition,  as  well  as  a  similar  one  addressed 
to  the  other  House  of  Parliament  was 
agreed  to,  with  unanimity,  at  a  very  full 
meeting  of  the  Board,  early  in  the  month 
of  March.  1  regret  that,  at  the  present 
advanced  period  of  the  Session,  the  in- 
quiry prayed  for,  and  which  ought  to  have 
preceded  the  introduction  of  a  bill  for  the 
amendment  of  the  Poor-law,  could  not  be 
instituted  without  a  postponement  of  le- 
gislation which  would  be  detrimental  to 
the  country ;  but  earlier  in  the  Session,  it 
was  a  step  that  sound  policy  in  res|)ect  to 
the  Poor. law,  as  well  as  a  due  regard  for 
the  universal  wish  of  the  Irish  people 
should  have  induced  her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment to  propose  to  Parliament,  espe- 
cially after  the  recommendation  to  that 
effect,  which  shortly  before  the  commence- 
ment of  the  Session,  had  been  made  by  a 
namerout  and  influential  meeting  of  Irish 
landed  proprietors,  whose  advice  and  co- 
operation were  respectfully  tendered  to 
Government  in  the  very  alarming  and 
critical  state  of  things  which  the  excite- 
ment and  agitation  against  the  Poor-law 
had  occasiooed.    My  Lords,  I  have  in 


another  place  been  qaoted,  and  rightlyaOp 
by  my  noble  Friend,  the  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland,  as  being  friendly  to  the  Poor« 
law,  and  as  having  testified  to  its  (i^ood 
working  in  the  district  with  which  I  •■ 
connected ;  but  to  some  who  were  present 
upon  that  occasion,  it  appeared  that  my 
having  as  Chairman  of  a  Board  of  Guar- 
dians signed  a  petition  for  enquiry  into  the 
working  of  the  act,  was  cootradictory  of 
the  noble  Lord's  statement.  But  I  trust 
1  shall  not  by  your  Lordships  be  thereibre 
considered  unfriendly  to  that  great  mea- 
sure. The  object  of  the  proposed  inquiry 
was  not  the  repeal,  but  the  improvemeai 
of  the  law«  and  its  belter  adaptation  iii 
some  of  its  details  to  the  circumstaocea  of 
the  country.  If  the  law  was  in  principle  a 
bad  one,  undoubtedly  inquiry  might  and 
ought  to  lead  to  its  repeal ;  but  beUerinif 
as  I  do  that  the  law  is  sound  in  principle, 
the  effect  of  inquiry  could  only  be  to  im- 
prove it  in  detail,  and  to  coociliate  public 
opinion  in  its  favour.  It  is,  my  Lords*  a 
most  just  principle,  in  my  opinion*  that 
the  land  should  be  chargeable,  with  the 
support  of  its  poor,  and  while,  io  the 
workhouse  system,  1  see  the  only  pbo  on 
which  this  principle  can  be  carried  oat, 
either  with  eventual  benefit  to  the  poor 
themselves,  or  with  due  regard  to  the  re* 
sources  of  a  very  poor  country,  I  think  the 
Poor-law  has  laid  the  foundation  of  a  moat 
valuable  improvement  in  the  constitatioa 
of  society  in  Ireland  by  placing  the  admi« 
nistration  of  relief  under  the  superintend* 
once  of  Boards  of  Guardians  chosen  by 
rich  and  poor  to  represent  the  interests  of 
both.  Hereby  individuals  of  different 
classes,  sects,  and  parties,  are  brought  lo 
act  together,  and  made  sensible  that, 
whatever  their  previous  differences,  they 
have  henceforth  one  duty  in  comnon— 
namely,  to  provide  relief  for  the  destitute, 
and  also  one  common  interest  in  the  ge* 
ncral  welfare,  and  the  improvement  of  the 
resources  of  the  country.  But,  my  Lords, 
while  I  view  the  principle  of  the  Poor-law 
thus  favourably,  I  cannot  but  be  aware, 
as  most  of  your  Lordships,  I  am  sure,  are, 
that  very  great  and  general  dissatisfaction 
prevails  with  respect  to  it ;  and  that  if 
that  feeling  is  in  part  the  effect  of  a  80&. 
cessful  agitation  against  the  act  by  those 
who  desire  to  have  it  repealed  ;  it  is  also 
in  part  justified  by  the  faulty  administra* 
tion  of  the  Poor-law  CommissioDecs ; 
while,  with  respect  to  the  act  itself*  it  is 
not  perfect.    Nor  could  it  reasonably  be 
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expected,  that  so  vast,  and,  as  applied  to 
a  country  circumstanced  like  Ireland,  so 
novel  an  experiment  should  be  perfect  at 
once  in  every  particular.  I  accordingly 
suggested  to  my  noble  Friend,  who  did  me 
the  honour  of  inquiring  my  opinion  upon 
the  subject,  no  less  than  eight  different 
heads  of  amendment,  besides  two  colla- 
teral measures,  which  were  and  are  in  my 
opinion  necessary  to  render  the  working 
of  the  law  such  as  it  should  be  ;  but  I,  at 
the  same  time  earnestly  recommended  the 
immediate  appointment  of  a  Parliamentary 
committee  of  inquiry,  through  means  of 
which  misrepresentation  might  be  exposed, 
real  abuses  corrected,  and  the  value  of  the 
various  plans  suggested  for  the  improve- 
ment of  the  law,  and  the  opinions  of  prac 
lical  and  influential  men  respecting  it, 
brought  to  the  test  of  public  examination. 
This  I  am  convinced  was  the  proper  course 
to  have  adopted  with  respect  to  a  measure 
of  such  great  national  importance,  and  lo 
the  success  of  which  public  con6dence  is 
essential.  It  would,  moreover,  have  al- 
layed much  of  that  jealousy  which  is  na- 
turally entertained  towards  the  Poor-law 
Commissioners,  for  the  vigilance  of  Par- 
liament is  the  only  guarantee  to  the  public 
against  the  abuse  of  those  great  powers 
which  are  for  the  present  necessarily  con- 
fided to  them.  I  must,  therefore,  in  lay- 
ing this  petition  before  your  Lordships, 
express  my  regret  that  the  course  recom- 
mended of  inquiry  has  not  been  pursued, 
and  that  legislation,  which  cannot  now  be 
delayed,  will  not  be  as  satisfactory  at  it 
otherwise  might  have  been.  I  have  an- 
other petition  to  present  to  your  lordships 
from  the  clergy  of  the  united  diocess  of 
Clonfert  and  Kilmarduagh.  The  peti- 
tioners pray  to  be  relieved  from  the  undue 
taxation  to  which,  under  the  Poor  Relief 
Act  they  are  at  present  subjected.  They 
do  not  seek  for  exemption  from  their  just 
proportion  of  the  poor-rate,  but  they  com- 
plain,  and  with  good  reason,  that  the  tax 
falls  more  heavily  upon  them  than  upon 
others.  It  may  be  in  the  recollection  of 
your  Lordships,  that  not  many  years  ago, 
an  act  of  Parliament  was  passed,  depriving 
the  Irish  clergy,  in  my  opinion  most  un- 
justly, of  a  fourth  part  of  their  incomes. 
This'fonrth,  my  Lords,  at  present  goes  into 
the  pockets  of  those  who  are,  under  the 
Poor.law^  authorised  to  make  a  further 
deduction  from  the  tithe  rent-charge  of 
the  entire  poundage  of  the  poor  rate. 
The  owneraof  tithe  property  are  thus  made 


to  pay  an  entire  fate  upon  the  actaal 
gross  Value  of  the  tithes,  while  the  ownera 
of  all  other  kinds  of  rateable  property  only 
pay  a  proportion  of  the  rate  upon  an  esti- 
mated net  annual  value.  When  then,  it 
is  considered  how  many  deductions  are 
made  from  the  tithe  rent-charge  before  it 
becomes  available  as  income  to  the  incum- 
bents of  livings,  and  that  the  low  valua- 
tions put  upon  all  other  descriptions  of 
rateable  properly,  necessarily  throws  an 
undue  proportion  of  the  tax  upon  that 
which  is  valued  to  the  last  farthing,  I 
think  it  behoves  your  Lordships,  and  I 
would  especially  beg  the  attention  of  her 
Majesty's  Government  to  the  subject,  to 
devise  a  remedy  for  so  undeniable  a  hard- 
ship.—Petition  laid  on  the  Table. 

Ecclesiastical  Courts.]  The  Bishop 
of  Exeter  rose,  pursuant  to  notice,  to 
present  certain  petitions  relative  to  pro- 
jected reforms  in  the  ecclesiastical  courts. 
The  petitions  were  not  directed  against 
a  bill  which  was  then  before  the  other 
House  of  Pailiament,  but  had  reference  to 
a  subject  on  which  her  Majesty's  Minis- 
ters had  pledged  themselves — namely,  the 
reform  and  regulation  of  the  ecclesiastical 
courts ;  and  the  petitioners  prayed  that 
those  courts  in  the  country  which  bad  a 
right  to  grant  probate  might  be  suffered  to 
remain,  subject  to  such  alterations  as 
might  be  deemed  necessary  to  render  them 
more  efficient.  It  was  not  surprising,  after 
the  sentence  that  had  been  passed  on 
them  by  the  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners 
in  their  report,  that  it  should  be  proposed 
to  remove  these  courts  altogether.  That 
report  was  made  by  very  eminent  men — 
men  eminent  in  every  department  with 
which  they  were  connected.  The  com- 
mission to  which  his  late  Majesty  coq« 
fided  the  duty  of  inquiring  into  the  course 
of  proceeding  in  the  ecclesiastical  courts 
was  composed  of  pious  prelates  of  the 
Church,  most  distinguished  judges,  civil 
and  ecclesiastical  and  distinguished  prac- 
titioners of  the  law  in  the  eccclestasti- 
cal  courts.  That  a  report  made  by 
such  men  should  be  most  able  was  to 
be  expected.  Able  as  that  report  un- 
doubtedly was,  it  treated  different  mat- 
ters connected  with  the  subject  with  a 
very  different  degree  of  attention — not 
always  proportioned  to  their  importance. 
The  commissioners  had  to  consider  the 
extent  of  actaal  jurisdiction  possessed  by 
those  courts,  atid  they  reported  that — 
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''The  ecclesiattical  jurisdiction  compre- 
heods  cauies  of  a  ci^il  and  temporal  nature ; 
some  partaking  both  of  a  spiritual  and  civil 
character ;  and,  lastly,  some  purely  spiritual. 
In  the  first  class  are  testamentary  causes,  ma- 
trimonial causes  for  separation,  and  for  nullity 
of  marriage,  which  are  purely  questions  of 
civil  right  between  individuals  in  their  lay 
character,  and  are   neither  spiritnal  nor  af-  I 


fecting  the  Church  establishment.  The  second 
class  comprises  causes  of  a  mixed  description, 
as  suits  for  tithes,  church-rates,  seats,  and  fa- 
culties.   The  third  class  includes  church  dis- 
cipline  and  the  correction  of  offences  of  a  ', 
spiritual  kind.    They  are  proceeded  upon  in  : 
the  way  of  criminal  suits  jyro  sabUe  avmey  and  ; 
for  the  lawful  correction  of  manners,*' 

The  report  extended  to  between  seventy 
and  eighty  pages,  and  only  the  third  part 
of  one  solitary  folio  was    given  to  that 
portion  of  the  subject  which  more  espe- 
cially related  to  the  interests  of  the  Church, 
as  a  church.     Now,  he  would  venture  to 
entreat  her  Majesty's  Government,  and  he 
would,  as  this  was  a  legal  measure,  more 
particularly  address  himself  to  bis  noble 
and  learned  Friend  on  the  Woolsack  with 
respect  to  it- -he  would  venture  to  express 
a  bupe,  that  any  measure  contemplated 
on  this  subject  would  not  be  hastily  pressed 
forward  at  a  time  when  it  was  perfectly 
impossible  for  the  Bishops  to  be  present 
in  their  places  in  Parliament.     He  held 
in  his  band  a  copy  of  a  proposed  bill  on 
this  subject,  which  had  been  sent  to  him 
by  a  high  lesal  authority  before  the  Par* 
liaroent  bad  met,  and  it  was  then  an- 
nounced,   that    some   certain    measures 
would  be  brought  before  their  Lordships* 
House  in  this  Session  with  reference  to 
the  ecclesiastical  couru.    Thej  had  now, 
however,  arrived  at  the  end  of  May,  and 
no  such  measure  had  been  brought  before 
them.     He  understood,  however,  that  a 
bill  on  this  subject  had  been  read  a  second 
time  in  the  other  House  of  Parliament, 
but  he  did  not  see,  nor  could  he  judge 
from  any  notice  given,  that  there  was  an 
intention  to  carry  it  speedily  through  that 
House.      That    bill    consisted    of   140 
clauses,  and  very  great  difference  of  opin- 
ion existed  with  respect  to  the  various 
provisions  of  the  measure.    How,  then, 
after  it  had  been  fully  discussed  in  the 
House  of  Commons,  the  bill  was  likely  to 
be  carried  upinto  heir  Lordships'  House, 
in  any  reasonable  time  for  due  and  proper 
deliberation,  for  calm  and  patient  con- 
sideratioDy  such  as  the  importance  of  the 
subject  demanded,  he  was  utterly  at  a  loss 


to  conceive.    It  could  not  be  expeeled 
in  that  House  in  proper  time  to  give  their 
Lordships  a  fair  opportunity  of  bestowin|p 
on  such  a  measure  that  attentive  con- 
sideratioD  which  its  important  nature  de. 
manded.    He  had  said  enough,  he  thought« 
to  justify  him  in  earnestly  entreatiBg  bar 
Majesty's  Governsseni  not  to  allow  anch 
a  measure  to  be  carried  forward  at  a  lime 
when  the  riglit  rev.  Prelates  could  not  bft 
present  to  discuss  its  merits.    A  meaanrtt 
on  this  subject  was  not  likely  to  be  una- 
nimously  agreed  to ;  and,  looking  at  the 
various  interests  that  were  connected  with 
it,  he  thought  it  was  imposaible  so  to  eom- 
press  them  within  the  compass  of  one  bill 
as  to  command  unanimity.     When  bn 
considered  the    misrepresentation  which 
prevailed  on  this  question  with  reference 
to  very  grave  matters,  he  felt  the  necessity 
of  proceeding  with  the  utmost  cantioo. 
Much  that  was  proposed  was  founded  on 
nothing  less  than  misrepresentation.    The 
intended  bill  did,  in  truth,  rest  on  what 
he  would  not  call  false  pretension  s«^no } 
he  did  not  suppose  that  there  was  any  in* 
tention  to  deceive.    He  freely  exonerated 
all  those  who  were  connected  with  it  fron 
any  intention  to  deceive,  and  yet  it  wee 
extraordinary. 

The  Earl  of  RadnQv  rose  to  order.  The 
right  rev.  Prelate,  in  presenting  a  petition, 
was  proceeding  to  animadvert  on  n  billt 
which  was  not  before  the  House.  If  he 
understood  the  right  rev.  Prelate  righlly, 
he  had  commenced  by  enying  Ihnt  the 
petitions  which  he  was  about  to  pmeent, 
were  not  against  a  certain  bill,  though 
they  had  relation  to  the  enbjeot  of  ihel 
bill ;  but  now  the  right  rtv.  Preiaie  wee 
aotually  proceeding  to  discnss  that  very 
measure. 

The  Bishop  of  £x$i€r:  I  pledge  my* 
self  that  I  am  not  discussing  tne  meeauie 
to  which  the  noble  Earl  refers.  The 
paper  I  hold  in  my  hand  is  not  the  bill  to 
which  allusion  hu  been  made.  It  is  not 
the  same^  and  1  submit  that  in  referring  le 
it  I  am  not  out  of  order. 

The  Earl  of  Radnor:  I  did  not  any, 
that  the  right  rev.  Prelate  had  the  bill  in 
his  hand.  I  sUted,  that  he  was,  aa  it 
appeared  to  me,  animadverting  on  n  hill^ 
which  is  now  pending  elsewhere. 

The  Bishop  of  ExeUr  said,  he  wee 
aboQt  to  state  the  provisions  of  a  meaaeie 
which  had  been  sent  to  him,  and  he  he* 
lieved  to  every  Bishop,  embodying  the 
intentions  of  her  Majesty's  Gevernosent  om 
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the  subject  of  the  ecclesiastical  courts. 
He  believed  that  he  was  not  out  of  order 
in  referring  to  the  contents  of  that  paper, 
and  making  such  remarks  on  it  as  he 
might  think  necessary.  He  did  not  mean 
to  go  into  the  whole  question,  his  object 
being  merely  to  entreat  her  Majesty's 
Government  not  to  force  such  a  bill 
through  Parliament  this  Session.  The 
bill  contained  what  amounted  to  a  tup- 
pressio  vert,  and  led  to  a  false  conclusion 
being  drawn  ;  it  led  to  the  belief  that  the 
Ecclesiastical  Commissioners  had  recom- 
mended a  transference  of  jurisdiction  in 
testamentary  and  matrimonial  matters  from 
the  ecclesiastical  to  lay  courts.  He  ap- 
pealed to  the  recollection  of  those  right 
rev.  Prelates  and  noble  Lords  present, 
who  had  formed  a  part  of  the  Ecclesiastic 
cal  Commission,  if  they  had  ever  recom- 
mended anything  so  vague  as  the  trans- 
ference of  the  ecclesiastical  jurisdiction 
elsewhere,  even  in  testamentary  and  mat- 
rimonial matters.  He  most  cordially 
assented,  that  such  matters  as  these  might 
be  properly  transferred  to  a  civil  court ; 
but  the  recommendation  of  his  right  rev. 
Friends  near  him  had  been  that  the  juris- 
diction on  these  matters  should  be  referred 
to  the  two  provincial  courts;  and  their 
Lordships  would  permit  him  to  remind 
them  that  these  courts  were  ecclesiastical 
courts.  The  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners 
recommended  that  all  matters  testamentary 
and  matrimonial,  should  be  transferred 
from  the  diocesan  to  the  provincial  courts. 

The  Lord  Chancellor  i  I  understand 
that  the  bill  before  the  other  House  of 
Parliament  differs  from  the  paper  in  the 
right  rev.  Prelate's  hands.  I  understand, 
that  the  right  rev.  Prelate  is  now  com- 
menting on  a  bill  in  his  hands  which  does 
not  correspond  with  the  report  of  the 
Ecclesiastical  Commissioners.  At  the 
same  time,  the  right  rev.  Prelate  tells  us, 
that  the  bill  in  bis  hands  does  not  cor- 
respond with  the  bill  before  the  other 
House  of  Parliament.  I  submit  to  the 
right  rev.  Prelate  that  under  these  circum- 
stances it  is  a  mere  waste  of  time  to  go 
on.  If  the  right  rev.  Prelate  says,  that 
there  is  a  bill  in  the  other  House  of  Par- 
liament, and  that  these  particular  clauses 
upon  which  he  is  commenting,  correspond 
with  clauses  in  the  bill  in  the  other  House 
of  Parliament,  that  is  another  question. 
I  ask  whether  they  do  correspond  ? 

The  Bishop  of  Exeter  continued :  The 
noble  and  learned  Lord  on  the  Woolsack 


has  said,  that  I  have  made  a  declaration 
with  respect  to  a  bill  in  the  other  House 
of  Parliament. 

The  Lord  Chancellor:  No;  I  did  not 
say  that  at  all.  I  said  the  right  rev. 
Prelate  is  comparing  with  the  report  of 
the  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners'  a  paper 
which  he  holds  in  his  hands,  and  which 
he  condemns*  and  at  the  same  time,  be 
says,  that  it  does  not  correspond  with  the 
bill  before  the  other  House  of  Parliament. 
I  ask,  therefore,  what  is  the  use  of  discus- 
sing that  paper,  unless  the  right  rev.  Pre- 
late will  take  on  himself  to  say  that  it 
corresponds  with  the  bill  in  the  other 
House  of  Parliament  ? 

The  Bishop  of  Exeter :  I  jdo  undertake 
to  say,  that  it  corresponds  with  that  bill. 

The  Lord  Chancellor:  Then  I  under* 
stand  my  right  rev.  Friend  is  as  irregular 
as  possible  in  discussing  the  clauses  of  a 
bill  before  the  other  House  of  Parliamenti 
and  not  before  this  House. 

The  Bishop  of  Exeter:  The  noble  and 
learned  Lord  has  not  said,  that  I  am  de- 
parting from  the  orders  of  the  House  in 
saying  that  the  paper  I  hold  in  my  haod^ 
is  a  bill  to  be  brought  into  Parliament  by 
her  Majesty's  Government  at  some  time 
or  other. 

The  Lord  Chancellor :  I  hope  the  right 
rev.  Prelate  won't  understand  me  to  ex- 
press myself  in  any  way  disrespectfully 
when  I  say  it  is  an  idle  waste  of  time  to 
discuss  a  paper  which  does  not  correspond 
with  the  bill  in  the  other  House  of  Parlia* 
menty  and  if  it  does  correspond  with  thai 
bill,  then  the  discussion  is  irregular. 

Lord  Kenyon  said,  his  noble  and  learned 
Friend  on  the  Woolsack  bad  interrupted 
the  right  rev.  Prelate  in  a  manner  which 
was  quite  out  of  order.  He  had  suggested 
to  the  right  rev.  Prelate,  that  the  course 
he  was  pursuing  was  not  out  of  order,  but 
inexpedient.  Now,  the  right  rev.  Prelate 
ought  himself  to  be  considered  as  the  best 
judge  of  the  way  in  which  he  would  dis« 
cuss  the  question,  and  all  who  had  heard 
the  right  rev.  Prelate  address  the  House 
would  agree  with  bim  (Lord  Kenyon)  in 
thinking  that  there  were  few  men  who 
knew  better  how  to  conduct  an  argument 
than  the  right  rev.  Prelate  ;  and  with  re- 
spect to  order*  be  (Lord  Kenyon)  thought 
him  completely  within  the  rules  of  the 
House. 

The  Lord  Chancellor  begged  to  say, 
that  be  was  perfectly  in  order,  because  ha 
bad  ftsked  woether  or  not  tbe  clauses  of 
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the  bill  which  the  right  re?.  Prelate  held 
in  his  hand,  did  correfpond  with  the  bill 
in  the  other  House  of  Parliament,  and  the 
right  rev.  Prelate  admitted  that  they  did  ; 
and  to  discuss  the  clauses  of  a  bill  on  the 
Table  of  |he  other  House  of  Parliament 
through  the  medium  of  a  copy  which  the 
right  rev.  Prelate  held  in  his  hands  was 
most  irregular,  and  nut  of  order.  With 
all  deference  to  the  noble  Lord,  he  was 
perfectly  in  order  in  the  course  which  he 
had  pursued. 

The  Earl  of  IVicklow  thought  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord,  by  putting  such  a  ques- 
tion, had  been  out  of  order.  The  noble 
and  learned  Ix>rd  had  no  right  to  put  that 
question  to  the  right  rev.  Prelate.  The 
right  rev.  Prelate  appeared  to  him  (the 
Earl  of  Wicklow)  to  be  perfi  ctly  in  order 
in  the  whole  course  which  he  had  taken  ; 
he  had  begun  by  piesenting  a  petition, 
and  had  not  referred  to  any  bill  in  the 
other  House  of  Parliament,  and  he  had  a 
perfect  right  in  presenting  a  petition  to 
make  use  of  what  argument  he  pleased. 

The  Marquess  of  Lansdowne  said,  the 
noble  I^rd  on  the  Woolsack  had  a  perfect 
right  to  ascertain  whether  the  right  rev. 
Prelate  was  in  order  or  not,  and  on  find- 
ing how  the  right  rev.  Prelate  had  an- 
swered the  question  put  lo  him,  every 
noble  I/>rd  had  a  right  to  call  him  to 
order.  It  was  a  matter  of  judgment  whe- 
ther or  not  it  was  fitting  to  discuss  the 
clauses  in  the  paper  the  right  rev.  Prelate 
held  in  his  hand ;  and  as  to  the  suggestion 
that  it  was  wasting  the  time  of  the  House 
— that  was  not  at  all,  he  was  sorry  to  say, 
out  of  order. 

The  Lord  dtancellor  said,  the  question 
he  had  put,  relative  to  wasting  the  time  of 
the  House,  required  explanation.  The 
time  of  the  House  was  never  wasted.  But 
the  fact  was,  the  right  rev.  Prelate  was 
such  a  master  of  language,  that  he  was 
certain,  that  the  difficulty  which  the  right 
rev.  Prelate  had  in  expressing  himself 
arose  from  his  endeavouring  to  avoid 
alluding  to  a  bill  in  the  other  House 
of  Parliament.  He  would  put  it  to  the 
right  rev.  Prelate's  candour  whether  it 
were  right  to  attempt  to  do  indirectly 
that  which  he  could  not  do  directly. 

The  Bishop  of  Exeter  would  endeavour 
to  address  their  Lordships  in  a  somewhat 
belter  way.  He  had  said  that  he  was  al- 
luding to  a  bill  not  in  the  other  House  of 
Parliament,  but  to  the  copy  of  a  bill  sent 
to  him  Mote  the  commencement  of  the 


present  Session.  The  noble  and  leamtd 
I^rd  had  put  it  to  hu  candour  not  to  al- 
lude to  a  bill  before  the  other  House  of 
Parliament.  He  felt  bound  to  do  hia 
duty,  and  to  impress  on  their  Lordships 
the  necessity  that  no  such  bill  at  that  a 
copy  of  which  be  had  received  before  the 
present  Session  of  Parliament  should  be 
pressed  on  that  House  at  a  time  when  hb 
right  rev.  Friends  near  him  could  not  be 
present.  He  would  in  his  turn,  appeal  to 
the  candour  of  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  on  the  Woolsack,  and  ask  him,  aa 
one  of  the  Members  of  her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment,  if  it  were  right  to  *stop  him  by 
asking  a  question  in  order  to  put  him  out 
of  order,  whilst  he  availed  himself  of  a 
communication  made  to  him  before  the 
Session  of  Pailiament  commenced  to  warn 
their  lordships  against  the  injustice  and 
unreasonableness  of  preuing  such  a  mea- 
sure through  Parliament  at  a  time  when 
the  bishops  could  not  be  present — a  mea- 
sure which,  whatever  the  character  of  the 
bill  elsewhere,  professed  to  deal  with  the 
whole  s^fstem  of  the  established  Chureh, 
and  with  its  most  sacred  rightsatacbaidi 
considered  purely  as  a  church  ?  Waa  it 
then  to  be  endured  that  a  measure  of  thb 
enormous  length,  running  to  140  claoies, 
should  be  brought  to  that  House  io  the 
month  of  July,  for  earlier  it  cooM  not 
reach  them  ?  He  appealed  to  the  nohle 
and  learned  Lord's  candour  whether  this 
was  tolerable. 

The  Lord  Chancellor  said,  as  the  bill 
at  present  stood  it  was  in  the  other  Houae 
of  Parliament.  It  was  impossible  for  hIa 
to  say  at  what  time  it  would  come  lo 
their  Lordships'  House,  if  it  came  at  a 
period  of  the  Session  when  it  was  impoa- 
sible  to  pass  it,  because  those  who  were 
interested  in  its  passing  were  necessarily 
absent  in  the  performance  of  other  da» 
ties,  he,  for  one,  should  not  accede  to 
its  passing.  He  should  act  inconsistently 
to  the  opinions  which  he  had  eipressed, 
and  to  the  course  which  he  had  pursaed 
on  former  occasions  if  he  did ;  for  he  had 
submitted  this  argument  as  a  reason  for  not 
entertaining  bills  when  brought  up  to  thai 
House  at  a  late  period  of  the  Session,  and 
he  should  apply  precisely  the  same  mle 
now.  He  hoped  that  that  eiplanatioa 
would  be  satisfactory  to  the  right  rev. 
Prelate. 

The  Bishop  of  Exet^ :  Most  entirdy. 
He  understood  that  the  bill  was  not  to  be 
pressed   through    the   Parliament  if  the 
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sage  bom  the  CioirD.  Ibe  House  hud  taken 
upon  itself  to  deal  with  the  question  of  the 
mcceBsion  to  a  peerage,  wbicfa  ought  to 
have  been  decided  by  the  Uronn,  on  the 
advice  of  its  ]a,w  officers  and  the  aid  of  this 
House,  a  few  years  hence;  and  though  this 
bill  should  become  the  law  of  the  land  the 
Crown  would  still  be  left  in  this  position 
— namely,  to  deal  with  the  fourth  son 
(who  is  not  included  in  tlie  provisions  of 
the  bill),  in  the  same  manner  as  the  bill 
proposed  to  deal  with  the  first  and  other 
sons.  Therefore,  in  the  end,  the  measure 
would  not  relieve  the  Crown  from  the 
difficulties  of  the  case,  while  it  made  a 
most  gratuitous  invasion  of  the  law  and 
constitution  of  the  realm.  But  apart 
from  the  question  of  succession  to  the 
peerage,  he  begged  to  ask,  was  it  Hght  to 
set  this  first  example  of  dealine  with  the 
rights  of  property  in  the  mode  the  bill 
under  discussion  did  with  estates  which 
might  hereafter  form  the  subject-matter  of 
litigation.  The  ground  upon  which  alone 
the  noble  and  learned  Lord  who  fadd  taken 
charge  of  the  bill,  and  those  who  supported 
him,  ventured  to  call  for  this  very  extraor- 
dinary remedy  was  the  existence  of  a  pre- 
sent grievance.  Now  what  was  the  pre- 
sent grievance?  What  was  the  present 
wrong  affecting  the  party  legitimately  en- 
titled to  the  succession  ?  It  was  alleged  in 
general  terms  that  the  parlies  declared  by 
the  bill  to  be  illegitimate  were  assuming 
the  privileges  which  appertained  to  the 
sons  of  a  Peer;  and  one  argument  which  a 
noble  and  learned  Lord  had  used  was,  that 
one  of  these  illegitimate  persons  stood,  and 
still  claimed  to  stand,  near  the  Throne  of 
this  House  as  the  son  of  a  Peer.  Now, 
though  there  was  no  precedent  for  such  a 
measure  as  that  now  before  their  Lord- 
ships, there  was  a  precedent  which  went 
to  the  point  urged  by  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  to  whom  he  referred.  A  claim  had 
i>een  made  on  a  former  occasion  to  stand 
near  the  Throne,  and  that  claim  was 
brought  under  the  consideration  of  the 
House,  and  the  conclusion  at  which  the 
House  arrived  was,  that  it  was  not  such  a 
claim  as  to  justify  its  interference.  The 
precedent,  therefore,  as  far  as  it  went,  was 
against  the  argument  urged  by  his  noble 
an<l  learned  Friend.  If  it  were  proper 
that  the  House  should  interfere,  he  con- 
tended its  interference  ought  to  have  had 
its  origin  in  a  message  from  the  Crown,  in 
the  same  manner  as  their  Lordships  were 
frequently  called  upon  to  advise  the  Crown 
questiwiB  as  to  the  right  of  BucceaioD, 
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bishops  were  unable  to  atteod?  If  bis 
understanding  of  the  noble  Lord's  mean* 
ing  were  correct,  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  would  have  done  more  to  save  tbeir 
Lordships'  lime  by  stating  as  much  in  the 
first  instance  than  b;p  other  observations. 

The  Lord  Chancellor  said,  he  bad  been 
taken  by  surprise  by  the  questions  of  the 
right  rev.  Prelate.  If  the  right  rev.  Pre- 
late would  allow  him  to  make  an  inquiry 
with  rrspect  to  the  stage  of  the  bill  in  the 
other  House  and  when  it  would  be  proba- 
ble  that  it  would  be  brought  to  that 
House,  and  if  the  right  rev.  Prelate  would 
inform  him  when  the  right  rev.  Prelates 
were  likely  to  be  absent,  when  he  had  as- 
certained these  facts,  if  he  found  that  the 
bill  could  not  be  brought  up  lo  that  House 
with  lime  lo  be  fairly  discuHed,  be  should 
recommend  the  other  Members  of  the  Go- 
vernment not  10  press  it  forward  this  Ses- 
sion. 

The  Bishop  of  Exeter  said,  after  that 
explanation,  he  should  be  ashamed  to 
press  the  discussion  one  moment  funher. 
He  had  gained  the  assurance  of  the  high- 
est authority  that  this  bill  should  not  be 
pressed  through  Parliament  when  the 
bishops  were  abseot. 

The  Bishop  of  Lincoln  said,  after  the 
personal  appeal  which  h^id  been  made  to 
him  as  one  of  the  Ecclesiastical  Commis- 
■ioners  »bo  had  signed  the  report,  he 
beg;;ed  to  say,  that  the  question  of  the 
transferor  matters  testamentary  and  ma- 
trimonial to  a  purely  lay  tribunal,  had 
never  been  proposed  to  him  on  that  com- 
minsion  ;  and  such  a  transfer  of  the  eccle- 
siastical jurisdiction  had  never  been  con- 
templated for  a  Dioment.  The  commis- 
sioners bad  merely  recommended  that  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  diocesan  courts  should 
be  transferred  to  the  pruvinciol  courts, 
which,  as  his  right  rev.  Friend  had  stated, 
were  ecclesiailical  courts. 

Petition  withdrawn. 

The  Towsshend  Peerage.]  Lord 
Brougham  moved  the  third  reading  of  the 
Townshend  Peerage  Bill. 

The  Fail  of  Dciion  had  abstained  from 
taking  any  part  in  the  discussion  of  the 
amendments  which  had  been  made  in  the 
bill,  but  now  that  the  measure  was  in  a 
perfect  and  complete  state  he  wished  to 
make  one  or  two  ubservatioas  ujwn  it.  He 
thought,  in  the  first  place,  this  measure 
was  an  improper  inlerfereoce  with  the  pre- 
rogative of  the  Crown.     Without  a  mes- 
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when  a  peeraee  iras  racant,  as,  probtbly, 
but  for  this  Dill,  they  might  have  been 
called  OD  Tor  advice  with  reference  to  this 
very  family.  It  was  Dot  necessary  for  him 
to  point  nut  the  remedy  which  might  in 
this  instaDce  hare  been  obtained ;  it  was 
sufficient  to  sayt  there  was  not  that  exiat- 
eoce  of  preKnt  wrong  which  called  for 
their  Lordithips'  interference.  But  it  had 
been  said,  tliat  it  was  necessary  to  iiilimt 
this  measure,  in  order  to  perpetuate  the 
evidence.  Why,  there  were  four  or  five 
witocRseslo  every  material  fact,  who  would, 
it)  all  prohahilitv,  be  alive,  or  some  of  them 
at  least,  when  the  <jueBt:on  would  properly 
have  arisen  ;  and  it  was,  to  say  the  Icosl  of 
it,  rather  extraorrlinary,  that  the  bill  does 
not  evsn  allege  any  such  ground  for  this 
proceeding.  But  even  if  it  were  necessary 
to  perpetuate  the  evidence,  he  muat  sny, 
after  reading  the  testimony  adduced,  no- 
thing could  have  been  easier  hy  the  ordi- 
nary mode  of  effecting  that  object.  It  was 
only  in  the  lost  Session  of  Parliament  that 
a  roinmittcc  recommended,  and  the  House 
ndoptcd  a  mode  of  proceeding  by  which  an 
individual  might  render  the  direction  of 
the  Court  of  Chancery  true  evidence,  bear- 
ing upon  a  cniie  like  tlie  present,  preserved 
hy  a  course  of  proceeding  to  which  every 
individual,  not  a  Peer,  must  still  be  cnu' 
tented  to  resort.  And  lie  repeated  that  tfai 
bill  failed  in  the  object  it  professed  to 
at'hicvc.  True,  by  this  bill,  the  Crown 
was  told,  on  the  death  of  the  Marquess 
Townthcnd,  not  to  send  the  writ  of  sum- 
mons to  the  three  eldest  children  born  of 
the  marriage — that  was  of  the  Marchionesi 
Townshenu — because  the  House  inter- 
fered, and  said  they  were  illegitimate;  but 
that  the  writ  might  be  sent  to  the  fourth 
Ron,  Cecil  Mina  Bolivar,  who,  if  he  chose 
to  represent  himself  as  the  legitimate  son, 
and  apply  fur  the  writ,  nould,  in  (he  usual 
ciiiiwi',  go  before  the  Attorney- general  of 
the  (lay,  who  would  investigate  the  <.'ir- 
eumstances,  and  without  any  assistance 
from  this  bill  would  have  to  decide.  And 
if  the  fourth  son  chose  to  claim  the  CKtate^ 
of  the  Townshend  family,  that  question 
would  have  to  bo  tried  by  a  jury  ;  and  it 
woM  not  an  im|)ossible  case  that  a  jury, 
liHiking  at  the  evidence  under  tlie  direc- 
tiiiti  of  one  of  the  judges  of  the  land,  niight 
Clime  to  a  rnntrary  conclusion  to  (hat  at 
which  their  Lurdshigw  had  arrived.  I'niler 
all  these  circumstaiievN  he  still  entertained 
the  strongi-st  objections  to  the  )>ill.  The 
ii|j<i'rvati»n-i  he  had  ninile  were,  howevrr, 
lallirr  to  aaiixTy  hi^  owu  contcieni-c  thau 
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offered  with  a  wish  to  give  the  House  aav 
trouble  by  dividing  upon  a  nieuure  wltiefa 
'  could  not  but  regard  as  a  very  dangnv 
ous  step. 

Lord  Brougham  said,  his  noble  and 
learned  Friend  bad  fallen  into  a  very  mi' 
lerial  error  in  supposing  that  all  (he  wit- 
nesses,  four  or  five  in  number,  wonld 
possibly  be  forthcoming  nhei  the  question 
of  succession  to  the  hoaours  of  the 
Peerage  was  opened.  Two  of  the  most 
important  witnesses  were  very  far  ad- 
vanceil  in  years.  One  of  them,  Mr.  Neri, 
was  a  most  important  witness  ai  to 
non-access ;  and  another  was  bd  old  ladj, 
seventy-one  years  of  age.  Her  evideneo 
might  be  supplied,  but  that  of  Mr.  N«rt 
certainly  could  not. 

Bill  read  a  third  time  and  passed. 

Rules  or  the  QirF.Bv's  Bekch  Pki- 
soN,]  Lord  Cotlenliam  rose  to  move  the 
second  reading  of  a  bill  which  had  be- 
come necessary  in  consequence  of  the 
alterations  which  had  taLea  place  in  the 
law  withrespect  to  prisoners  in  confiDement 
for  debt  in  the  Queen's  Bench,  more  par- 
ticularly those  who  were  now  in  the  eD> 
joyment  of  ihst  permissive  liberty  gru led 
by  the  Marshal  of  the  prison  usually  ealM 
the  Rules  of  the  Queen's  Bench.  It  had 
been  determined  by  the  bill  of  lastSeariw, 
that  prisoners  for  debt  of  all  deacripiioM 
should,  after  the  exjuration  of  a  ceitaiB 
period,  be  compelled  to  come  within  lh« 
walls  of  the  prison.  It  had  been  sioea 
represented  that,  as  those  persons  paid  to 
the  marshal  a  sum  of  money  for  ibat 
privilege  whilst  in  confinement,  they  ooeht 
(o  be  on  that  account,  exempt  tmm  thil 
regulation  of  the  bill  passed  last  Sesrioo. 
The  object  of  the  bill  which  he  now  pn>. 
posed  should  be  read  a  second  time  wn 
to  provide  for  that  case,  and  to  give  iba 
marshal  of  the  Queen's  Bench  Prison  ■ 
power  to  continue,  notwitbitsoding  the 
bill  or  last  year,  the  rules  to  ptisoaen 
during  their  imprisonment  for  the  said 
debt.  It  was  his  intention,  after  moriBf 
that  the  bill  be  reads  second  time,  sboala 
thai  motion  be  succeasrni,  to  move  ihktit 
be  committed,  for  the  purpose  of  negalir- 
inj;  that  motion,  and  passing  on  to  llw 
third  reading  of  the  bill;  as  there  was  ■ 

Iiossibiliiy  ihii  regulation  of  the  act  al- 
iided  10  might  come  into  operation  before 
this  bill  could  receive  the  Royal  Assent. 

Tlii>  /.on/  Ckanctllor  had  no  objeetioa 
10  (he  bill,  provided  he  was  assured  by  hti 
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noble  and  learned  Friend,  that  the  bill 
was  10  fraaied  that  thow  persont  detained 
io  [viton  for  debt,  and  eojajiDg  the  rules, 
i^te  left  in  precUely  the  lame  litualiOB 
with  (aip«ct  to  the  rules  that  thej  were  in 
prior  to  the  pasting  of  the  latt  act  of 
Parliament.  The  privilege  of  ihe  rule* 
had  alwavB  been  granted  subject  lo  the  dis- 
cretion 01  the  [iiaTi>hal,  who  lind  a  power  at 
any  tune  lo  withdraw  the  luki  without  as- 
signing a  reason.  Although  the  reguU> 
tton  respecting  grantiog  the  rulss  might  l>e 
in  man;  instances  reptehensible  and  ab- 
surd, he  could  not  see  any  good  reasons 
wby  thosewhohad  procured  the  rules,  and 
paid  for  them,  should  not  be  suffered  to 
enjoy  (hen. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  notion  for 
committee  negatived,  bill  lo  be  read  a 
ibird  time  on  tbe  follow ing  day. 

Ihvasiom  of  Soindb-1  Tli*  Marquess 
of  Clanricarde  tlwuglit  it  hi>  duty  to 
make  a  rery  fev  obMrrations,  in  asking 
tbe  quest ioDt  V bid)  heineant  to  put  to  her 
Mejeatv's  Miniaters,  in  order  lo  justify 
faioMclf,  and  make  tbe  matter  intelligible 
to  othan.  Their  Lordshipa  would  recol- 
lect tbe  proclainatioD  to  which  be  draw  tbe 
attention  of  their  I^ordsbips  tiro  inantbi 
ago,  and  the  interpretation  be  bad  then 
|)uteB thstprtxdamation.  Hewaatfaentold 
by  tbe  noble  Lorda  in  thur  apeechea,  and 
tbe  rote  of  tfaor  Lordships  was  in  eencur- 
resee  witb  tboee  speedies,  that  be  wM  io 
error,  and  hod  mituoderitrad  that  procl»> 
nwticn.  To  one  part  of  thai  |w«cla)aatloo 
iia  bad  nade  no  objeolioB ;  la  truth,  bft 
cortlially  ooncurrad  in  it,  and  ha  believed, 
ibat  there  was  no  person  in  the  House  or 
nut  of  tbe  House  who  did  not  approre  of 
it.  He  alluiled  to  tbe  atatement  of  the  I 
Goremor-geoeral  of  India  to  the  effect  that 
the  Indian  gorernment  thought  it  waa  not 
its  duly  to  meddle  with  the  ooncema  of 
tbe  neighbouring  states,  that  it  waa  not 
inclined  to  seek  any  acoesaioD  of  territmy, 
and  that  it  possessed  the  strongast  ioclU 
nation  to  prescrre  the  peace  io  India.  But 
he  would  read  tbe  paragraph  i— 

"  Content  with  the  limits  nature  appears  lo 
have  assigned  to  its  erapir*,  the  goveranient 
of  India  will  devote  all  its  efforts  to  the  eslsb- 
lisbment  and  nkaintenanoe  of  gsnerat  peace, 
to  the  protection  of  the  tovsreigns  and  chiefi, 
its  allies,  and  lo  the  proiperiLy  and  happiness 
of  its  own  failliful  subjecis.*' 

And  further — 

"  Eincerely  aiiached  to  peac«i  for  tlie  sake 
of  the  bensHls  it  confers  apon  tbt  people,  lbs 


Governor-general  it  resolved,  that  peace  shall 
be  observed,  and  will  put  forth  the  whole 
power  of  the  British  OovennneDi  to  coerce 
ibe  slate  by  which  it  ihalt  be  infringed." 

Their  Lordships  could  hardly  know  at 
the  time  when  the  Indian  government 
made  these  professions  of  peace,  what 
would  be  the  jiroeeedings  of  the  noble 
Lord  who  had  issued  that  proclamation- 
But  there  arrived  information  in  Eng- 
land in  the  month  of  April,  or  rather 
rumours,  that  an  English  force  bud  en- 
tered Scinde.  It  waa  said,  that  we  had 
made  great  and  increasing  demands  on  the 
Ameers  of  that  country  with  whom  we 
irere  then  at  peace ;  that  our  demands  were 
not  complied  with ,  that  they  were  en. 
furced  by  our  army  :  and  that  in  the  end 
a  battle  bod  been  fought,  the  Ameera  had 
capitulated,  and  their  country  had  been 
taken  possession  of.  Their  Lordshipa 
would  no  doubt  su^^Mae.  that  official  in. 
lelligence  bad  reacbed  this  country  of  tbe 
demands  which  led  to  this  battle,  aod  it 
was  concerning  those  demands  that  he  re- 
quired explauatioB.  The  Ministers,  too, 
he  thought,  must  be  glad  of  w  opportunity 
of  giving  the  public  their  news  wd  their 
explanation  of  the  uansaction,  which,  as  it 
was  at  present  reported  and  described, 
seemed  not  creditaUe  to  the  British  Go- 
vernment of  India.  With  what  fiice,  he 
asked,  could  that  GoHrument,  after  baTioR 
used  aucb  tanpiage  as  that  he  hvl  read, 
ei^age  in  opentioni  in  India  aa  different 
from  the  promiwi  of  tbe  noble  Lord,  the 
Governor-geDeral,  and  described  by  him  aa 
moatdangecotw^  The  principles  laid  down 
in  the  proclamation  differed  so  wideljr  ftoia 
those  tne  noble  Lord  had  act«d  aa — in  the 
ooe  case  professing  a  desire  not  to  enlarge 
the  British  territory  in  India,  and  in  the 
other  case  sending  an  army  Into  Sciode,  and 
making  large  demands,  that  it  seemed  aa 
if  the  noble  Lord,  the  Goveroor-general, 
acted  from  caprice.  He  thought,  therefore, 
that  it  was  most  desirable  to  know  if  the 
Govern or-^oerat  had  written  home  to 
esplsin  bis  policy,  end  to  show  that  hia 
conduct  waa  based  on  just  grounds.  He 
had  no  doubt,  that  the  Governor-general 
had  given  some  explanation  in  wnting  of 
his  proceedings,  Ilie  Grst  Question,  there- 
fore, which  he  wished  to  aak  waa,  whether 
the  GoveTDinent  at  home  had  receivei] 
fmui  the  Governor- general  any  information 
or  intelligence  of  tbe  grounds  on  which  the 
Indian  government  had  made  any  demands 
on  the  Ameera  of  Scinde,  and  had  thought 
neceaary  to  epfivce  them  by  the  ojwratiiHii 
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of  an  army  withiD  their  territory,  accord-  the  Gofemment,  and  therefiwe  he  would  M 

io;;  to  the  intelligence  brought  by  the  last  far  ask  respectiag  the  future,  thou^  ha 

overland  Indian  mail  ?  The  next  question,  admitted  that  it  might  be  difficult  nr  Om 

as  he  under&tuod  the  operations  were  not  Goveroment  to  give  him  an  answer.    !■ 

.yet  over,  at   least   there  were  reports  to  the  notification  he  bad  already  referred  to 

that  elfert,  referred  to  another  part  of  the  there  were  two  paragraphs  which  he  ihoiild 

suliject.  Ill  the  Gazelle  of  the  9th  of  May,  read  : 

there  appeared  a  notification  of  the  Go-  <<  Thus  has  victory  placed  at  the  disponi  af 
vernor-general,  in  which  he  said,  that  he  \  the  British  Government  the  coantry  on  both 

hoped  that banks  of  the  Indus,  from  Sukkar  to  the  atSp 

"  Tl.e  assent  of  the  Ameers  of  Scinde  would  ^»^*'  «»»f  eicepfion  of  such  ponioi»  thmof  as 

have  been  carried  into  full  effecl,  as  ihey  had  "^  *^*«°R  *?  Meer  Ali-Morad  of  Kbyrpoor, 

been  agreed  to  by  their  highnesses  without  a  ^"^  ^°  ^\y  ?^f  ,^^  ^*  t^"**"  "^^  ^l  ^"^ 

recurrence  to  arms."  '''TY'^n^^^u  ^2  **»«l[.«"»*P««J?- 

__  ,1,1  1      i    1        .1        "  It  will  be  the  first  object  of  the  Governor- 

He  would  ask,  then,  what  had  excitod  General  to  use  the  power  victory  his  placed 
our  agent  to  make  the  additional  demands  in  his  hands  in  the  manner  most  conducire  ie 
which  he  had  ventured  to  propose  ?  The  the  freedom  of  trade,  and  to  promote  tlie 
third  question  he  had  to  put  was,  as '  perity  of  the  people  of  Scinde,  so  long 
the  demands  had  not  been  agreed  to  by  governed." 
the  Ameers  of  Scinde,  what  was  the  I  The  Governor-general  then  was  about  !• 
immediate  cause  of  hostility  between  use  the  power  which  victory  had  given  hin 
them  and  our  army?  It  seemed,  that  as  might  be  most  conducive  to  the  Im- 
other  demands  had  been  made  after  the  \  dom  <^  trade,  and  to  the  prosperity  of  the 
Ameers  of  Scinde  had  agreed  to  place  people  who  had  long  been  misgofmiei. 
their  signature  to  a  treaty  conceding  the  j  The  question,  then,  which  he  wiabed  le 
first  demands.  That  led  him  to  put  an-  ask  was,  whether  the  territory  alluded  tm 
other  question,  which  was  suggested  by  |  by  the  Governor- general  of  India  wao  to 
the  information  received,  or  rather  the  be  incorporated  with  the  territorial  poo* 
reports,  or  rumours,  that  were  in  town,  sessions  of  the  British  Govemveat  m 
that  after  the  Ameers  had  conceded  one  de- !  India  ?  That  question  was  auggcatod  Vff 
mand,  and  had  signed  the  treaty,  the  envoy  .  the  paragraphs  he  had  read,  llie  Oo- 
had  produced  greater  demands ;  and  it  was  '  vernor-general  had  decided  that  he  would 
stated,  that  his  further  making  and  en- 1  remedy  the  misgovernmeot  under  wUcb 

the  people  had  hitherto  sufiered.  The 
Governor-general,  too,  by  hit  decfauutiou 
as  t(>  land,  seemed  to  treat  this  temCocf 
ended  in  a  battle,  and  to  dreadful  carnage.  I  as  if  it  were  at  his  dispodtioa.  He  hod 
The  notification  of  the  Governor-general  some  doubts  whether  the  country  would 
stated,  tliat  the  Ameers  of  Scinde  had  com-  be  satisfied  with  the  annexation  of  the 
niitted  a  gross  act  of  treachery.  He  implied,  territory  to  our  possessions  in  India,  lie 
that  they  had  consented  to  sign  a  treaty,    was  not  quite  sure  as  to  the  law,  but  he 


forcing  those  additional  demands  led  them 
to  commit  the  outrage  on  the  person  of  the 
agent,  and  led  to  Uiose  hostilities  which 


and  afterwards  had  attacked  the  envoy  suil- 
deuly,  and  declared  their  hfwtility.  Me 
should  be  glad  to  learn  whether  that  were 
the  cajte.  It  was  impossible  to  say,  but  a 
blight  knowledge  of  human  nature  would 
loud  to  the  suspicion  that  it  could  not  be    vernmciit  at  home.      He  admitted  thaft 

I  •■I  W^      •!  A  .         t    i     >■  *       1    ^        t  .         1*MI*  1.  ■ 


believed  that  it  was  not  in  the  power  of 
the  Governor-general  to  take  upon  hionslf 
to  annex  such  a  considerable  territoey  tm 
our  possessions  without  the  sanction  orthe 
directors  of  the  India  Board  or  the 


as  was  de»'.cril)ed.  If  the  Ameers  wanti.*<i 
to  be  guilty  of  an  art  of  treachery,  they 
would  sc:u:cely  have  adopte<l  such  a  mode, 
but  would  have  attacketl  the  envoy  while  the 
treaty  was  under  discussion,  as  had  l>oeii 
done  in  Affgliaiiistan,  in  the  ca^^e  of  Sir  W. 
M'Naghten.  He  had  hitherto  referred  only 
to  facts,  and  matters  which  had  gtiiie  by,  and 
there  w:is  no  reason  to  supp(»se  that  they 
could  now  ])rcvtiit  the  conse4{uences  ;  but 


there  might  be  a  great  difficulty  in  an- 
swering the  question  ;  still  he  would  lihe 
to  know  if  the  rumour  were  correct.  Hu 
menti(me<l  it  only  as  a  rumour ;  he  had  an 
authority  for  the  statement,  further  thaw 
the  general  source  of  inf<irination  open  tm 
all  their  I^rds]ii|)s;  but  there  wasanuMOr 
that  the  military  operations  were  not  ]feft 
bnmght  to  a  elose ;  and  when  the  GovcnNf^ 
general  talked  of  incorjMirating  Scinde  with 


there  was  another  matter  which  concerned  >  the  territories  of  British  India,  he  was,  ne^ 
the  future,  to  which  he  would  allude.  Me  .  haps>~to  use  a  oanmon  saying — seUfasw 
»up|)osed  that  information  had  been  sent  to  I  the  skin  before  he  had  slain  the  beast,   m 
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ended  in  ttioie  lignalurei  being  affiled  to 
the  ireaty.  That  treaty  was  ligned  on 
February,  the  13lh,  and  then  the  resident 
ngent  went  to  hit  residence  in  the  neigh- 
boucbood  of  Hyderabad.  After  the  treaty 
wai  signed,  namely,  on  the  inorning  of  ihs 
ISrhor  February,  the  agent  and  his  ei- 
cort  were  attacked  by  the  troops  of  the 
Ameers  from  Hyderabad.  He  defeoded 
himself,  with  the  aaiialance  of  his  escort, 
fighting  for  four  hours,  and  then  retired 
to  his  steam-boats  on  the  lodus ;  they 
were  fired  into  and  pursued  up  the  Indus, 
The  consequence  was,  that  Sir  C.  Napier 
moved  forward  for  the  protection  of  the 
residents,  a  battle  ensued,  which  was  vali- 
antly fought  on  the  17th  of  February; 
the  army  of  the  Ameers  was  beaten,  they 
were  captured,  their  cannon  were  taken, 
and  Hyderabad  was  surrendered.  After 
receiving  an  accoimt  of  thene  proceedings 
the  Governor-general  had  issued  the  pro- 
clamation referred  to.  When  all  the  ac- 
counts had  reached  this  country  there 
would  be  no  objection  to  give  the  House 
every  information. 

The  Marquess  of  Clanricarde.  1  did 
Dot  understand  from  the  noble  Duka 
whether  instructions  were  sent  from  home 
to  demand  any  portion  of  the  country  of 
Scinde? 

The  Duke  of  fVeUington :  ,No. 

Subject  at  an  end. 


had  no  doubt,  whetber  an  answer  were 
given  or  not,  that  the  subject  was  im- 
portBDt,  and  it  behoved  their  Lordships  to 
make  the  inquiry.  He  had  not  hesitated 
to  express  his  opinion  on  a  former  occasion 
of  the  acts  which  had  been  done,  and  he 
should  liketo  be  informed  accuratclyof  what 
had  since  been  done.  At  the  same  time,  he 
must  Buy,  that  he  did  not  approve  of  it,  so 
fiu*  as  he  was  euabled  to  form  a  judgment 
by  the  explanations  which  were  before 
the  eoUDtry.  The  public  saw  in  these 
hostilities  an  act  of  aggression,  which  the 
declaration  of  remedying  misgoverument 
and  encuuraging  frude  did  nut  justify, 
but  made  it  only  the  more  re»cm1)le  actit 
of  policy  in  other  times  and  countries  to 
vhicli  £Dgland  had  been  opposed,  and 
which  had  been  generally  condemned  Iiy 
the  public  opinion  of  Eurupe.  Such  was 
his  view  of  the  subject  as  it  was  at 
present  explained.  He  believed  that  the 
country  would  not  approve  of  the  mili- 
tary occupation  of  Scinde ;  for  it  took 
place,  it  should  be  recollected,  at  a  period 
■oon  after  we  had  been  engaged  in  another 
war,  where  we  had  had  to  rely  on  the  for- 
bearance of  the  Ameers.  It  might  be  a 
valuable  poesesaion,  but  it  wuiild  be  pur- 
chased too  dearly  if  we  obtained  it  at  the 
sacrifice  of  our  character  for  integrity,  |:ood 
bith  and  fair  dealing,  which  was  of  the 
greatest  importance  to  our  power  in  all 
parts  of  the  world,  and  particularly  to  the 
preservation  of  our  Indian  empire- 

The  Dnke  of  Wellington  said  it  was 
troly  said  by  ihe  noble  Lord  that  the  Go- 
▼ernment  could  not  answer  a  rumour.  The 
noble  Lord  had  slated  that  there  was 
another  military  affair  QM>,  no] — that 
WM  the  fact.  There  had  been  another 
military  affair,  but  of  the  result  of  that 
military  affair  no  person  in  the  country 
conid  give  any  :iccount  whatever.  There 
might  be  rumours,  but  noble  Lords  could 
not  expect  her  Majesty's  Ministers  would 
notice  ramours.  He  would  slate  facts, 
and  they  would  give  the  noble  Lord  an- 
swers to  the  questions  the  noble  Lord  had 
pot  on  the  subject.  The  noble  Lord  re- 
ferred to  the  proclamation  which  the  Go- 
vernor-general, issued  previously  to  the 
Ia«t  military  affair,  but  of  the  intentions  of 
the  Governor-general  I  know  no  more 
than  the  noble  Lord.  With  respect  to 
the  other  question  put  by  tbe  noble  Lord, 
he  must  say  that  a  proposition  was  made 
to  the  Ameers  of  Scinde  to  alter  the  ei- 
iltiog  treaty.  Ne^tiatiout  followed,  which 


Queen's  Bekck  Offices.]  House  in 
committee  on  the  Queen's  Bench  OfiSces 
Bill. 

Lord  hangdale :  My  Lords :  Before 
the  House  is  put  into  committee  on  this 
bill,  I  lake  the  liberty  of  observing  that  it 
involves  a  principle  to  which  I  have  on  a 
former  occasion  staled  my  objections. 
The  Government  has  no  more  important 
duty,  nor  has  the  country  any  more  im- 
portant interest,  than  lo  piovide  llie  means 
of  administering  justice;  and  it  has  long 
appeared  to  me,  that  in  order  to  the  due 
discharge  of  this  duty,  the  Government 
ought  to  pay  not  only  the  salaries  of  ihe 
judges,  but  also  the  salaries  of  all  the 
ministers  of  justice  and  all  oflicial  ex- 
pences ;  or  in  other  words  that  no  fees 
for  tbe  support  of  the  judicial  establish- 
ment and  of  the  law  offices  ought  to  be 
levied  on  the  suitors  in  particular  causes. 
It  was  on  this  account  that  when  the  Act 
7  William  4th,  and  I  Vict.,  c.  30,  was 
aader  the  coniidetatioD  of  your  Lotddiipt, 
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I  objected  to  the  enactment  which  pro- 1  deprifed  vt  their  offices  mider  the  net; 
f ided  that  certain  salariea,  compentatioDk,  1  nnd  I  mm  mwane  that  there  nre»  unlbnu- 
and  expenses,  were  to  be  paid  by  means  i  natelj*  many  persons  who  think  that  fcts 
of  fees,  and  that  the  surplos  fees  were  to  ;  may  be  properly  levied  on  the  soltoii  Isr 
be  paid  into  the  Exchequer.  I  confess .  the  parpoae  or  paying  teeh  eooipeMi- 
that  the  opinion  which  I  then  stated,  met  |  tions ;  and,  thmt  tootwithstaddid^  the 
with  no  favour  from  your  Lordships,  and  •  charge  upon  the  etmaolidated  fhktid,  it  may 
that  it  was  emphatically  opposed  by  two  be  just  lo  aet  ttf  these  TVeilliry  eoilipit- 
of  my  noble  and  learned  Friends  who  are  :  aaiions  againht  the  surplus  fees  p*id  RHo 
not  now  presents  Amongst  other  things  '  the  Exeheqiieh  This  appeait  lb  Me  lo  be 
it  was  stated  that  I  was  under  a  great !  wholly  nnwarratit^t  bat  it  may  be  im- 
mistake  in  supposing  that  any  rerenuc  '  poirlant  to  ascertaita  whether  the  surplus  fees 
was  to  be  raited  from  the  fees  received  in  '  do  or  do  not  exceed  those  compensaUHna. 
the  courts  of  justice.  The  act  passed, :  The  acdHint  to  which  I  have  mhrred  coH- 
and  the  bill  now  before  your  Lordships ;  tains  a  statement  of  the  cfMapenaathHIa 
provides  in  a  similar  manner  that  fees  paid  out  of  the  consolidated  fund  tor  rme 
shttll  be  received,  that  thereout  certain  ^ear  onlv*  the  year  1841.  They  amooftl 
salaries  and  expenses  shall  be  paid,  and  '  m  the  whole  to  57,553^.-— and,  if  I  have 
that  the  surplus  shall  be  paid  into  the  computed  correctly,  part  of  them  amoanl- 
exchequer.  It  has  therefore  seemed  to  ing  to  26,67(W.  was  payable  under  other 
me  proper,  on  thia  occasion,  to  consider  acts  of  Parliament,  and  the  remainder, cou- 
the  operation  and  effect  of  the  former  act,  sistingof  the  compensations  payable  under 
on  the  model  of  which  the  present  bill  is  '  the  act  7th  Will.  4th  end  1st  Vict  c.  30, 
in  this  particular  framed.  And  from  an  :  amounted  to  30,8832. ;  and  dedocting  thia 
account  which  in  the  course  of  the  last  sum  from  the  sum  of  38,068f.,  which  was 
year  was  laid  upon  your  LordshifM*  Table  \  the  amount  of  surplus  fees  paid  into  the 
and  printed,  if  1  have  correctly  collected  >  Exchequer,  in  the  same  year,  1841,  Iroai 
the  results,  it  appears  that  in  the  four  j  the  three  courts,  it  appears  that  the  pohlie 
years  ending  on  the  first  of  January,  1842,  >  revenue  in  that  year  profited  even  after 
the  receipts  in  the  three  Courts  of  Com*  j  payment  of  these  Treasury  compensaUona 


mon  Law  under  the  Act  I   Vict.  c.  30, 
amounted   in   the  whole,  to  the  sum  of 


to  the  amount  of  7,184L    The  aurph 
paid   into  the  Exchequer,  from  the  two 


279,427/. ;  that  there  were  surpluses  after  i  Courts  of  Queen's  Bench  and  Gommott 
paying  the  salaries,  compensations,  and  ex- ■  Pleas,  appear,  indeed,  to  have  been  ia- 
penses,  which  were  payable  under  the  act ;  -  sufficient  to  satisfy  the  Treasury  compen- 
and  that  in  the  same  four  years  such  sur-  j  sations  payable  to  the  persotis  who  neld 
pluses  amounted  in  the  whole  to  the  sum  |  offices  in  those  courts,  but  the  aurplai 
uf  120,714/.,  which  was  accordingly  paid  I  paid  into  the  Queen's  Exchequer  by  lh< 
into  the  exchequer.  Thinking  myself,  |  Court  of  Exchequer  was  so  much  largef 
that  the  whole  official  expense  of  ad-  i  than  the  Treasury  compensatiotis  which 
ministering  justice  ought  to  be  paid  were  paid  to  the  persons  who  held  ofliOs 
by  the  country,  it  appears  to  me  that  |  in  that  court,  as  to  leave  on  the  whole  A 
the  whole  sum  of  279,427/.  was  in  these  |  balance  of  7,1 84/.  of  profit  to  the  reveoae. 
four  years  raised  by  fees,  for  the  payment ,  I  have,  therefore,  no  nesitation  in  Sajlofp 
of  charges  which  ought  to  have  been  paid  that  under  the  act  of  7th  Will.  4th  tad 
out  ofthe  public  revenue;  those  who  do  not  |  1st  Vict.  c.  30,  the  fees  levied  in  tha 
entirely  agree  with  me  will  probably  not ;  courts  of  common  law  have  beooaM  4 
deny,  that  to  the  extent  of  the  120,714/. ;  source  of  public  revenue;  and  I  canflai 
paid  into  the  Exchequer,  the  public  re*  '  help  thinking  it  incumbent  up(m  thoia 
venue  has  profited  at  the  expense  of  the  \  who  declared  that  this  was  not  inteodedito 
suitors  of  the  three  superior  courts  of  take  such  steps  as  are  in  their  power  to Cdf* 
common  law  in  the  four  years  to  which  1 1  rect  the  admitted  grievance.  jThe  qaestiofta 
have  referred.  Dut  it  is  necessary  to  j  relating  to  the  expense  of  adminiaitruig 
make  a  further  observation,  because  in  justice  and  the  proper  mode  of  delctyiag 
siddition  to  the  compensations  which  the  !  it,  are  too  large  and  important  to  ba  dii* 
act  makes  payable  out  of  the  fees,  there  |  cussed  incidentally  upon  an  occasicMi  lika 
are  other  compensations  to  a  considerable   the  present;  but  they  appear  to  OM  tH 


amount  which  are  yearly  paid  out  of  the 
consolidated  fund  to  jwrsoos  who  were 


deserve  the  most  serious  attention  tff  yaaf* 
Lordships  and  of  QovemaMiit.    I  do  Mil' 
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tnean  to  offer  any  opposition  to  this  bill, 
I  think  that  it  is  likely  to  be  useful :  it  is 
in  one  respect  belter  than  the  former  bill, 
as  it  enables  the  jud|;es  to  establish,  and 
afterwards  to  modify  and  vary  the  fees 
which  are  to  be  raised — but  as   it  in- 
ToUes  the  same  objectionable  principle,  I 
thought  it  my  duty  to  restate  my  opinion, 
strengthened  as  it  is  by  subsequent  re- 
flection and  experience.  My  Lords,  before 
I  sit  down,  I  request  your  Lordships  to 
permit  me  to  say  a  few  words  which  have 
reference    to    the    Court    of    Chancery. 
Holding  the  opinions  which  I  have  this  day 
expressed,  it  may  reasonably  be  asked,  bow 
it  is  that  I  have  not  only  acquiesced  in,  but 
approved  of  the  measures  which  have  been 
recently  adopted  in  that  court }    The  an- 
swer is  short.    The  reforms  to  be  made 
were  very  important,  and  they  could  not 
be  effected  without  providing  a  revenue, 
not  only  to  pay  the  office  expenses  and 
the  salaries  of  the  officers,.^y  whom  the 
work  was  to  be  done,  but  also  to  pay 
compensations  to  officers  who  lost  their 
offices.     I  was  given  to  understand  that 
Government  would  contribute  nothing  for 
these  purposes ;  and  the  necessary  conse- 
quence was  either  that  the  suitors  must  be 
taxed  for  the  purpose  of  raising  the  sum 
required,  or  else  that  the  reforms  must  be 
altogether  abandoned.     And  after  painful 
consideration  of  the  subject,  I  came  to  the 
conclusion,  and  am  now  of  opinion,  that 
on  the  whole  it  was  better  to  make  the 
reform  and  continue  the  diarge  on  the 
suitors  for  the  limited  time  during  which 
the  compensations  may  be  payaUe,  than- 
to  perpetuate  the  charee  together  with  all 
the  inconveniences  and  evils  which  it  had 
become  so  desirable   to  remedy.      And 
some  fees  being  abolfshed  by  the  reform 
which  was  made,  I  agreed  in  the  necessity 
of  substituting  a  new  but  temporary  bur- 
then in  lieu  of  the  old  one  which  but  fbr 
the  reform  would  have  been  perpetual.  As 
the  compensations  fall  in,  the  charges  will 
be  diminished ;  and  at  length  the  salaries 
and  official  expenses  will  alone  have  to 
be  provided,  and  by  the  reform  those  sa- 
laries and  expenses  are  between  50  and 
60  per  cent  less  than  they  were  under  the 
old  system.    1  have  said  that  the  Govern- 
ment refused  to  contribute  to  the  expense. 
I  «ay  it  with  regret,  bcrt  without  the  least 
thought  of  accusation  or  blame.    The  re- 
venue was  embarrassed,  the  subject  has 
been  but  little  disctissed,  it  is  not  now 
Well  wderstood,  imd  there  are  marry  per- 


sons who  still  think  that  it  is  good  to 
make  litigation  more  expensive  than  it 
need  be.  I  must  add  that  I  think  no 
other  administration  would  at  this  time 
have  done  otherwise  than  refuse  to  contri- 
bute to  their  necessary  expenses.  Saying 
this^  I  muftt  at  the  same  time  declare  that 
in  my  opinion  the  refusal  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  contribute  to  the  expense  of  re- 
forming the  Court  of  Chancery  if  the  only 
defence  or  excoae  which  is  open  to  me  and 
those  with  whom  I  have  had  the  honor  to 
act,  for  continaing  the  barthensome  fees 
which  now  oppress  the  suitors  of  that  conrt. 
There  is  this  consolation,  tliat  complete 
end  ei^uai  relief  eati  at  any  time  be  af- 
forded by  a  simple  vote  of  Parliament  for 
fiKMiey,  The  complication  and  perplexi- 
ties which  rendered  the  reform  of  the  Six 
Clerks*  office  so  difficult,  arc  removed. 

The  Lord  Chancellor  entirely  agreed 
with  the  noble  and  learned  Lora  in  prin- 
ciple. He  did  not  go  so  far  as  to  say  that 
the  Government  should  bear  the  burthen 
of  all  these  changes,  but  he  thought  that 
when  the  amount  of  fees  received  by  the 
Exchequer  exceeded  the  charges,  the  sur- 
plus should  be  applied  to  reduce,  the 
amount  of  the  fees  payable  by  the  suitors, 
and  he  had  no  doubt  that  this  course 
would  be  pursued  whet>ever  there  was  a 
surplus,  which  was  not  the  case  at  present. 
He  must,  however,  observe  that  the 
charges  had  not  been  increased  to  the 
suitors  on  account  of  the  reforms  in  the 
Court  of  Chancery,  and  there  was  a 
favourable  prospect,  as  far  as  the  suitors 
were  concerned,  that  the  fees  would  be 
reduced  as  the  payments  for  compensation 
ceased. 

Bill  passed  through  committee. 

The  House  adjourned,  at  a  quarter  to 
eight  o'clock. 

HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Monday^  May  22,  1843. 

MiiruTM.]  BvLLs,  frivatC'^V'  Balfour's  Estate. 
A<poffe(/.—Soufhampton  Docks;  Caswairs  Disability  Re> 
novil  I  Kentish  Town  Paving;  Glasgow  Marine  Insur- 
anoe  Company ;  Oxnam's  Estate;  Sowerby  and  Soyiand 
Indosure  i  Edinburgh  and  Glasgow  Union  Canal ;  Bar- 
rowatonmiMs  HaAour  and  Improvement. 
3*-  and  pMMd :— fiaddenham  Inclosure ;  Pie!  Pier ;  B^ 
fiKtHdrbour. 

pBTmoNS  PacssimD.  By  Mean.  Trelawny,  Mitcalfe. 
W.  James,  BrotherUMi,  Busfeikl,  Tancred,  It  Yorke,  B. 
Smith,  H.  Hfaide.  Ord,  Standish.  E.  Turner.  Blewitt, 
Strutt,  R.  Currie,  Barnard,  Vivian,  Schdefield,  H. 
Betkeley,  Dundas,  Duncan,  Sotheron,  R.  HoUond,  M. 
PhUtps,  PMIpoCts,  V.  Smiffa,  H.  Lambton,  Round,  S. 
Wortley,  P.  Scfope,  Bemal,  Hott.  Stanfleld,  Homcw 
PoKUwct^^Tt  Dtuwonbe,  mkI  Ewsrt,  tbe  Sad  of 


«  hk^J 


S      N 


i^.c.*   xtMOM.         {COMMONS}      Prince  Edward^i iMkmd.     688 

retired,  besides  a  great  number  of  lay 
members,  and  some  quoad  sacra  minitters. 
Willi  regard  lo  the  intention  of  ibe 
Government,  as  to  legislative  measaret*  I 
have  at  tliis  moment  nothing  lo  add  lo  the 
declaration  made  in  this  and  in  the  other 
House  of  Parliament  by  her  Majesty's 
servants.  The  assurances  we  have  giTeo 
we  are  perfectly  prepared  to  ful6l. 


,    h.    'Mtfwuuilt   R.   Lopet. 

^j>.  ukl  W.  4.1UT.  Cotoneb 

iiMUOnMktf*  Limb  J.  Mannm. 

.>s.  .»*..  IhtucMi,  JDd  Dr.  Bowring, 

.  '  ■    ,     .VI  .'i  iiia^w.  ^VMal  the  Factories 

.   v..  itK-Mittou.  t^utu  plaem  in  D«\'omhire, 

.  .%  x».iu;.-U>  Mr.  Bnifclwood,  from  Bridgc- 

.     :  vviuji^i.  j^/UMt  the  Turnpike   Road* 

•i>    Mrv>i>.   Uiug.    KouuJ.    and    Turner,    and 

.     .    ,  X  UuOiUuolu',    aud  iiibthorp,  ftom  a  number 

„...,    .i^ouui    the  Canada    Com    Bill.  — From 

"  ♦»     ^  'itoi  lilt    IUi»al  of  the  Union.  —  By  Sir  J. 

. ; .  fKHii  Hull,  ibf  carrying  out  R.  Hill's  IMan  of 

.\...  ,'i»uc  Hctonii.  — By  Lord  J.  Manners,  and  Mr. 

:....».ixU  iiuui  U»<«urth»  Stanbury,  and  Bury  St  Ed- 

;,^  ,„  tAMHir  of  the  Waste  Lands  Allotment  Bill.— 

i.>  Ml.  Hy»c,  from  Trirtam  Kennedy,  for  better  regu- 
U..ii,»  iht-  U^ja*  Hroftsslon  in  Ireland.  —  From  Christ 
*  iuii^:i  4>Mri»y),  in  ik\*our  of  the  Health  of  Towns  BilL 
Kioiii  WaU-rfonl.  and  Cork,  against  the  Municipal 
1  tuiKHalHius  (Ireland)  Bill— From  Braglcy,  and  York, 
4^aiitol  the  ilNinty  Courts  Bill.— From  ShaMeet  (Isle  of 
U  i|;hl).  I'ur  the  Ke|teal  of  the  Malt  Tax.— From  Ipswich, 
loi  Kxtablihhiiig  Homo  Cok>nies.  —  From  Limeridc, 
.^•diiifet  the  IVior  Kdief  (Ireland)  BilL— From  Sawyers  In 
iilaiiipw.  A>r  a  Tax  on  Saw  Mills. 

CiM'KCii  OF  Scotland.]  Sir  Andrew 
leith  Hay  :  I  beg  to  ask  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  whether  he  have  received  official 
information  as  to  the  extent  of  secession 
which  has  already  taken  place  from  the 
rhurck  of  Scotland.^  Secondly,  I  wish 
to  ask  whether  it  be  the  intention  of 
Ministers  to  follow  up  the  declaration 
contained  in  her  Majesty's  letter  presented 
by  her  commissioner  to  the  General  As- 
sembly, stating  (when  too  late)  the  readi- 
ness of  the  Government  to  legislate  for 
the  settlement  of  the  church  question ; 
and  if  so,  whether  it  be  contemplated  lo 
introduce  the  bill  formerly  proposed  by 
Lord  Aberdeen,  or  onv  measure  of  a 
similar  tendency  ?  I  do  this  in  order  that 
the  I  people  of  Scotland  may  be  aware  of 
what  they  have  to  expect,  and  be  prepared 
to  resist  the  same  to  ilie  last  extremity. 

Sir  James  Graham:  The  concluding 
observation  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  has 
taken  mc  by  surprise.  The  first  question 
was,  whether  the  Govcrpment  had  re- 
ceived official  information  as  to  the  extent 
of  the  secession  from  the  Church  of 
Scotland?  I  have  only  received  this 
morning  from  the  high  commissioner  the 
answer  of  the  General  Assembly  to  her 
Majesty's  address.  That  was  accom- 
panied with  an  official  statement,  and  with 
a  protest,  which  has  already  appeared  in 
the  ordinary  channels.  I  cannot  collect 
from  the  protest  a  declaration  of  absolute 
secession  from  the  church  ;  I  collect  from 
it  only  a  secession  from  the  General 
Assembly.  The  commissioners  statement 
is  to  the  efi'ect  that  ninety-three  endowed 
ministen  of  the  Established  Church  have 


Prince  Edward's  Island.]  Dr. 
Bowring  begged  to  know  from  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  whether,  having  seeo  ia 
the  public  journals  that  the  legislature  of 
Prince  Edward's  Island  levied  a  duty  of 
4s.  6d,  on  foreign  wheat,  her  Majesty's 
Government  would  extend  the  booD— if 
boon  it  was — they  were  conferring  on 
Canada  to  the  colony  of  Prince  Edward's 
Island  ? 

Mr.  Gladstone  said,  that  the  questioa 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman  was  the  first  iDti- 
maiion  he  had  of  such  a  bill  being  passed. 
Her  Majesty's  Government  could  noC» 
therefore,  have  considered  the  subject. 

Factories. — Bills  affectikg  Re- 
ligion AND  Imposing  Taxes.]  Mr. 
Blewitt  wished  to  put  a  question  lo  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  as  to  the  irregnUr 
mode  in  which  the  Factories  Bill  had  been 
introduced.  By  a  Standing  Order  of  the 
House,  passed  in  1772,  it  was  laid  down 
that  no  bill  relating  lo  religious  matten 
could  be  brought  on  without  a  resolution  in 
committee  of  the  whole  House.  This 
Standing  Order  was  acted  on  in  m  bill 
brought  in  in  1780,  and  he  contendedi 
thai  this  bill  as  much  related  to  religion 
as  the  one  then  introduced.  If  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  fell  any  doubt  on  the  sob* 
jecl,  he  ought  to  have  gifen  the  benefit  of 
that  doubt  to  the  immense  number  of 
petitioners  who  complained  of  the  bill. 
There  was  also  another  objection.  By 
one  of  the  Standing  Orders  of  theHonss^ 
no  bill  imposing  any  charge  upon  thn 
people,  could  be  introduced  except  in  a 
committee  of  the  whole  House.  Now,  by 
the  74lh  clause  of  the  bill^the  tmstaen 
were  empowered  to  borrow  money  for  tht 
purpose  of  building  these  schools,  and  by 
another  clause  the  trustees  and  overseen 
of  the  poor  were  authorised  to  dischaifn 
the  expenses  incurred  in  the  mainteoancn 
of  the  schools  out  of  the  parochial  rates. 

Sir  /.  Graham  would  allude  to  the  Inal 
portion  of  the  hoo«  GeDtIoman*s  qnoM 
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first.  Not  to  weary  the  House  with  pre. 
cedents,  he  would  ooly  allude  to  three 
ineasures,each  of  which  had  been  intro- 
duced without  havinf;  previously  gone 
through  committee ;  those  were,  6rst,  the 
Metropolitan  Police  Act ;  secondly,  the 
County  Constabulary  Act;  and  thirdly, 
which  was  a  case  directly  in  point,  inas- 
much as  it  imposed  a  rate  where  no  rate 
had  previously  been  ever  imposed,  the  act 
establishing  poor-laws  in  Ireland,  All 
those  had  been  introduced  without  having 
been  previously  submitted  to  the  consider- 
ation of  a  committee.  Then  with  regard 
to  the  second  point,  that  there  were  cer- 
tain clauses  in  the  bill  referring  to  religion, 
he  would  state  that  an  act  had  been  passed 
expressly  designed  for  the  regulation  of 
education  in  Ireland,  which  had  quite  as 
great  reference  to  matters  of  religion,  as 
the  Factories  Bill,  and  that  act,  had  been 
introduced  without  having  been  previously 
submitted  to  a  committee.  And  there 
was  the  Factories  Act,  which  had  also 
been  introduced  without  going  through 
committee. 

Subject  at  an  end. 

Canada  Corn-Law  —  Adjourned 
Debate.]  The  Order  of  the  Day  for  re- 
suming the  adjourned  debate  on  the  Ca- 
nada Corn  question  having  been  read, 

Mr.  Wodehouse  said,  that  the  only 
apology  he  could  make  for  intruding 
himself  on  the  House  on  so  important  a 
question,  was  the  fact  of  finding  himself 
opposed  to  a  Government  similar  in  prin- 
ciple to  those  Governments  which  for  four 
and  twenty  years  he  had  supported.  The 
noble  Lord  the  Secretary  for  the  colonies 
had  said,  that  the  measure  was  simply  a 
boon  to  the  Canadians;  he  wished  be 
could  look  upon  it  in  that  light,  the  more 
particularly  as  he  understood  that  on  its 
success  rested  the  existence  of  the  present 
Government,  or  at  least  the  retention  of 
office  by  the  noble  Lord.  The  noble  Lord 
should  recollect  that  he  belonged  to  a 
Goreroment  which  belonged  to  the  world, 
and  the  world  could  not  afford  to  have  its 
interests  circumscribed  within  the  narrow 
limits  of  personal  honour.  No  matter  how 
personal  honour  might  be  engaged,  he 
believed  that  the  measure  now  proposed 
would  be  detrimental  to  national  interests, 
and  holding  that  opinion  he  felt  bound  to 
declare  it,  and  to  ratify  his  opinion  by  his 
vote.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Pre- 
sident of  the  Board  of  Trade  bad  stated, 
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that  no  smuggling  could  take  place  under 
this  law,  but  he  begged  to  remind  him 
that  British  machinery  was  every  day^ 
smuggled  into  Switzerland  to  cheat  the 
Customs  of  Austria  and  France.  A  very 
small  portion  of  smuggled  corn  coming  in 
at  a  particular  juncture  might  seriously 
affect  the  markets,  and  in  that  case  the 
millers  would  be  the  parties  who  would 
suffer  most.  The  millers  considered  them* 
selves  to  have  been  very  badly  treated, 
and  had  stated  to  him  that  the  Legislature 
had  shut  its  doors  against  them.  He  was 
bound  to  say,  that  he  believed  their  state- 
ments to  be  correct.  The  right  hon.  Gen* 
tleman  had  alluded  to  prices,  but  it  ap- 
peared to  him  that  this  was  a  subject 
which  ought  to  be  connected  with  another 
— namely,  the  renewal  of  the  charter  to 
the  Bank  of  England.  It  was  also  his 
opinion,  that  much  of  the  distress  was 
owing  to  the  manner  in  which  the  currency 
question  had  been  settled.  It  was  said, 
that  our  Corn-laws  had  produced  an  ill 
feeling  and  a  hostile  tariff  in  the  United 
States.  Now,  he  wished  to  call  the  atten- 
tion of  the  hon.  Member  for  Montrose  to 
an  extract  from  the  report  of  the  Hand- 
loom  Weavers*  Commission,  held  in  1840* 
Mr.  Dickson,  the  hand-loom  weavers* 
commissioner,  stated  that  our  Corn-laws 
were  an  apology  for  high  tariffs  against 
British  goods  by  foreign  nations,  and  he 
quoted  the  opinion  of  the  American  mi- 
nister at  Washington,  in  a  note  addressed 
to  Sir  Stratford  Canning,  in  which  Mr. 
Addingion,  the  American  minister,  was 
alleged  to  have  said — 

'^  I  have  only  to  add  that,  had  there  been 
no  restriction  on  the  importation  of  foreign 
corn  into  Great  Britain,  the  tariff  never  would 
have  passed  here." 

Now,  this  was  a  declaration  very  mnch 
in  favour  of  the  arguments  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Montrose.  But  his  answer 
was,  that  this  extract  was  a  most  incorrect 
version.  What  Mr.  Addington  said  was 
this— 

*^  I  have  only  to  add,  that  had  no  restric- 
tions on  the  importation  of  foreign  grain 
existed  in  Europe,  generally  and  especially  in 
Great  Britain,  these  tariffs  never  would  have 
passed." 

Would  not  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Montrose  admit  that  this  was 
different  from  the  statement  the  hon. 
Member  had  quoted,  and  that  it  bore  out 
what  Mr.  Clay,  an  authority  on  American 
affairs  had  stated,  that  it  was  ii 
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.  •■>-««■  (xuamalion  of  the  subject,  tbit 
t^t^  •fmnlturiiti,  possetsiog  the  akili 
«M  iiAet  adTsntagee  which  nere  jntlly 
.h<rf  tor  them  by  their  advocates,  kan 
MvKfff  to  Fear  from  competition  with  the 
l^-«hiiiists  of  the  whole  world.  But, 
^kwgh  these  were  his  opinioua — opi- 
MM  not  lightly  taken  up,  but  formed 
■fcr  great  inquiry  into  the  state  of  ifri- 
,'«llilre  in  various  parts  of  the  world--he 
ltd  bad  too  much  experience  of  the  erili 
^rising  from  sudden  changes  in  our  fiscal 
-Fgulaiioni — whether  the  changes  were 
fDuuded  on  a  good  or  a  bad  principle — to 
l«  anxious  for  any  violent  change.  He 
believed,  that  if  but  a  little  nodentioa 
•mn  exhibited  on  both  sides,  the  neces- 
sary changes  might  be  gradnally  made 
with  advantage  to  the  various  interests  ttt 
the  COBnlrv,  and  nttimately  we  ahould 
arrive  at  the  desired  remit,  ihai  this 
country,  without  restrictions  on  eomiiKite 
or  taxes  on  food,  might  taFely  compete 
with  the  aerieuliure  of  the  world.  Hb 
hon.  Friend  had  advened  to  a  subject 
which  was  of  a  rather  inviting;  character 
to  him,  namely,  the  oM  quesltou  of  tbe 
currency  in  connection  with  the  Corn-laws 
on  account  of  the  part  he  bad  alwaja 
laketi  on  that  aubject.  What  waa  tm 
history  of  the  present  Corn-laws  t  For 
many  years  thecountry,  under  the  tempta- 
tion of  relief  from  the  presiure  of  the 
moment,  thought  proper  to  depreciate  the 
standard  of  value,  nntil,  at  last,  to- 
wards the  end  of  the  war,  the  only  qoet- 
lion  mooted  was  whether  tbe  deprectation 
had  extended  to  one-half  or  Due-third  of 
the  value.  It  had  been  laid,  that  the  act 
uf  IRIO,  known  as  the  bill  of  tbe  right 
hon.  Baionet,  the  Ftni  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury, had  effected  the  change  which  then 
tix}k  place  in  tbe  currency,  but  that  wtt 
not  the  case;  the  change  began  in  1815. 
On  the  return  of  peace  it  was  annonnced 
that  the  Gorcmmcnt  was  determined  tr>  re- 
store the  former  standard  of  viluc.  Ilitt 
wBStheoriginoftheCom-laws.  lliDtelswi 
were  proposed  to  protect  the  landed  In- 
terest from  tbe  consequences  which  the 
change  in  the  currency  had  entailed  npon 
every  debtor  interest  in  the  country.  When 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  brought  in  hit  bill, 
in  1819,  he  divided  the  House  againit  ft, 
not  because  he  differed  from  the  principle 
of  the  measure,  but  because  be  bad  fearfbl 
anticipations  of  the  consequences  which 
i)ie  proprietors  of  the  country,  in  i^ 
AnmMC,  mra  g«ing  to  taka  opoa  iheiS- 
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selvies.     All  Ihat,  hovrever,  had  gone  by. 
It  WBS  impossible  Co  go  back;  anil  although 
he  was  one  of  those  who  were  most  anxious 
and  apprehensive  on  the  subject  of  the 
measures  adopted    with  respect    to  the 
currency 9  yet  from  the  time  when  Parlia- 
ment came  to  a  6nal  decision  on   the 
question  he  had  always  opposed,  and,  as 
long  as  he  might  have  a  seat  in  that 
House  he  always  would  oppose  any  re- 
consideration of    the  matter.     Ke  had 
gone  further  than  most  of   his  friends 
in  this  respect,  for  he  had  opposed  several 
little  alterations  to  which  they  had  as- 
sented  fit)m   tine  to  time,  and    which 
he  thought  tended  to  a  return  to  the  old 
state  of  things.     He  did  not  like  to  see 
bank  notes  made  a  legal  tender  under  any 
circumstances.  The  Corn-laws  were  passed 
as   he  had  before  stated*  to  shield  the 
landed  interest  from   the  efBsets  of  the 
change  in  the  curtency,  but  from  time  to 
time,  since  1815,  it  had  been  found  ne- 
i!essary  to  lessen  their,  pressure  on  the 
community.     It  was  said,  that  the  Corn- 
laws  would  now  remain  as  they  were ;  but 
he  did  not  believe  that  there  was  any  man 
in  that  House*  and  8<^rcly  any  nan  in 
the  country^  who  pot  the  least  faith  in 
that  statement.    The  hba.  Member  for 
Norfolk  complained  that  the  present  mea- 
sure was  a  meddling  with  the  Corn-law. 
Why,  good  God,  how  could  it  be  other*' 
wise  P     Look  at  the  efforts  of  those  gen- 
tlemen whom  the  hon.  Member  badges  he 
thought,  unjustly  depreciated-^he  meant 
the  Anti  Com.law  League.    What  had 
that  association  sprang  fK>m  ?    It  was  not 
of  natural  growth ;  it  had  ipmng  fh)til 
the  feelings  of  the  people  that  they  couid 
not  rely  ott  the  justice  of  that  House*  and 
it  became  them  to  take  some  measures  to 
counteract  the  power  of  the  landed  inter* 
est.    He  had  always  refused  to  belong  to 
that  association,  because  he  conld  not  be 
present  at  its  discussions  ?  and  he  did  not 
like  to  be  made  responsible  for  the  heat, 
excitement,  and  exaggeration  which  must 
naturally  prevail  when  men  were  debating 
on  a  subjeet  so  full  of  points  of  irri- 
tation and  anger.      For  that  reason  he 
had    always  refused    to    belong  to  the 
League )  but  he  was  not  the  less  sen- 
sible   of   the    advantages    which,    from 
their  exertions,  had  resulted  to  the  sitf* 
fering  people  of  this  coitnti'yi     When  be 
rose  be  did  not  intend  td  say  one  word  on 
the  general  question  of  tm  Corn-laws ; 
bat  Im  bid  boea  M  asiray  1^  ihehM. 


Member  fbr  Norfolk,  who  certainly  had 
addressed  very  lew  arguments  to  the  ques- 
tion under  the  immediate  consideration  of 
the  House.  It  occurred  to  him  as  prob- 
able that  his  experience  in  Canadian 
affairs  might  enable  him  to  give  the  House 
some  information  bearing  on  the  subjeet 
before  them,  and  that  he  might  also  cor- 
rect otae  or  two  errtmeons  statements 
which  had  been  made,  doubtless  nnitoten- 
tionally,  but  which)  nnexplained,  might 
exercise  considerable  inBuence  on  the 
opinions  of  some  hon.  Members.  The  first 
erroneous  statement  he  would  notice  was 
made  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Bath.  It  was  new  to  him  to  hear,  as  this 
hon.  and  learned  Member  had  slated,  that 
Canada  did  not  grow  com  epough  for  her 
own  eonsumption.  It  was  true  that, 
during  the  last  three  or  four  years,  in  eon- 
sequence  of  the  crops  being  destroyed  by 
the  fly*  a  gteat  deficiency  of  produce  had 
been  experteneed  in  Lower  Canada ;  bat 
he  was  old  enough  to  recollect  that  there 
used  to  be  considerable  exportation  of 
icord  from  Lower  Canada  to  this  country, 
isnd  to  Upper  Canada  when  that  province 
was  not  able  to  provide  itself  with  food 
sufficient  fbr  its  own  population,  and  that 
numenous  emigrants  who  were  occasionally 
poured  into  it.  The  statement  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  was  correct,  if  ap- 
plied only  to  a  recent  periods  During  the 
last  three  ot*  four  years  the  crops  In  U»wet 
Canada  had  been  completely  destroyed, 
and  he  believed  that  the  wisest  course 
which  the  people  of  that  province  conld 
take*  would  be  to  abstain  fbr  a  year  or 
two  fVoih  growing  com,  in  order  that  the 
fly  might  not  be  generated  in  the  seed; 
With  respect  to  Canada,  he  wbUld  say 
this,  that  if  the  gentlenven  of  Engtand 
really  wished  to  encourage  ngricultnTC  in 
that  country*  and  to  encourage  also  tht 
stream  of  emigrants — ^wbom  every  man 
must  wish  to  see  settled  in  a  comfbrtabta 
state  on  their  arrival  in  the  colony-^theM 
were  no  means  by  which  they  could  e0eet 
those  objects  at  less  cost  to  their  own  tns 
tetHts  than  by  establlshmg  a  free  trade  ih 
com  between  Canada  and  this  coantryi 
Abstractedly  speaking,  the  bill  to  t>e  pro<< 
posed  by  the  Qovemment  contemplated  t 
^e  trade  in  com  between  Canada  and 
Englandi  He  did  not  look  to  the  indi* 
rect  trade  with  the  United  States.  If  hU 
noble  Friend  (Lord  John  Russell)  ixniM 
give  them  fVee  trade  with  the  United  Stalest 
ai  wdl  U  wsOi  CSMda^  ba  ii«i)d  fdM 
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with  him,  bectate  that  woold  be  a  greater 
boon  than  waa  ofTrrfd  by  I  he  GoTernment ; 
but  hif  noble  Friend  knew  that  do  Go- 
vernment could  do  ibat  at  present.  Everj- 
thiaigp  which  vat  done  in  the  way  of  con- 
resfion— in   the  way  of  abolition  of  re- 
strictionff  on  trade — mast  be  in  the  nature 
of  com  promise.     He  wished  it  were  other- 
wise.     He  had  voted  for  the  abolition  of 
all  duties  on  com ;  but  he  had  lived  too 
lonf^to  the  world  to  refuse,  because  he  wis 
unable  to  obtain  all   he  wanted,  to  get 
wbat  he  could^more   particularly  when 
it  would  be  a  step  to  someihin;^  better. 
He  objected  as  much  as  his  noble  Friend 
to  the  restrictions  imposed  on  tiie  trade 
between  Canada  and  the  United  States. 
He  had  no  doubt  they  were  contrary  to 
all  principle,  and  that  they  were  open  to 
all  the  objections  which  had  been  urged 
by  his  right  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Labouchere), 
for  he  at  the  same  time,  knew  that  Canada 
was  suffering  from  protection,  having  been 
raddenly  withdrawn  from  one  of  her  im- 
portaot  interests  by  the  alterations  made 
in  the  timber  duties.     If  :he  noble  Lord 
opposite  would  amend  his  measure,  and 
give  them  free  trade  with  the  United  Statea, 
he  should  like  it  all  the  better ;  but  the 
hon.   Gentleman  behind  the  noble  Lord 
would  exclaim—*'  the  present  proposal  is 
bad  enough ;  for  God's  sake  do  not  open 
the  flood  gates  of  importation  from  the 
United  States.**    The  hon.   Member  for 
Bath  was    mistaken   when  be  supposed 
there  was  any   inability  on  the  part  of 
Canada  in  common  years,  and  more  par- 
ticularly in  years  of  abundance,  to  grow 
mote  corn  than  was  sufficient  for  her  own 
consumption.     Though   it  would  be  un- 
reasonable  to  expect  that  Canada  could 
supply  this  country  with  any  very  great 
amount  of  corn,  still  she  would,  generally, 
have  ioch  a  surplus  for  exportation  as 
would  greatly  increase  the  trade  between 
the  two  countries.    The  hou.  and  learned 
Member  for  Bath  made  another  statement, 
iu  which  he  could  not  concur,  as  to  the 
risk  which  there  would  be  of  smuggling 
American  wheat  into  Canada.  He  knew  the 
whole  country  well,  and  could  undertake 
to  say  that  wheat  could  be  smuggled  into 
Canada,  in  any  considerable  quantity,  only 
from  two  directions;  one  was  from  the 
Oenessee    country,    bordering  on   I^ke 
Ontario,  and   the   other  was  from  the 
weitem  country,  above  the  falls  of  Niagara. 
Now  a  quarter  of  com  weighed  nearly 
6001bf|  and  in  a  country  where  transport. 


particalarly  by  land,  was  Bost  eiptMig, 
was  there  any  temptation  to  escape  tha 
payment  of  3s.  of  duty  by  saugi^lin^  •■ 
article  of  6ve  hundred  pounds  wetgbt  ?  Hia 
right  hon.  Friend  near  him  (Mr-  Labos- 
chere)  talked  a  good  deal  the  other  nigte 
ab'iut   tea  having  been  smuggled  arrow 
ilic  frontiers.     No  doubt  an  article  wluck 
could    be     pot     into    a    man's    pocket 
would  be  smuggled  acro»  an  iU-dsfinei 
frontier,  but  the  case  was diffeieot when  tka 
article  was  bnlkv,  and  when  the  whole  anas 
which  could  be  joined  by  srooaglinf^  ^OOifas 
amounted  toonlv  3s,     To  time  who  weiw 
afraid  that  the  proposed  meaanin  wonid 
involve  us  in  diftreoce  with  our  AnMfiean 
neighbours,  be  woold  say,  that  the  daafer 
which  he  foresaw  was  not  that  of 
gling  from  the  United  States  into 
but  of  smuggling  from  Canada  into  tha 
United  States.      But  unless    hb   noUa 
Friend  was  prepared  to  impose  newie- 
strictions  on  the  intercourse  between  Ihn 
United  States  and  Canada,  it  wonM  he 
impossible  to  avoid   that  evil.      It  hat 
been  truly  stated,  that  all  the  wheat  whicli 
would  be  fairly  introduced  into  Canada 
from  the  United  States,  wouhl  pass  along 
the  Wellaud  Canal;  and  hecoold  inlbrai 
the  House,  that  the  wheat  which  might  ha 
smuggled  must  be  carried  Ify  land  lwcoty>» 
five  miles.     Some  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo» 
site,  knowing  his  opinions,  might  perimpa 
be  disinclined  to  accept  his  statementa; 
but  he  could  assure  them  that  the 
of  smuggling  wheat  into  Canada 
fectly  visionary.    He  must  be  altowed  ta 
qualify  that   statement   in  one  respacC 
During  the  winter,  a  small  quantity  might 
be  carried  over  on  sledges ;  but  it  woaU 
be  an  extravagant  calculation  lo  estimate 
it  at  more  than  a  few  thousand  quartan- 
He  quite  agreed   with  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Wolverhampton,  that  k 
would  be  much  better  to  put  the  4ff.  daty 
on  the  com  from  New  York,  and  allow  it 
to  come  here  direct  from  that  plaet,  than 
to  compel  it  to  take  this  circuitoas  loata; 
and  he  had  strong  hopes  that  when  tha 
result  of  the  propped  experiment  had  bean 
seen,  her  Majesty's   Government  would 
have  it  in  their  power  to  effect  snch  an 
improrement     English  agrieulturr»  with 
the  superior  skill  of  our  agriculturists,  and 
their  greater  command  of  manual  laboar* 
would  be  able  to  stand  the  competition  of 
the  agriculture  of  all  the  rest  of  the  worhL 
It  was  true,  if  they  went  back  into  tha 
great  plains  in  tha  interior  of  ^      '" 
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wheat  might  be  cultivated  there  at  less 
expense  than  in  this  country ;  but  then, 
they   wanted    there    what    they    had    in 
abundance    in    this    country  —  namely, 
human  labour ;    to   say   nothing  of   the 
great    expense   of   transport    down    the 
Mississipi,    in     vessels    which,    as    they 
could  not  be  taken  up    the   river  again, 
must  be  broken  up  and   burnt  for   fire- 
wood.   The  charges  of  conveyance  from 
the  interior  of  America  were  known  only 
to   those   who  had   visited   the  country. 
The  only  wheat-growing   states  on    this 
side  of  the  Alleghanies,  were  New  York 
and  Pennsylvania,  and   perhaps  a   little 
might  come  in  from  Virginia.     When  he 
was  last  in  America,  in  the  year  1836,  he 
found  that  New  York  was  receiving  snp- 
plies  of  corn  from  Canada,  and  hay  from 
France.     A  great  deal  of  argument  had 
been  founded  on  the  evidence  furnished 
by  the  Canada  papers,  relative  to  the  pro- 
tection to  agriculture  which  this  measure 
would    give    in  Canada ;    to    that    evi- 
dence, he  attached  so  little  importance, 
that  the   moment  he    heard    this    sub- 
ject was  under  discussion,  he  put  away 
all  his  Canada  papers,  for  he  knew  too 
well  how  evidence  of  such  a  kind   was 
likely  to  be  influenced.    Before  he  gave 
his    vote,    it  was  necessary   for  him  to 
address  the  House,   because   he  totally 
differed  from  his  hen.  Friends  near  him 
at  to  the  policy  of  the  course  they  had 
deemed  it  proper  to  take.     He  could  not^ 
on  any  account,  concur  with  his  right  hon» 
Friend,  the  Member  for  Taunton,  in  ad- 
dressing her  Majesty  to  disallow  a  mea- 
sure that  had  been  passed  unanimously,  or 
nearly  unanimously,  by  a  great  Legisla- 
ture, for  such  the  Legislature  of  Canada 
was  now,  and  passed,  moreover,  in  con- 
sequence of  a  direct  encouragement  held 
out  to  them  by  the  mother  country.    Par- 
liament, he  knew,  was  not  bound  by  the 
policy  recommended  by  any  Ministry  to 
Canada  ;  but  he  must  beg  his  right  hon. 
Friend  near  him  to  consider  the  peculiar 
position  in  which  that  colony  was  placed. 
Parliament  had  but  lately  determined  upon 
a  great  experiment — perhaps  a  doubtful 
experiment— for  the  Government  of  that 
country.     One  of  the  ablest  men  of  this 
country  had  been  sent  out  to  administer 
the  affairs  of  that  part  of  the  empire,  to 
conciliate  clashing  interests,  and  to  allay 
the  passions  of  different  sects  and  parties ; 
and  did  his  right  hon.  Friend  think  it  was 
safe,  at  such  a  juncture,  to  address  the 


Crown  to  disallow  an  act  which  the  people 
of  Canada,  rightly,  or  wrongly,  believed 
was  calculated  lo  promote  their  interests? 
He  perfectly  agreed  with  his  right  boo. 
Friend  respecting  the  impolicy  of  the  re- 
striction with  which  this  boon  was  bur* 
thened,  and  would  much  rather  have  had 
it  without  any  such  restriction ;  but  the 
boon,  it  appeared,  was  one  that  could  not 
be  granted  to  Canada  without  some  com- 
promise ;  and  all  Canada  was  expecting 
the  boon,  and  was  persuaded  that  it 
was  a  boon.  Besides,  he  looked  upon 
the  measure  as  some  approach,  though 
a  small  one,  to  free  trade  ;  it  was  an 
advance  towards  the  accomplishment  of 
his  own  principles  ;  and,  under  such  cir- 
cumstances, he  could  not  do  otherwise 
than  vote  for  the  p;opositioD  of  his 
noble  Friend  (Lord  Stanley.)  Canada 
was  suffering  at  this  moment  under  great 
commercial  embarrassment,  such  as  never 
had  afflicted  that  country  before.  The 
trade  of  Canada  was  under  the  greatest 
depression,  and  by  refusing  this  measure, 
this  boon,  which  the  people  of  Canada 
expected,  and  on  which  they  set  a  high 
value.  Parliament  would  add  to  the  al- 
ready existing  embarrassments  of  that 
colony,  and  to  the  difficulties  with  which 
the  governor  would  have  to  conteod 
who  had  been  sent  out  to  restore  concord 
there. 

Mr.  Trotter^  as  an  extensive  agricul- 
turist himself,  and  representative  of  an 
agriculturalconstituency,  thought  the  6xed 
duty  of  49.,  which  this  measure  would 
impose  upon  American  wheat  coming 
through  Canada,  was  a  far  better  protec- 
tion than  the  fluctuating  duty  from  1^.  to 
5s.,  that  now  existed.  The  average  duty 
per  barrel  levied  on  flour,  under  the  pre- 
sent system,  was  Is.  per  barrel,  and  under 
the  proposed  one  it  would  be  2s.  5d.  He 
cordially  supported  the  motion  of  the 
noble  Lord  (Lord  Stanley),  and  considered 
it  most  prudent  to  foster  Canadian  agri- 
culture, in  order  that  this  colony  might 
take  from  ua  a  larger  amount  of  our 
manufactures. 

Mr.  W.Smith  O'Brien  waa  anxious  to 
state  I  he  grounds  of  the  vote  which  he 
intended  to  give.  When  the  Corn-bill 
was  under  discussion  last  year,  he  pro- 
posed a  clause  to  allow  colonial  wheat  lo 
come  in  at  a  duty  of  Is.  Id  proposing 
this  clause,  he  had  certainly  no  intention 
of  promoting  the  surreptitious  introduction 
of  American  corn  through  Canada;  hio 
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objeci  h%i  been  merely  to  do  what  be  coa- 
sidered  an  act  of  justice  to  the  colonies. 
There  was  a  school  of  political  economists, 
he  knew,  who  showed  themselves  more 
desirous  to  encourage  importation  from 
foreign  countries  than  from  our  own 
colonies,  but  to  that  school  he  did  not 
belong.  As  an  abstract  principle,  he 
was  quite  ready  to  admit  the  policy 
of  the  most  unlimited  free-trade ;  but, 
if  adopted  by  this  country,  it  must  be 
adopted  simultaneously  by  other  na- 
tions also  ;  and  if,  by  sanctioning  dif- 
ferential duties,  he  could  succeed  in  turn- 
ing  the  stream  of  emigration  to  our  own 
coUmies  raiher  than  to  foreign  countries, 
he  was  quite  content  to  bear  the  taunts 
that  might  be  thrown  out  against  him  for 
so  doing.  The  measure  proposed  by  her 
Majestj^s  Government  would  not  carry 
out  the  full  principle  of  his  motion  of  last 
year,  and  he  could  not  but  make  it  matter 
of  complaint  that  the  operation  of  the  bill 
was  to  be  confined  to  one  colony.  The 
Legislature  of  Prince  Edward's  Island  had 
made  a  similar  request  last  year,  and  had 
met  with  a  refusal.  Why  was  this?  The 
only  real  question  to  determine  was  whe- 
ther the  duty  imposed  by  the  Canada 
Legislature  was  a  sufficient  equivalent  for 
the  protection  now  enjoyed  by  the  agri- 
culluristSj  and  he  (Mr.  8.  O'Brien)  cer- 
tainly thought  the  fixed  duty  of  4$.  quite 
as  efficient  a  protection  as  tnat  which  at 
present  exisied.  Ha  would  pau  over  the 
argument  respecting  the  possibility  of 
smuggling  from  the  United  States,  lliat 
part  of  the  subject  had  been  pretty  well 
exhausted.  It  bad  been  argued  that  thb 
advantage  ought  not  to  be  given  to  the 
colonies,  because  they  were  not  liable  to 
the  same  taxation  as  this  country,  but 
that  was  an  ungenerous  argument,  and 
one  to  which  much  importance  ought  not 
to  be  attached.  He  should  have  thought 
that  the  friends  of  free- trade  would  have 
readily  agreed  to  this  measure  ai  far  as  it 
went,  and  he  was  surprised  that  the  right 
lion,  mover  of  the  amendment  should 
have  rested  so  much  stress  on  the  danger 
of  raising  up  a  new  vested  interest  in 
Canada,  seeing  that  he  (Mr.  Labouchere) 
was  the  very  Member  of  the  Government 
who  proposed  the  measure  by  which  the 
Kast  Indian  sugar  grower  was  placed  on 
the  same  footing  as  the  West  Indian.  Ha 
could  not  persuade  himself  that  the  corn 
growers  of  this  country  really  felt  jealous 
of  the  auccetsful  industry  of  their  Cana« 


dian  fellow-subjects.  The  greatest  amoaat 
of  wheat  ever  miported  into  this  country 
from  Canada,  in  one  year,  including  what 
had  passed  through  the  colony  from  tha 
United  StaUs,  did  not  exceed  350,000 
quarters;  and  his  impression  was,  that 
Canada  com  would  never  be  imported 
into  this  couulry  with  advantage  wben 
prices  were  below  52s,  or  53s.  Upon  tiM 
whole,  he  should  g^ve  his  vote  with  great 
cheerfulness  for  this  meuure,  but  not 
from  any  confidence  in  the  present  Go. 
vernment,  whose  continuance  in  offioe,  be 
believed,  was  a  real  calamity  to  his  coun* 
try;  and  so  strongly  was  he  persvadcd 
of  this,  that  if  his  vote  could  have  Ihc 
effect  of  putting  them  out  of  offiee,  ha 
was  not  sure  that  he  might  not  be  tempted 
to  vote  against  his  own  proposal.  But 
he  had  not  yet  arrived  at  that  stage  of 
political  morality,  and  he  would  now  only 
entreat  the  noble  Lord  the  Secretary  for 
the  Colonies  to  concede  to  other  eoloni« 
not  equally  powerful  a  measure  similar  to 
that  he  was  about  to  propose  in  fiivour  of 
Canada. 

Mr.  Buck  said,  that  when  the  right  boo* 
Baronet  had  last  year  brought  forward  hia 
scale  of  duties,  he  had  lent  him  his  sap. 
port,  in  the  belief  that  the  measure  than 
proposed  would  have  the  effect  of  aettliof 
the  question,  and  he  must  regret  that  the 
result  had  not  realised  the  expectatioM  of 
the  right  boo.  Baronet  and  the  coontry  hf 
securing  for  com  a  price  of  56f.  or  68i, 
He  believed  that  the  introduetioo  of  A«m» 
riean  corn  at  a  low  duty  tbroagh  Canada 
would  be  alike  injurious  to  the  millers  and 
the  agrictthurists  of  this  coontry«  parti- 
cularly at  a  time  when,  instead  of  56ff«  or 
58s.,  they  were  scarcely  able  to  realise  4(ts» 
Nothing  wss  more  injurious  to  the  agri* 
cultural  interest  than  uncertainty,  and 
with  much  pain  he  felt  forced  to  admit, 
that  within  the  last  two  years  the  state  of 
uncertainty  had  been  greater  than  at  anj 
other  period  within  his  recollection ;  and 
when  he  reflected  on  the  means  and  capa* 
bilities  of  America,  and  on  the  great  loi- 
pulse  that  would  be  given  to  Canada  by 
this  measure,  he  thought  there  was  quite 
enough  to  arrest  the  exertions  of  the  moet 
indefatigable  agriculturist  of  this  country. 
Why  should  the  noble  Lord  disturb  tha 
present  arrangement?  All  the  country 
asked  was  repose,  but  that  it  never  could 
have  until  her  Majesty's  Government  con* 
senled  to  pursue  a  course  different  from 
that  they  had  pursued  of  late.    They  wtft 


701 


Atb'ourn&i 


(Mat  32} 


JMaU. 


7QV 


about  to  legislate,  moreover,  on  very  in- 
sufficient  information,  whioh»  indeed,  had 
been   ridiculed   by   every   one  who  had 
spoken.  On  this  point  he  perfectly  agreed 
with  what  had  fallen  from  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Dorsetshire,  and   with 
such  information  he  could  not  give  his 
vote  for  the  proposition  of  her  Majesty's 
Government.     He  could  not  give  his  sup- 
port to  any  measure  which  would  reduce 
the  price  of  agricultural  produce  lower 
than  at  the  present  moment.    The  right 
hon.  Baronet  said,  when  he  imposed  his 
Income-tax   last   year,  that  the    farmer 
would  not  feel  it ;  the  landowner  and  oc- 
cupier were,  however,  both  called  on  to 
contribute  3  per  cent,  of  their  incomes, 
and  the  produce  of  the  soil  was  reduced 
50  per  cent,  in  value.     That  might  be 
thought  an  extravagant  statement;  but  in 
order  to  obtain  proof  of  it  he  had  adopted 
the  measure  of  writing  to  the  clerk  of  the 
union  in  which  he  resided  for  a  statement 
of  the  amount  of  the  contracts  during  this 
year  and  the  last,  and  found  the  result  to 
a^jrree  with  what  he  had  said.     The  bur- 
thens on  the  agricultural  interest  were  at 
the  same  time  increasing ;  the  payments 
on   account  of   poor-rates  were    larger, 
though  it  was  said-  the  rates  had  been  re* 
duced  25  per  cent.,  and  the  expense  of 
gaols,    constabulary,    and    other    items 
charged  on  the  county  rates  had  greatly 
increased.     He  thought  it  a  bad  return 
of  her  Majesty's  Government  to  the  agri- 
cultural interest  for  its  support,  to  bring 
forward  a  measure  such  as  this,  which 
would  have  the  effect  of  placing  the  agri- 
culturists  in  a  position  more  galling  than 
any  in  which  they  could  be  placed.  Those 
who  had  come  into  the  House  with  the 
determination  to  resist  measures  of  free- 
trade,  must  feel  themselves  aggrieved  when 
they  were  asked  to  support  such  measures. 
He  could  understand  the  course  taken  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Wolverhampton  on 
the  Corn-laws,  which  was  at  least  consis- 
tent.     If  that  measure  were  carried,  it 
would  be  the  means  of  throwing  out  of 
cultivation  thousands  and  tens  of  thou- 
sands of  acres  of  land  ;  and  he  had  never 
heard  what  was  to  become  of  the  honest 
and  industrious  individuals  who  cultivated 
it.     Were  they  to  be  driven  to  seek  a  pre- 
carious livelihood  in  the  manufacturing 
districts,  or  forced  to  spend  the  remainder 
of  their  days  in  the  workhouse?    That 
would  be  the  end  of  such  measures  as 
those  to  which  he  referred,  and,  therefore^ 


he  was  fully  determined  to  resist  the. 
adoption  of  any  measure  which  would  tend 
to  pUce  the  agricultural  interest  in  a  still 
worse  position  than  at  present. 

Sir  C.  Napier  had  never  seen  a  plain,, 
simple,  straightforward  matter,  so  com-, 
pletely  misunderstood  ts  the  present. 
Parties  were  now  placed  in  an  extraordi- 
nary position.  Gentlemen  opposite  com- 
plained of  the  noble  Lord  for  giving  them 
an  additional  duty  on  Cauadian  corn,  and 
Gentlemen  on  that  side  were  praising  the 
noble  Lord  for  putting  on  a  higher  duty 
than  before.  He  thought  it  impossible  to 
misunderstand  what  the  noble  Lord  (Lord 
Stanley)  said.  The  noble  Lord  distinctly 
declared  that  he  was  not  going  on  the  road, 
of  free- trade,  but  that  he  meant  to  give 
protection  to  the  agricultural  interest  of 
Canada.  More  than  that,  the  noble  Lord 
warned  hon.  Gentlemen  on  that  side,  if 
they  were  friends  to  free-trade,  to  vote 
against  the  motion,  and  he  for  one  in- 
tended to  take  that  advice.  The  duty 
proposed  by  the  noble  Lord  was  one  of 
45.,  double  the  average  duty  of  2s.  Id. 
under  the  old  sliding-scale.  The  effect 
of  it  would  be  to  check  the  importation  of 
corn  from  the  United  States  to  Canada,' 
and  therefore  also  from  Canada  to  Eng- 
land, because  all  the  Com  which  Canada, 
sent  to  England  must  be  replaced  by  corn 
from  America.  As  to  the  duty  on  corn  in 
this  country^  under  the  new  law  the  ave«^ 
rage  was  St.  5d.  a  quarter,  while  the  well 
known  proposal  of  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  the  City  of  London,  waa.  m 
fixed  daty  of  8i.,  so  that  the  difference 
between  the  noble  Lord  and  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  opposite,  was  only  one  of  5d.  It 
was  his  aetermination  to  vote  for  the 
motion  of  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Taunton. 

Viscount  Sandon  said  the  noble  Lord 
near  him  had  made  a  statement  is  to  the 
expense  of  oonveying  com  firom  Amerioa 
to  England,  which,  if  correct,  was  quite 
sufficient  to  remove  from  the  mind  of  even 
the  most  sensitive  agriculturist  any  alarm 
he  might  feel  as  to  the  probability  of  an 
inundation  of  Canadian  wheat  and  fiour. 
Doubts  had  been  thrown  on  that  state- 
ment, but  he  had  referred  to  a  very  intel- 
lieent  merchant,  unconnected  with  the 
North  American  colonies,  and  had  found 
that  the  noble  Lord's  statements  were  ra- 
ther under  than  over  the  mark.  It  was 
impossible  that  any  very  great  quantity  of 
corn  or  flour  conld  be  introduced  into  tbia 
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couDtry  from  Canada  until  the  facilities 
of  internal  transport  in  America  were 
greater  and  the  expenses  less.  It  was  of 
great  importance  that  that  colony  should 
be  treated  as  a  part  of  the  United  King- 
dom ;  for  having  united  the  two  provinces, 
and  formed  of  them  one  flourishing  and 
powerful  community,  we  could  only  retain 
them  in  the  empire  hv  the  tie  of  amity. 
For  himself,  he  would  have  no  great  ap- 
prehension, even  if  there  were  no  duty 
imposed  on  wheat  crossing  the  frontier  of 
Canada ;  and  as  to  the  fear  of  smuggling, 
he  confessed  that  seemed  to  him  one  of 
the  idlest  apprehensions  in  the  world.  He 
supported  the  measure,  because  it  would 
increase  the  revenue  of  the  colonial  trea- 
sury,  and  provide  a  larger  market  for  the 
Canadian  farmer,  and  probably  also  fur- 
nish increased  employment  for  the  British 
navy,  while  no  quantity  of  corn  could 
come  in,  that  would  be  sufficient  to  over- 
flow the  market  of  Britain,  and  further 
depress  the  agricultural  interest. 

Mr.  Hanes  did  not  believe,  that  the 
Friends  of  the  noble  Lord  opposite  would 
desert  him  on  this  occasion,  and  therefore 
he  attached  no  importance  to  the  intima- 
tion of  the  noble  Lord,  that  the  proposal 
of  the  scheme  might  probably  be  his  last 
official  act,  should  Parliament  advise  the 
Crown  to  withhold  its  assent  from  the  Co- 
lonial Bill.  The  only  question  they  had 
to  consider  was,  whether  they  should  or 
should  not  give  their  consent  to  the  Colo- 
nial Act.  He  contended,  that  thej  were 
not  interferiog  with  the  colonial  legislature 
in  the  course  proposed  by  his  right  hon. 
Friend,  for  they  were  acting  in  accordance 
with  the  usual  practice  observed  on  similar 
(Kxmsions.  The  act  had  passed  the  colonial 
legislature  clearly  in  contemplation  of  a 
discussion  upon  the  subject  in  this  House, 
aud  of  course  the  Canadian  legislature  were 
aware  they  must  abide  the  consequences. 
He  particularly  wished,  as  a  free-trader,  to 
address  himself  to  the  free-traders  in  that 
Flouae,  and  he  would  ask  them  whether 
they  could  by  any  possibility,  consistently 
with  tlieir  own  views,  Bup|)ort  that  act? 
What  was  the  preamble  of  the  act  ?  An 
assertion  of  tht*  principle  of  the  Mnglish 
Corn-laws.  Ho  would  distinctly  state, 
that  the  object  of  that  act  was  to  ^ive 
protection  to  the  native  agriculturists. 
Now,  he  undemtuod  his  hon.  Friends 
around  him  stoutly  to  objct^t  to  the  enun- 
ciation of  that  principle,  directly  or  indi- 
rectly. If,  therefore,  they  voted  against 
his  right  hon.  Friend  in  support  of  the 


bill,  they  wooM  be  acting  in  flatopporitioB 
to  the  principles  they  had  from  time  to 
time  advocated  in  that  House  and  cAae- 
where.  The  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Bath  made  out  conclusively  he  thought, 
that  Lower  Canada  did  not  grow  enough 
corn  for  her  own  consumption,  and  that 
she  would  have  to  look  for  the  next  «Mie 
or  two  harvests  to  a  foreign  supply.  Be- 
sides that,  every  one  knew  that  tne  tnde 
in  Upper  Canada  had  been  a  trade  in 
American  wheat.  The  right  hon.  Gentb* 
man  the  Vice-President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  had  stated  that  in  former  delMiteiy 
and  yet  they  were  now  about  to  exdude 
the  American  wheat,  by  imposinff  a  daty 
of  d#.  on  its  aflmission  into  Canaoa.  The 
practical  effect  of  the  noble  Lord's  measara 
would  be,  with  the  hope  of  encouraging 
the  produce  of  Canada  to  keep  out  Amen* 
can  wheat,  of  which  Canada  obtained  a 
supply  in  times  of  scarcity.  But  could  it 
benefit  the  consumer  here?  The  iioble 
Lord  said^  it  was  a  boon  perfectly  inaig. 
nificant — an  amendment  of  such  a'  limited 
scope  as  to  be  scarcely  worth  conaiderataoB 
— that  it  was  utterly  impossible  any  gnat 
quantity  of  wheat  could  come  in,  and  thife 
hon.  Gentlemen  need  not  be  alarmed ;  mod 
he  would  frankly  tell  them,  that  this  faiO 
as  a  means  of  increasing  the  introduelioB 
of  com,  was  mere  waste  paper.  It  ww 
essentially  a  protective  measure^  and  his 
astonishment  was,  that  any  CieotleiBaB 
connected  with  an  agricultural  countj 
would  not  support  it.  They  would  see, 
that  it  was  not  a  bill  that  would  do  them 
any  harm ;  but  let  not  his  hon.  Friends 
take  the  extremely  opposite  view  of  the 
case,  and  say  that  they  got  one  tittle  of 
improvement  in  free-trade  by  it.  The  no- 
ble Lord  went  into  statements,  showing 
the  quantity  of  corn  that  had  been  from 
time  to  time  imported,  and  said^  that  the 
im^Kirts  from  1830  to  1843  were  1,153.000 
quarters,  and  that  378,000  quarters  of  that 
came  in  at  67«.  Now,  under  the  old  law, 
he  meant  before  the  measure  of  last  year, 
supposing  the  price  to  be  above  675.,  what* 
ever  additional  supply  came  in  would  be 
charged  with  a  duty  of  dd,  only.  But  bj 
the  measure  of  the  noble  Lord,  that  wooM 
now  In*  cliauge<l  to  a  duty  of  As,  That  was 
the  effect,  therefore,  upon  the  consumer 
here.  But  he  would  go  further.  Aooording 
to  the  returns  he  found,  that  since  the 
passing  of  the  (*orn-1aw  in  1828,  from  40 
to  41  per  cent,  of  all  colonial  flour  and 
wheat  had  come  in  at  a  duty  of  Is.  Now, 
the  effect  of  the  noble  Lord's  measure  would 
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be  to  admit  that  produce  not  at  a  duty  of 
li.,  but  at  a  duty  of  4^.  Another  strong 
argumept  against  the  noble  Lord's  measure 
was,  the  temptation  it  afforded  for  smug- 
gling. The  House  had  heard  the  testi- 
mony of  the  hon.  Members  for  CoFentry, 
Bath,  and  Liskeard,  that  the  measure  was 
likely  to  lead  to  an  extensiye  system  of 
smuggling.  One  of  those  hon.  Members 
had  said  that  the  homeward  bound  vessels 
would  smuggle,  and  that  could  not  be 
prevented  in  the  St.  Lawrence.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Coventry  had  said  that  100 
quarters  might  be  smuggled ;  but  if  100 
quarters  might  be  smuggled,  he  would 
like  to  know  why  100,000  might  not  be 
smuggled  also.  If  it  would  pay  to  send 
over  100  quarters,  it  would  pay  to  send 
over  100^000.  The  smuggler  only  wanted 
to  know  whether  he  should  gain  profit  upon 
his  enterprise,  and  if  he  could  only  make 
as  much  as  was  gained  by  the  regular 
trader,  there  would  be  smuggling  still  $ 
and  he  thought,  that  smuggling  even 
in  flour  would  go  on  extensively.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Bath  had 
also  asserted  that  the  measure  would 
lead  to  smuggling  and  its  attendant  im- 
moralities. Thus  all  these  authorities  on 
the  question  agreed  in  the  opinion  that 
under  the  operation  of  the  proposed  mea- 
sure very  extensive  smuggling,  or  at  all 
events  smuggling,  would  be  entered  on. 
The  measure  was  supported  by  some  hon. 
Members,  because  it  was  an  acknowledge- 
ment of  the  principle  of  a  fixed  duty. 
The  noble  Lora,  in  opening  the  subject, 
appeared  to  touch  this  part  of  it  very  ten- 
derly, fearing  perhaps  what  might  be  said 
to  him  on  some  future  occasion,  when  the 
question  of  a  fixed  duty  for  this  country 
again  came  before  Parliament.  But  to 
those  who  wore  prepared  to  support  the 
measure  because  it  admitted  the  principle 
of  a  fixed  duty,  he  would  observe  that 
there  was  a  great  difiPerence  between  the 
proposition  of  a  fixed  duty  as  regarded 
this  country  and  as  regarded  the  colony. 
Much  as  he  desired  to  see  the  Corn-laws 
done  away  with,  he  could  yet  contemplate 
the  possibility  of  a  fixed  duty  being  ne- 
cessary for  the  sake  of  revenue ;  but  a  fixed 
duty  on  Canadian  flour  and  wheat  would 
put  three-fourths  of  the  duty  levied  into 
the  colonial  Exchequer,  not  into  our  own. 
This,  he  conceived,  made  a  material  dif- 
ference. But  admitting  for  a  moment  that 
the  views  of  the  Canadian  legislature  were 
to  be  acceded  to,  what  equivalent  did  they 
offer  ?  Did  they  propose  to  reduce  their 
VOL.LXIX.    {J^Sii 


duties  on  our  manufactures  imported  into 
Canada  ?  Nothing  of  the  sort ;  no  such 
proposition  was  made  to  us,  except,  indeed, 
in  some  vague  intimations  of  a  probable 
movement  to  that  efiect  in  the  Canadian 
legislature.  The  fact  was,  the  noble  Lord 
must  have  some  very  strong  reason  behind, 
that  could  thus  induce  him  to  bring  for- 
ward a  measure  involving  a  principle  so 
troublesome  to  the  Government  at  the 
present  moment,  and  so  likely  to  arouse 
against  them  their  own  supporters.  Could 
it  be  that  the  noble  Lord  had  found  that  a 
proposition  of  the  kind  was  a  good  means 
whereby  to  rule  and  manage  the  Canadian 
Parliament.  The  noble  Lord  was  going  to 
raise  the  price  of  land  in  Canada.  He  (Mr. 
Hawes)  knew  that  the  effect  of  the  measure 
must  be  to  raise  the  price  of  land  there.  In- 
deed, that  object  was  avowed  in  the  papers 
laid  upon  the  Table  of  the  House  ;  for  it 
was  said  that  the  measure  would  stimulate 
emigration,  and  if  emigration  was  stimu- 
lated, the  competition  for  land  must  be 
encouraged.  This  country  was  at  present 
involved  in  a  fearful  struggle  for  the  repeal 
of  the  Corn-law  and  was  that  a  time  to 
impose  a  Corn-law  in  a  colony  ?  Did  the 
Government  think  there  would  be  here- 
after no  struggles  in  Canada  for  the  repeal 
of  the  Corn-law  about  to  be  imposed — that 
there  would  be  no  contests  between  the 
owners  of  land  there,  and  the  advocates  of 
free  trade?  He  still  thought  that  the 
Corn-law  of  last  year  was  an  improvement^ 
but  considering  the  principle  that  had  beea 
enunciated  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
he  was  really  astonished  that  he  should 
now  ask  the  House  of  Commons  to  give 
their  assent  to  the  measure  now  under 
consideration.  He  confessed  that  a  know- 
ledge of  these  facts  led  him  not  to  pay  so 
much  attention  to  the  opinions  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Coventry  and  other  Members, 
as  perhaps,  they  might  really  deserve.  He 
repeated  that  he  thought  that  we  ought 
to  derive  some  benefits  in  return  from 
Canada  by  the  reduction  of  duties  on  our 
manufactures.  For  the  last  ten  years  our 
exports  to  that  colony  had  been  nearly 
stationary  with  the  exception  of  1840  and 
1841,  in  which  years,  in  consequence  of 
the  high  price  of  corn  in  England,  there 
was  a  much  larger  importation  from  Ca- 
nada. In  1840,  when  corn  was  at  66«. 
4d.  here,  we  imported  670,000  cwt  of 
flour,  and  801,000  quarters  of  wheat.  In 
1841,  when  corn  was  at  64s.  4d.,  we  im- 
ported from  Canada  682,000  cwt.  of  flour, 
and  70,000  quarters  of  corn.  Now,  if  the 
2  A 
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lincei  or  Canwla  •honid  itep  iu  bttvMB 
that  oniicd  legulatnre  and  the  CrovD,  and 
propoH  an  addreai  to  her  Majeslj  to  tka 
effect  that,  onder  do  circamttancea,  lb* 
TOjal  aiunt  rhould  be  given  to  the  firat 
act  thflj  had  pataed.  He  iboukl  give  bii 
oppotitioD  lo  the  araendmeDt  of  ibe  right 
hon.  Geatleman,  for  be  tboQght  it  mnld 
ba  belter  to  decide  upon  the  propoul  be- 
Tore  the  Houie  thao  to  addreu  the  Crowa 
to  wiihhold  aiKiit  from  an  act  of  tbo 
Colonial  Legislature.  With  reapect  lo 
the  measure  before  the  Houu,  ai  far  h 
diETerential  dutiea  went,  he  waa  in  favour 
of  it.  There  mual  be  differential  dntiat 
while  ihere  waa  a  colonial  ajfteia,  aod 
withont  protection  there  could  notbailmt 
colonial  lyitem  upon  which  the  grettmw 
of  the  country  ao  much  depended.  WbM, 
however,  the  doliei  upon  colonia)  pfodnco 
were  lO  itnall  aa  to  interfere  with  the  !•• 
boar  and  capital  of  thii  country,  thea 
there  waa  an  nndue  eilenaion  of  tbtl 
principle.  IF  it  waa  admitted  that  tUi 
measure  would  not  introduce  Casadna 
wheat  to  inch  an  extent  aa  lo  aSeci  Ilia 
interest  of  the  producer!  of  thii  conntiy, 
then  he  laid  it  waa  not  a  meaflnre  of  fra^ 
trade.  He  contended  that  a  fixed  datj 
could  not  be  maintained  in  ibia  eomttr, 
and  if  paiaed  by  tlie  Legialatnrs,  iteoaU 
not  be  lupported.  What  wai  waated  wao 
prohibition  when  boine  prodaee  ooaU 
inppl;  the  counlrj,  and  (tee  importalifla 
when  it  could  nor.  He  UiMgbt  One  pia- 
aent  meaaure  would  diaappoiDt  tba  mpea 
tation  of  penoni  who  held  the  doctnaca . 
of  the  Anti  Corit-law  League,  aod  br  tUa 
reaaoD,  that  he  tbou);ht  the  dntv  apaa 
wheat  coming  from  America  waa  lullv  aa 
good  ai  befoie.  He  thought,  alio,  if  inn 
gave  Canada  thii  boon,  it  would  beta  kU 
dittonal  reaaoo  why  the  queatiOD  of  tha 
Corn-lawi  chould  not  be  dealt  with  hero- 
after,  and  that  a  propoaitton  to  deal  with 
them  would  not  be  hatened  to,  benaaa 
then  a  new  (ource  of  aupply  would  haaa 
been  opened  to  thii  country.  With  tegiid 
to  the  operation  ol  the  preaent  law,  bo 
admitted  he  had  been  one  of  thoa*  win 
ihought,  when  it  waa  propoaed,  that  iba 
icale  wai  loo  low.  He  bad  aui  y«i  bad 
!Qt  to  ihe  opportunity  ofdetetminiDg  wbeibtr  bO 
I  were  rif;ht  or  wrong  in  that  opiniOD.  At* 
'  though  he  bad  tried  to  get  a  hi^>er  acalo 
'  yet  he  could  not  at  ibii  time  boneady  a^ 
to  be  expected  that !  that  the  new  law  had  been  the  cauaeaf 
iimtnt  which  had    the  preicni  ilepreaaton  of  pricca.     Then 


olgect  of  thia  measure  vai  to  sire 
facilities  of  eaport  to  Canada,  surely  we 
ought  to  have  a  aarreapondiog  advantage 
in  a  reduction  of  the  duties  on  our  manu- 
factures. He  deprecated  the  measure, 
however,  as  an  iatroductioa  into  Canada 
of  the  elemenU  of  the  Con-law  dispnte 
which  DOW  agiUted  thia  country.  Why 
did  the  right  hon.  Baronet  at  the  head  of 
the  Government,  after  all  the  opiniiins  ho 
had  expressed  in  that  House,  seek  to  ori- 
ginate in  Canada  tlie  strife  between  manu- 
fiicturers  andlandonners  ?  The  measure, 
too,  was  an  unfriendly  one  towards  the 
United  States,  and  that  at  a  time  when 
their  tariff  was  likely  to  come  again  under 
consideration,  and  to  be  dealt  with  ca- 
cordingto  the  spirit,  whether  friendly  or 
hostile,  in  which  we  might  meet  them.  A 
more  unfavourable  opportunity  for  such  a 
measure,  could  not  oave  been  chosen,  for 
.  we  were  about  to  impoae  an  additional 
duty  on  corn  and  flour  imported  firom 
Canada,  when  hitherto  what  had  been 
imported,  bad  been  American  produce, 
and  not  the  excess  produce  of  Canada. 
Tlic  measure  would  in  this  respect  be  a 
great  blow  to  American  trade,  and  he  re- 
garded as  such  by  the  United  States.  It 
was  stopping  the  indirect  trade  at  the 
very  time  that  you  afforded  no  evidence  of 
a  diHpositioD  to  give  facilities  to  the  direct 
trade.  On  the  other  hand,  from  all  the 
accounts  to  which  he  luul  been  able  to  fjet 
access,  he  did  not  see  ihst  the  importation 
of  corn  from  America  would  be  such  aa 
ought  to  give  the  landliolder  any  just 
ground  of  fear.  They  ought  ratocr  to 
look  to  Dantaic  as  the  port  from  which  the 
greatest  supplies  might  be  expected.  He 
did  not,  however,  for  the  reasons  he  had 
stated,  look  at  this  measure  as  really  one 
in  advance  towards  free-trade.  The  noble 
Tjord  had  himself  called  it  an  insignificant 
boon  to  Canada  ;  and  he  (Mr,  Hawes) 
agreed  with  him  in  the  opinion  as  hr  as  it 
wtrnt ;  hut  he  also  thought  that  it  would 
be  really  prejudicial  to  the  colooy,  and 
that  it  would  set  one  class  against  the 
other,  and  excite  the  same  disputes  that 
now  rage<l  in  this  country,  and  he,  there- 
fore, hoped  that  the  noble  Ijird  would  not 
prDCM-d  with  his  measure,  but  agree  ii 
advising  the  Crown  not  to  give  i 
the  art  nf  the  colonial  let;islature. 

Mr.  Darlijf,  alluding  to   the  right  lion, 
Gentleman,    the   Member   for 
uskrd  whither  it  we 
r  of  the  Ci 


larried   the  union   between   Ihe  two  pro-  |  had  yet  been   no  experience  of  the  w 
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ing  of  the  law.  If  the  meaiure  now  pro- 
po»ed  wat  to  lead  to  depression  of  prices, 
he  for  one  would  be  no  party  to  it.  He 
had  found  that  the  papers  laid  before  the 
House  were  inaccurate,  and  the  statements 
and  calculations  not  to  be  depended  upon. 
He  was^  therefore,  for  the  present  without 
information,  and  had  to  seek  ii  where  he 
could.  Under  these  circumstances,  he 
should  claim  in  every  stage  of  the  bill,  up 
to  the  third  reading,  the  opportunities  of 
gaining  information,  and  if  he  found  the 
effect  of  the  measure  would  be  to  depress 
prices,  he  should  then  vote  against  it. 
But  if,  on  the  other  hand^  he  found  that 
the  hon.  Member  for  Lambeth  was  right, 
and  that  it  was  a  measure  of  protection, 
and  not  of  free-trade — not  one  that  would 
admit  corn  to  the  injury  of  the  agricul- 
ture of  this  country — it  should  receive 
his  support.  He  confessed  he  did  not  be- 
lieve, from  the  statements  of  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  both  before  he  came  into 
power  and  immediately  after  taking  office, 
that  it  was  the  intention  of  his  Government 
to  alter  the  then  existing  Corn-law.  At 
the  same  time  he  considered  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  was  perfectly  right  in  saying 
that  he  would  not  bind  himself  irrevocably 
to  that  law.  With  regard  to  the  present 
question,  as  relating  to  Canada,  he  thought 
that  if  the  GovernmenJl  had  had  it  in  con« 
templation  to  reduce  the  present  duty  of 
5s.  to  U.,  it  would  have  been  stated  that 
the  Government  would  reduce  the  duty 
upon  condition  that  the  Canadian  Legis. 
lature  imposed  a  3s.  duty  on  American 
com.  Throughout  the  whole  of  the 
speeches  during  the  debates  on  the  English 
Com*law,  no  indication  of  any  such  in- 
tention was  given  ;  he,  therefore,  thought 
that  he  and  those  who  entertained  similar 
opinions  with  himself  on  this  question,  had 
a  right  to  complain.  More  explicit  in- 
formation ought  to  have  been  given ;  at 
the  tame  time,  if  he  found  that  the  pre- 
sent measure  were  calculated  to  bene6t 
Canada  by  giving  additional  employment 
to  labour,  while  it  was  building  up  a  but- 
tress in  support  of  the  Corn-law  of  this 
country,  he  would  readily  give  his  assent 
to  the  measure. 

Mr.  Hume  was  anxious  to  condole  with 
the  hon*  Member  for  North  Devon  (Mr. 
Buck),  who  had  told  the  House  that  the 
agriculturists  had  been  in  a  state  of  per- 
plexity and  uncertainty  for  three  years, 
and  were  now  in  distress,  which  they 
could  no    longer   submit   to.      Now,  it 


was  just  three  years  ago,  that  he  and 
those  on  his  side  of  the  House,  told 
that  hon.  Gentleman  and  his  agricultural 
Friends  that,  if  they  did  not  bring  this 
question  of  the  Corn-laws  to  a  speedy 
settlement,  they  would  be  kept  in  a  con- 
stant state  of  perplexity  and  uncertainty. 
He,  at  the  same  time,  stated  to  the  hon. 
Gentleman  and  his  Friends  the  Govern- 
ment, that  they  were  attempting  impos- 
sibilities. They  thought,  because  they 
had  the  command,  by  a  majority  of  the 
House  of  Commons,  that  they  could 
command  and  keep  up  the  price  of  corn  ; 
but  he  then  informed  them,  and  they  had 
found  it  out,  that  they  could  not  do  so. 
If  they  had  yielded  a  free  trade  in  corn 
three  years  ago,  or  even  had  agreed  to  a 
low  fixed  duty,  they  would  have  been  in  a 
much  better  condition  now  than  they 
were.  He  would  advise  them  to  profit  by 
the  experience  of  the  last  two  or  three 
years,  and  come  round  at  once  to  him 
and  his  Friends,  and  adopt  the  principle 
of  free- trade.  This  country  and  the 
whole  civilized  world  would  be  benefited 
by  a  free-trade  in  Corn.  Why,  according 
to  the  hon.  Gentleman's  own  showing, 
things  could  not  be  worse  with  the  agri- 
cultural interests  than  they  were  at  pre- 
sent. He  might  complain,  and  threaten 
not  to  vote  with  the  right  hon.  Baronet, 
(Sir  R.  Peel),  but,  if  he  dfid  not,  he  must 
vote  with  him  (Mr.  Hume).  The  hon. 
Gentleman  bad  no  other  alternative. 
He  and  his  Friends  were,  in  truth,  the 
chief  cause  of  all  the  existing  distress 
in  the  country  ;  and  this  the  farmers 
were  fast  finding  out.  As  his  (Mr. 
Hume's)  vote  on  the  present  measure 
would  differ  from  the  voles  of  several  of 
his  Friends  immediately  around  him,  it  was 
necessary  he  should  explain  the  grounds 
of  that  vote.  It  was  his  intention  to 
vote  against  the  amendment  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  the  Member  for  Taunton, 
and  in  favour  of  the  original  resolution  of 
the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Stanlev)*  He  did 
so,  not  because  he  considered  any  mate- 
rial reduction  of  duty  on  corn  would  be 
effected  by  it — if  they  merely  calculated 
that  duty  at  3s.  on  introduction  into  Ca- 
nada from  the  United  States,  and  Is.  on 
introduction  into  Great  Britain,  making 
together  4s.  He  also  admitted,  that  the 
imposition  of  the  3s.  duty  in  Canada,  was 
creating  a  protection  to  the  landed  in- 
terests there,  equally  against  his  own 
principles  as  against  the  consumer  in 
2A2 
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no  lionbl.    It  might  appear  at  tir«  I'gnt    ;  ..^j^^  g^,,^  ,^  (^juida,  »od  a 


no  lionbt.  It  might  appei 
a  contradiction  for  him  a  free-irader, 
■o  take  the  coune  he  intended  lo  take ; 
and  it  was  to  explain  that  which,  after 
due  consideration  of  the  itaie  of  the  corn 
trade  of  the  Caoadas  and  Great  Britain  for 
many  years  past,  was  not  a  contradiction, 
that  he  wished  to  stale  to  the  House.  In 
the  first  place,  he  wonld  inquire  what 
hail  been  the  effect  of  the  law  as  it  now 
exTsied,  with  respect  to  the  importation  of 
floor  and  com  from  Canada  ?  And  in 
reference  to  this  bill  and  its  piobable 
effecU,  he  could  not  but  think,  that  a 
roost  uDfounded  outcry  and  alarm  h*!  been 
raised  in  this  country.  What  were  the 
facts?  For  the  last  twelve  years— that 
was  lo  say,  from  the  year  1831— wheat 
and  wheaten  flour,  from  the  United  Statefe 
and  from  e»ery  part  of  the  world,  had 
been  admitted  into  Canada  free  from  a 
kind  of  doty;  and  ihrongh  Canada  t 
same  conWhave  been  imported  into  Gr( 
Briiain  at  a  duty  varying  according  lo 
price,  and  what  had  been  the  result  of 
that  trade    under  that    freedom  ?       Ht 


._  tbe  CQilrd  SuWi  aod  tiaada,  a 
■■on  duty  in  EngUnd  of  ^t.  liJ.  for  tbe  last  nn 
.^an,  wu  ooly  91,768  quaiten  yeaitj. 

This  small  isopoTlation  was  when  then 
wss  a  perfect  Ireedoon  of  trade  from  «U  ths 
world  to  Canada.  Tbe  Howe  mut  aec 
how  »ery  small  an  amount  of  core  ud 
flour  UBS  then  imported  froca  Cmoada  inio 
England.  Consider  what  were  the  impe- 
diments to  impOTtiitioa  into  this  ooontfT. 
In  1839,  the  duty  was  only  6rf.  «  qurter, 
,ind  yet  no  more  than  7,768  quarters  were 
imported  into  England  from  Canada  » 
ibat  year.      If    price   was   any   lempU- 


.,on    ta    iroporution. 


,  then    esiued ; 


would  admit,  for  argument's  sake,  thai 
the  whole  of  the  wheat  and  flour  ad- 
mitted into  Great  Britain  in  that  time,  was 
of  Canadian  growth.  The  duty  in  Eng 
land  on  Canadian  importation  had  Taried 
from  5«.  to  6d.  a  quarter.  When  the  pric« 
waa  551.,  the  duty  was  5*.;  66s.,  duty 
4».:  57i.,  doty  2*.:  abo»e  58i.,  duly 
Ii.,  and  6d.  per  quarter,  at  or  above  60s. 
In  the  year  183G,  the  average  price  of 
wheat  in  England  was  48*.  6d.,  and  llie.i 
was  not  one  grain  of  wheat  importi-d 
from  Canada  into  England,  and  nuly 
IK.fflicwt.  of  flour,  equal  to  5,150  quai- 
ters  of  v»heat.  In  18.17,  the  average  pn.-f 
of  wheat  was  55s.  lOd..  no  wheat  v..s 
imported,  and  only  0,528  cwt».  of  flom 
In  1838,  the  price  rose  to  fi4t.  7J.,  an-l 
the  only  wheat  and  wheaten  flour  iniporlt.l 
was  11,35C  quaners.  In  183<l,  llie  prjrr 
lieic  was  70».  Sd.,  and  yet  there  wen- 
only  27  quarters  of  wheat,  and  27,0<JI 
rwls.  of  flour  imporltd,  making  togetli*r 
7,70H  quarters.  In  1840,  the  price  f.ll 
to  Wis.  4(f.,  and  «,l!l'i  quurters  of  wheal, 
and  478,;Hia  cwls.  of  floor  were  imporied. 
The  aggregate  stood  thus:— 

In  1H4I,  the  price  was  lAt.  *d.,  and  70,299 
nuarlers  of  wheat,  and  C'iH,914  cwls.  of  flour, 
makine  ilie  «gi(regale  equal  lo  ■^49.9H't  quiir- 
teisot  wheal.  In  die  lail  year.ilie  (iriee  Wi5 
about  63).  2d.,  and  wheat  and  Hour  equal  lo 


for  the  priceof  wheat  in  this  couDtty,  in 
1839,  was  70s.  8<f.  a  quarter;  and  yet, 
with  that  high  price,  and  that  low  dmty, 
only  7,768  quarters  were  brought  lo  thb 
.ounlry.  If.  when  the  price  of  wheat  WM 
TOj.  per  quarter  in  England,  and  the  dn^ 
only  td.,  onlv  that  small  quantity  wMBUft 
rorted.whatcouldbeespcctedwilhwbeatn 
at  present  under  50s. T  He,lhetefcre,|Mtk 
10  the  House,  whether  a  moat  nonaetuaij 
;ilann  had  not  been  created  upon  thii  M»- 
jectthroughoui  the  agricultural diatrieu of 
England  ?  He  was  quite  tarpriied  at  ths 
language  of  aome  hon.  Gentlemen  on  tkw 
Mioisteiial  side  of  the  Houm,  who  hid 
<poken  as  if  England  were  about  lo  ha 
flooded  with  gram  frooi  Canada,  tad 
the  farmera  rained,  if  this  nieaaoie  won 
lo  become  a  law.  As  a  farther  pmof 
of  ibe  groundlessness  of  such  an  aiaiB, 
he  would  state  thai,  in  1841.  when  IIm 
duty  was.  only  li.  9d.,  and  tbe  priM 
was'  G4r.  4d.  a  quarter,  only  949,9W 
quarters  were  imported  in  the  whole  yenr. 
He  would  refer  the  Hoate  to  the  papeta 
on  the  Tablef  where  it  appeared  that  re. 
turns  from  thirty-eight  counties  and  lowaa 
in  Upper  Canada  were  obtained,  slatlBf 
ihe  remunerating  price  at  which  wheal 
could  be  grown,  and  the  prices  gi«B  wen 
nil  at  5t.,  anil  above,  except  three  placca, 
wliere  the  prices  were  4t.  6d  ,  and  At.  M. 
a  bushel,  or  40».  say,  a  quarter.  Tfct 
expense  of  bringing  a  quarter  of  corn  fnai 
fli.licoihe.  in  the  stale  of  Ohio,  to  Liter- 
piiol,  was  ZGs.  2d,.  •!/.,  I*,  ^d.  per  buaW 
ou  the  average  of  many  cargoes  to  Hb^ 
ireal,  and  l.<.  ~ld.  thence  to  EoglMd. 
which  added  to  40r.,  cost  of  corn  itaeU^ 
would  require  a  quarter  of  Canadian  can 
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to  be  sold  for  66«.  2c(.  at  Liverpool  to  pay 
the  importer.  Ai  such  a  price,  what  ground 
was  there  for  the  least  alarm  that  this 
would  injure  the  British  agriculturist? 
Was  not  a  charge  of  26*.  2d,  per  quarter 
for  freight  and  charges  a  sufficient  pro- 
tection for  the  British  farmer  ?  Was  it  to 
be  expected  that  prices  could  ever  rise 
up  in  England,  to  what  they  had  been 
in  these  past  years  ?  It  was,  in  his  opin- 
ion, impossible.  Therefore,  both  as  re- 
garded price,  and  as  regarded  quantity, 
the  British  agriculturist  had  nothing  to 
fear.  Looking  at  the  price  of  wheat  at 
New  York,  in  ordinary  years,  it  was 
his  firm  belief  that  if  corn  were  ad- 
mitted to  be  brought  direct  from  New 
York  to  England,  without  any  duty  at 
all,  it  would  do  no  injury  to  the  Eng- 
lish farmer,  while  it  would  greatly  be- 
nefit the  community  at  large.  America 
roust,  undoubtedly,  diminish  her  ex- 
penses in  growing  and  carrying  wheat 
and  flour  greatly,  before  she  could  compete 
to  any  extent  with  our  own  agriculturists. 
He  might  state  to  the  House  that  he  did 
not  desire  to  see  wheat  lower  in  this  coun- 
try, than  what  with  a  free-trade  the  aver- 
age price  would  be  in  Europe ;  and  he 
would  hazard  a  guess  that  that  would 
be  about  50*.  He  next  came  to  con- 
sider what  would  be  the  probable  eflfect 
of  the  measure  before  the  House.  It  was 
a  change  of  duty  in  this  country  from  5s, 
to  Is.,  for  he  had  nothing  to  do  with  the 
ds.  duty  levied  in  Canada,  and  he  would 
state  why.  Power  had  for  the  first  time 
been  given  to  the  colonial  Legislature  to 
regulate  their  own  internal  taxation,  and 
it  was  quite  competent,  therefore,  for 
Canada  to  reduce  or  to  increase  the  tax  on 
corn  imported  into  that  country  as  they 
pleased.  He  would  state  to  the  House 
what  had  occurred  in  the  colonial  Le- 
gislature during  the  discussion  of  the 
law  for  imposing  a  duty  of  35.  on  the 
importation  of  American  corn  into  Ca- 
nada. Great  difference  of  opinion  ex- 
isted in  the  House  of  Assembly  on  the 
subject,  probably  as  much  as  existed  in 
this  House.  If  it  had  not  been  for  the 
speech  made  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
(Sir  R.  Peel)  io  the  House  of  Commons, 
in  March  1842,  the  colonial  Government 
would  not  have  been  able  to  carry  that 
bill.  The  right  hon.  Baronet  on  that  oc- 
casion said,  that  he  should  be  happy  to 
treat  our  North  American  colonies  as 
ao  integral  part  of  this  countryi  and  to 


consider  them  as  English  counties.  When 
Mr.  Harrison,  the  secretary  of  the  Canadian 
Government,  introduced  the  resolutions  on 
which  the  bill  was  to  be  founded,  he  stated 
that  the  expectation  which  had  been  cre- 
ated by  the  speech  of  Sir  Robert  Peel  had 
been  made  certain  by  the  letter  from  Lord 
Stanley  on  the  2nd  of  March,  1842,  to 
Sir  Charles  Bagot.  The  people  of  Lower 
Canada  were  convinced  that  the  bill  was 
calculated  to  increase  the  price  of  food 
in  that  province  :  but  they  believed  it 
would  give  them  the  corn-carrying  trade, 
for  3,000  miles  west  of  Quebec,  which 
would  compensate  them  for  the  loss  of 
the  timber  trade,  and  at  the  same  time 
afford  them  the  means  of  improving  the 
revenue  of  the  country,  and  enabling  the 
people  to  pay  higher  for  their  food.  It 
iiad  been  said,  by  the  noble  Lord  (Lord 
Stanley),  that  the  bill  was  carried  with 
unanimity  in  the  House  of  Assembly^ 
but  that  was  not  the  case.  It  was 
very  much  opposed,  and  after  a  stormy 
debate,  carried  for  the  3^.  duty.  No 
person,  especially  those  holding  office, 
should  endeavour  to  persuade  the  House 
that  the  bill  was  agreed  to  in  Canada  by 
an  unanimous  vote.  The  debate  took 
place  on  the  29th  of  September,  1842, 
Mr.  Leslie  in  the  chair.  It  was  proposed 
that  the  House  should  resolve  itself  into 
committee,  to  consider  the  question  of  im- 
posing a  duty  on  the  importation  of  foreign 
corn.  The  report  in  the  newspaper  stated 
that  the  question  was  put  amidst  a  bushel 
of  cries  of  •*  Order,"  "  question,"  •*  Hear 
him,  &c."  during  which  several  Members 
in  vain  attempted  to  speak,  the  motion 
was  carried  in  the  affirmative.  Then  Mr. 
Harrison  rose  to  propose  that  the  amount 
of  duty  should  be  3$.,  which  was  carried. 
After  a  long  debate,  Mr.  Childe  then  pro- 
posed, that  all  other  descriptions  of  agri- 
cultural produce  should  be  subjected  to  a 
duty;  upon  which,  a  scene  of  clamour, 
uproar,  and  confusion,  that  de6ed  de- 
scription, took  place.  The  motion  was 
amended  and  re-amended ;  and  on  a 
division,  there  were  thirty-seven  for  the 
motion,  and  twenty- three  against  it.  The 
members  of  Lower  Canada  were  generally 
against  it.  There  were  four  or  five  divi- 
sions. Mr.  Viger  stat9d  that  it  was  on 
the  ground  that  the  colonial  legislature 
had  the  power  to  alter  the  act  whenever 
they  pleased,  that  Mr.  Harrison's  pro|>osal 
was  finally  adopted  by  the  House.  And  on 
that  ground  alone  it  was  that  be  (Mr* 
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Hume)  gSTt  hi*  rale  for  the  prewnt  inea- 
(ura,  leaving  it  to  Canada  henaf^r  to  at-l 
for  lliemielvn,  as  regarded  the  dalj,  ■■ 
ibey  ihould  thiok  proper.  Tliey  would, 
no  doubt,  neit  year  dccreaie  the  duly  if 
they  found  3f.  too  high,  or  increaie  it  if 
Ihcj  thought  that  turn  too  low.  And  why 
»hould  they  not?  They  were  now  lo  be 
tnaitars  of  iheir  own  fioaaciat  afiaira. 
The  Britiah  Home  of  Commoai  had  nO' 
ihiag  to  do  with  the  colony.  That  power 
given  by  the  Britidi  GoTerooent  wai  of 
great  importance:  aad  he  ahould  expect 
the  right  lioo.  Baronet  (Sir  R.  Peel)  to  act 
n  the  saote  apirit  towarda  all  our  other 
colonie*.  Why  ihould  he  not  allow  wheat 
and  flour  to  be  iinportad  at  the  nme  rate 
of  duty  from  the  Cape,  fron  Bengal,  and 
from  every  other  Britiab  colony?  The 
principlu  of  the  pre*ent  meaaure  waa  id 
Itiia  reaped,  in  hit  (Mr.  Hume'i)  opinion, 
of  the  greateat  value.  Hia  hon.  Friend 
below  hioi  rejected  it,  becauie  the  ac[  of 
the  Canadian  government  bad  laid  un  a 
duty  of3<.  perijuailer,  bulheBaJniaioed 
ibat  it  wai  on  the  principle  of  a  Bxed 
duty  of  It.  a  quarter,  for  he  had  nothing 
to  da  with  any  duly  that  the  colony  itaelf 
might  impoae.  In  the  courae  of  the  debate 
in  ilie  Houie  of  AsKmbly,  Mr.  D.  B. 
Viger  aaid, 

"Tint  ha  wu  opposed  to  every  species  of 
protective  iluty,ailheie<Iuuo3W*re  on  all  occa- 
sions iRipoied  u  (he  expenca  oF  aomc  part  of 
the  community ;  but,  ai  the  Imperial  UoveiD- 
inent  had  conceded  to  (lie  Ilouie  of  Assembly 
the  right  or  legislating  for  Canada  in  matters 
relating  to  its  commerce,  ind  bad  declared 
that  it  was  desirous  to  extend  the  further  boon 
of  admiuing  all  Canadian  agricullural  produce 
into  Knglanil  free  of  duty,  he  (Mr.  Vig*t) 
could  not  see  any  objection  to  the  iMposiiMm 
iif  a  duty  on  com  coining  into  Canada  from 
fortigii  Guunlriei  to  which  Great  Britain  had 
not  yotntended  thai  privilege.  It  was  nol 
(wnl  .Mr,  Vigor)  for  ihe  House  of  Assembly 
lo  ny  what  the  mother  country  ought  to  do 
with  r(rs|iect  to  the  impoKktion  offbreign  com, 
ii  w»t  tufticiunt  for  them  to  know  that  Canada 
wu«  Idvoured  by  tlic  mother  country,  not  only 
liy  thv  proposition  of  admillingiUagriculiura] 
|>iodiii'C  at  a  shilling  duly  inlu  England  ;  bul 
also  by  the  dcclaratiun  of  Sir  Kobert  I'eel  that 
he  w,it  desirous  thai  Canada  sbould  become 
at  a  new  county  added  to  Kngland." 

Whether  the  eipeciaiion*  excited  in 
Canada  by  that  declaration  of  the  right 
lion.  Barunet  would  bo  realtaed  by  the 
present  measure,  he  (Mr.  ilume)  cer- 
tainly enleruined  lome  doubt ;  but  if  they 
were  oot  at  pieKnl,  they  miut  be  bj 
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and  by.  He  bad  been  bigUy  plcaaad  it 
hearing  the  lentimeDta  expnmeA  by  the 
noble  Lord,  (Lord  Stanley)  Ibe  Secn- 
lary  of  Stat*  for  the  Coloniea  reapecti^ 
colonial  Goreionent.  Tbey  were  aocb 
a*  he  had  never  heanl  from  that  aobla 
Lord  before.  The  noble  Lord  •Ulcd, 
that  thia  waa  a  boon  to  Canada.  It 
wu,  aa  k  peeuniarj  hoon,  a  vcfy  anali 
ooe,  bat  the  power  of  tbe  colmial  a^ 
aembly  tcgalaiiag  their  interaal  a&bifa, 
aa  a  principle,  waa  an  immeaae  boos. 
The  noble  Lord  alto  laid  it  wai  a  aaaaiiK 
that  would  encourage  agritnliaral  in- 
dnairy  in  Cai>ada.  Undoobledly  it  wovld 
io  lOiDe  degree  do  to,  bat  the  British 
Home  of  Comoiont  bad  nothing  to  do 
with  that.  The  noble  Lord  went  on  to  nj, 
that  every  ntan  of  common  aeoee  moat  p»> 
fer  a  Gsed  duty  on  corn  to  a  aliding-teak 
— of  course  the  noble  I.ord  waa  apeaking 
of  thit  paiticnlar  meaaote,  when  tha 
range  of  duty  woaM  only  be  fron  5f.  ta 
If.  Still  thcae  were  aenlimenls  ha  waa 
delighted  to  hear,  and  be  hoped  ihtj 
would  not  be  loal,  hut  that  tha  noUa 
Ijoid*!  aiaociatea  in  tbe  Cabiaet  woald 
there  ibeia,  and  that  thia  eoaatrf  woald 
benefit  by  theai.  It  wu  impaaHble  lo 
apply  one  rule  to  a  aliding-acale  froM  la. 
taSi.;  fnun  a  alrdiug-icalo  from  li.  lo 
70>.,  and  therefore  Sir  Robert  Pael'i  icale 
was  condemned  by  hi*  own  Colleaguea. 
It  waa  only  by  degrees  that  tbey  coald 
get    their    righla,   ai>d    ' 


that  they  would,  by  and  by,  get  rid  of 
Ibeir  sliding  scale  also,  if  not  of  diMiH 
altogether.  The  noUe  Lord  weitt  on  to 
stale,  that  her  Hajeaty'a  Ooveraacat 
were  desirous  to  fulfil  tbe  pledge  givea 
to  Canada.  The  House  of  Aeteanblj  had 
passed  the  Bill  imposing  3t.  do^,  aadar 
the  belief,  and  ia  confidence,  that  Uailcd 
Stales'  wheat,  when  admiited  to  Canada 
on  that  duty,  would  be  abo  admitted  at 
It.  to  Great  Britaia,  there  would  be  iha 
dissppointment.  Now,  although  ha  did 
not  believe  thia  meaaore  would  falfil 
that  pledge,  still  he  rinnld  be  sociy 
in  any  way  to  prevent  iu  being  pasMd 
into  a  law.  He  should  be  uawiUiag  M 
be  a  party  in  rejecting  the  bilL  It  waa 
of  muck  importance,  that  tbaj  abooM 
throw  on  the  Government  the  poat  n> 
sponsibiliiy,  and  tha  necessity  of  pmpoa* 
ing  further  meaaures  if  it  shoald  ba  (mnd 
thai  this  bill  did  not  fulfil  tbe  pledge  the* 
bad  given  lo  Canada.  It  wu  dalighliiu 
tebaB[thaBoUoLiHd(LordSlHloj)nr, 
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that  it  was  much  better  to  maintain  our 
coloniet  by  the  tics  of  love  and  affection, 
than  by  a  coercive  system.  It  was  one  of 
those  refreshing  sentiments  of  which  they 
had  not  heard  much  for  many  a  day.  Bat 
now  these  were  enunciated  by  a  Minister 
of  the  Crown,  and  all  the  other  Cabinet 
Ministers  were  ready  to  say.  Amen.  The 
despatch  of  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Stan- 
ley) on  the  2nd  of  March,  1842,  was  a 
roost  important  document,  aud  he  would 
read  two  paragraphs  from  the  news- 
papers to  show  the  grounds  of  the  ex- 
pectations entertained  by  the  Canadians 
in  consequence  of  that  despatch,  and 
the  manner  in  which  they  looked  to  the 
pledge  of  the  Government  being  ful- 
filled :— 

^'  Sir  R.  Peel,  it  was  said,  is  not  accustomed 
to. waste  words,  still  less  to  use  very  expres- 
sive words  ^^ithout  regard  to  their  meauing. 
On  the  23rd  March  last,  during  a  debate  on 
the  tariff,  Sir  R.  Peel  declared  that  he  thought 
we  ought '  to  consider  our  colonies  as  an  inte- 
gral part  of  this  country/  Another  report  of 
his  speech  gives  the  words,  *  to  consider  them 
as  English  counties/  It  is,  however,  certain, 
that  in  one  or  other  form  of  words  the  Prime 
Minister  made  the  remarkable  declaration  that 
in  his  opinion  the  principle  of  protection  ought 
not  to  be  applied  against  colonies— that  these 
portions  of  the  empire  ought  to  be  as  free  of 
the  home  market  as  Ireland  or  an  English 
county." 

When  this  emphatic  and  striking  de- 
claration of  the  Premier  reached  Canada, 
the  people  there  rejoiced  aloud.  The 
British  Government  (for  like  most  people 
elsewhere,  they  considered  Sir  R.  Peel  to 
be  the  Government)  had  expressed  an 
opinion  in  favour  of  free-trade  between 
Canada  and  England  ;  they  might  now 
hope  that  the  loss  of  their  timber  mo- 
nopoly would  be  compensated  by  a  new 
trade  in  wheat  and  flour ;  they  calculated 
over  again  the  cos^  of  production  and 
carriage  ;  they  successfully  urged  their 
local  Government  to  proceed  with  the 
improvements  of  the  St.  Lawrence  naviga- 
tion :  they  boasted  of  the  advantage  of 
really  and  truly  belonging  to  the  British 
empire.  Still,  Sir  R.  Peel  had  merely 
uttered  an  opinion.  When,  or  if  ever,  he 
should  be  able  to  give  effect  to  that  opin- 
ion, was  a  matter  about  which  he  had  not 
said  one  word:  his  declaration,  however 
gratifying,  did  not  convey  anything  like  a 
promise ;  hope  was  all  that  the  colonists 
had  any  right  to  indulge  in.  But,  in  the 
following  month  of  September^  this  hope 


was  turned  into  certainty :  the  declaration 
of  opinion  took  the  shape  of  a  promise 
in  the  despatch  of  March  2nd,  though 
only  published  in  Session  1842,  and  now, 
what  was  that  promise  ?  The  noble  Lord, 
(Lord  Stanley)  in  his  speech,  stated  gene- 
rally, that  it  would  be  seen  by  the  docu- 
ment on  the  table  that  it  was  the  wish  of 
her  Majesty's  Ministers  to  place  the  Ca- 
nadas  in  the  most  favourable  situation, 
but  that  they  could  not  conceal  from 
themselves  that  the  United  States  were 
adjoining  Canada,  and  therefore,  as  re- 
garded corn,  they  must  have  some  protec- 
tion to  prevent  great  importations  from 
the  States.    Then,  what  said  the  act?— 

"  Whereas  the  chief  objection  to  the  free 
admission  of  wheat  and  wheat-flour  into  the 
said  United  Kingdom  from  Canada  arises 
from  the  free  admission  of  foreign  wheat  into 
Canada ;'' 

Therefore  they  proposed  to  levy  a  duty 
of  35.  After  that,  they  expected  not  only 
that  wheat-flour,  but  that  wheat  should  be 
exported,  and  it  was  on  that  expectation 
they  founded  their  estimate  of  the  advan- 
tage they  should  derive  from  the  whole 
measure.  He  would  therefore  submit  to 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  that  the  present 
plan  would  not  be  a  fulfilment  of  the 
pledge  given  to  Canada,  and  that  in  order 
to  keep  faith  with  the  Canadians,  they 
must  be  allowed  to  bring  wheat  of  the 
United  States,  as  well  as  flour  at  Is.  duty. 
It  was  of  importance  to  know,  what  was 
the  opinion  entertained  by  the  people  of 
Canada,  and  what  they  expected  when  they 
assented  to  put  a  duty  on  American  corn. 
In  a  petition  presented  to  her  Majesty  by 
the  President  and  Council  of  the  Quebec 
Board  of  Trade,  the  following  appeared;  • 

"  That  the  commercial  interests  of  the  pro- 
vince are  now  depressed  and  suffering  to  an 
unprecedented  extent,  chiefly  in  consequence 
of  the  measures  lately  adopted  by  the  Imperial 
Parliament,  withdrawing  or  greatly  limiting 
that  protection  which  its  principal  products 
formerly  enjoyed,  in  competing  with  foreigners 
in  the  markets  of  the  mother  country  and  your 
Majesty's  other  colonies.  That,  in  conse- 
quence of  these  measures,  your  Majesty's 
subjects  in  this  province,  from  their  greater 
distance  from  these  markets,  can  only  now 
successfully  compete  with  foreigners  therein 
under  the  most  favourable  and  rare  circum- 
stances ;  and  should  your  Majesty  assent  to 
the  said  act  of  the  Legislative  Council  and  As- 
sembly of  Canada,  without  at  the  same  time 
conferring  on  your  Majesty's  subjects  in  this 
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province  some  countenraiiing  privilege  in  their 
trade  with  other  parts  of  the  empire,  yonr  Ma- 
jesty's petitioners  firmly  believe  that  the  result 
wilt  be  the  utter  prostration  of  the  trade  of  the 
country,  and  the  ruin  of  those  engaged  in  it. 
That  it  appears  from  the  preamble  of  the  said 
act,  that  it  was  enacted  upon  an  express  assur- 
ance by  persons  representing  your  Majesty's 
Government  in  the  Legislature,  that  some  such 
countervailing  privilege  would  be  granted,  and 
that,  without  such  an  assurance,  it  would  not 
have  been  passed.  Wherefore  your  Majesty's 
petitioners  humbly  pray,  that  your  Majesty 
may  be  graciously  pleased  to  withhold  the 
Royal  assent  to  the  said  act,  until  a  law  shall 
have  been  passed  by  the  Imperial  Parliament, 
authorizing  the  admission  into  the  United 
Kingdom  and  the  other  colonies,  frte  of  duty, 
of  all  grain  and  flour  exported  from  this  pro- 


vince. 


That  petition  was  signed  by  the  presi- 
dent and  nine  other  members  of  the  coun- 
cil, who  further  state — 


li 


That  the  flour  hitherto  exported  from  Ca- 
nada, has  been  chiefly  made  from  wheat  the 
growth  of  the  United  States." 

Therefore  even  a  shilling  duty  was 
beyond  the  mark,  and  It  is  expected  that 
wheat  from  the  United  States  now  intro- 
duced into  Canada,  is  to  be  admitted  into 
England,  as  If  it  were  the  produce  of 
Canada.  But  that  is  not  allowed  by  the 
bill  before  the  House.  In  the  report  of  a 
special  commission  of  the  Legislative  As- 
sembly it  was  stated  that  wheat,  from  the 
northern  and  western  parts  of  the  United 
States,  might  be  carried  by  the  Hudson 
River  to  New  York  at  an  expense  of 
'6s.  iid,  a  quarter  less  than  it  would 
be  carried  down  the  waters  to  Canada  ^ 
therefore  they  prayed  for  the  fulfilment 
of  the  pledge  made  to  them,  by  Ix)rd 
Stanley's  letter  of  2nd  March,  1843,  to 
Sir  Charles  Bagot ;  and,  on  that  ground, 
Government  would  do  well  to  maintain  that 
promise,  by  admitting  corn  and  all  flour  of 
the  United  States,  coming  through  Canada 
intothis country  freeof  duty.  Heshould  not 
have  dwelt  so  much  upon  this  point  if 
trade  in  Canada  were  not  so  much  de- 
pressed by  the  cliangcs  made  by  the  tariflf, 
and  for  which  the  carrying  trade  of  corn 
may  be  some  compensation.  The  expen- 
diture  of  the  army  alone  there  had  been 
upwards  of  a  million  sterling  yearly,  but 
that  was  diminishing.  Canada  had  lost 
the  lumber  trade,  consequi/ntly,  unless 
the  (lovcrnment  would  favor  the  Cana- 
dians by  enabling  them  to  become  the  car- 
riers of  corn  from  the  United  States,  free 
of  duty,  tbcy  must  still  furtber  suffer.  He 


said  from  the  United  Statei,  for  there 
no  secret  in  the  matter;    it   was  fraa 
thence  the  corn  and  floor  had  hitherto 
come,  and  in  future  mast  come ;  and  he 
did  not  think  that  Parliaaient  sboald  con- 
sider the  3s.  duty  that  had  been  imposed 
in  Canada.      [Hear.  Aear.]    That  might 
be  taken  off  by  themselves,  mud  if  thej 
found  that  duty  injorioos  to  the  provioce, 
why  should  it  not  be  ?  I  am  quite  sorpriied 
(said  Mr.  Hume)  at  the  hon.  Geotleaien 
who  cheer  me.      They  seem  to  think  that 
the  House  of  Assemblv  in  Canada  is  like 
the   House  of  Commons.     It  is  no  such 
thing.     The  House  of  Assembly  is  elected 
by  the  whole  people,  and  you  mast  not 
think  that  a  House,  elected  by  the  vhole 
population,  will  allow  any  injarioas  legis- 
lation  to   continue  for   a  year   without 
amending  it  ?  I  will  further  explain.     It 
is  the  best   argument  in   favour  of  uni- 
versal  suffrage.      In  England,  laws  aie 
passed  for  the  benefit  of  the  few,  and  not 
for  the  interests  of  the  many ;  but  that 
will  not   henceforth  be  the  case  in  Ca- 
nada.     I  wish    all    governments   to  be 
conducted  for  the  welfare  of  the  people; 
and  while  the  House  of  Assembly  conti- 
nues to  be  elected  by  a  large  portion  of 
the  population  of  that  country,  it  is  quite 
evident  that  such   an  assembly  will  not 
allow  any  laws  to  exist  long  that  are  in- 
jurious to  the  community  at  large.  Before 
two  years  had  elapsed,  the  country  gentle- 
men of  England  would  be  of  his  opinion, 
and  would  see  that  to  injure  Canada  was 
to  injure  the  empire.      For  this  reason, 
he  thought  that   the   objects  of  the  act 
passed    by   the    colonial   Legislature,  — 
namely,  '*  a  free  transit  of  corn  from  ihe 
United  Statts,*'  ou-^ht   to  be  supported. 
Ere  long,  an  increase  of  suffering  in  Eng- 
land, from  our  protective  system,  woiud 
compel  us  to  change  that  system ;  as  one 
doctor  and  one  set  of  prescriptions  had 
failed  to  relieve  the  industry  of  the  king- 
dom, it  was  necessary  to  try  others,  and 
that  of  free  trade,  ere   long,   would  be 
tried.      Destroy  the  commerce  and  in- 
dustry of  the  country,    as  we  are   now 
doing  by  our  Corn-laws,  which  are  un- 
dermining the  sources  of  revenue  of  this 
country,  and  the  land  in  the  end  must 
pay  for  it ;  retribution  would  fall  where  it 
was  due,  and  if  hitherto  capital  and  land 
had  borne  very  light  burthens,  they  would, 
he  (Mr.  Hume)  feared,  be  heavy  enough 
in  a  short  time,  if  the  same  protectift 
I  plans  were  pursued.    It  became  Pariift* 


731 


Jifjoitmad 


{Mat  22} 


DebaU. 


m 


■nent  to  re-comider  it>  vicioui  legialalioo, 
and  to  allow  the  principles  of  reason  aad 
common  seaie  to  prevail  in  the  future 
goveroment  of  tbe  country.  All  he  asked 
of  members  vrai,  that  they  should  act 
like  men  of  lense  ;  this  was,  perhaps, 
requiring  much,  but  it  vraa  not  requiring 
more  than  some  time  or  other  they  would 
be  compelled  to  grant.  He,  for  one, 
should  support  the  motion,  by  which 
wheat  and  wheat-flour  should  be  admitted 
Into  this  cODutry  from  Canada  at  a  duty  of 
If. ;  and  it  would  end,  he  sincerely  hoped, 
ere  long.  In  the  establish  merit  of  a  free- 
trade  in  com,  direct  with  the  United 
Statei — a  change  essential  alike  for  the 
fatnre  welfare  and  prosperity  of  Great 
Britain  and  the  United  States. 

Mr.  Cumtning  Bruce  could  not  throw 
any  additional  light  upon  this  subject, 
which  had  already  been  su  amply  discussed ; 
but  be  was  very  desirous  of  stating  to  the 
House  the  nature  of  the  vote  he  intended 
to  giro,  his  reasons  for  that  rote,  and  the 
peculiar  circumstances  under  which  be 
gave  it.  At  Easter  last  he  attended  an 
annual  meeting  of  the  county  which  he 
bad  the  honour  to  represent,  and  at  that 
meeting  a  resolution  was  proposed  depre- 
cating any  alteration  in  the  law  respecting 
corn,  as  regarded  Canada ;  and,  also,  ano- 
ther resolution  condemnatory  of  the  extent 
to  which  the  Government  had  already 
carried  free-trade  principles.  This  last 
resolution,  at  his  sug^stion,  was  with- 
drawn; but  the  resolution  deprecating  any 
alteration  in  the  Can  adit  duties  was  unani- 
mously agreed  to.  A  petition,  grounded 
upon  this  resolution,  was  proposed  and 
ugned  by  most  of  tbe  resident  proprietors, 
farmers,  and  tenants  in  the  county.  He 
was  asked  to  support  the  petition,  and  he 
promised  to  do  so,  and  he  had  since  pre- 
sented tbe  petition  to  the  House.  Since 
tbeO)  however,  the  speeches  he  had  heard 
in  that  House,  and  other  information 
which  he  had  receired,  convinced  him  that 
he  was  mistaken  on  the  question  when 
be  promised  to  support  the  petition  of  his 
constituents.  He  found  that,  instead  of 
lessening  the  protection  to  the  home 
grower,  the  proposition  of  her  Majesty's 
Government  was  calculated  to  increase  that 
protection — as  it  went  to  establish  a  fixed 
duty  of  4s.  instead  of  2s.  as  at  present ; 
and,  moreover,  he  did  not  at  all  look  upon 
this  as  a  measure  of  free-trade,  to  which 
his  coDStituenta  were  opposed.  He  there- 
fore thought  be  was  fulfilling  the  wishes 
cpf  hia  comtituentB  in  supporting  it.    fiat 


these  were  not  his  only  or  his  principal 
motives  for  giving  his  support  to  the  mea- 
sure. He  regretted  that  the  Government 
should  have  found  any  necessity  for  dis- 
turbing the  adjustment  of  the  Corn-law 
question  made  last  year,  because  whatever 
might  have  been  then  sstd  upon  the  sub> 
ject  had  certainly  been  forgotten,  and  it 
would  have  been  better  not  to  hare  revived 
it,  if  it  could  have  been  avoided.  But  the 
honour  and  character  of  ihe  Government 
were  pledged  and  committed  on  this  ques- 
tion, which  with  hioi  was  the  slroogest 
motive  for  supporting  it.  If  the  Govern- 
ment, after  the  pledge  they  bad  ^ven,  did 
not  persevere,  tjiey  would  not  only  betray 
the  greatest  inconsistency,  but  would  show 
a  degree  of  weakness  that  must  be  highljr 
injurious  to  the  country.  He  considered 
that  the  strength  and  stability  of  the  Go- 
vernment, and  the  continuance  of  the 
right  hou.  Baronet  at  the  head  of  it,  para- 
mount to  all  other  considerations.  The 
great  fault  of  the  late  Government  was 
its  want  of  sufficient'  strength  to  carry 
through  any  measure  for  the  advantage  of 
the  country ;  and  his  desire  was,  that  the 
present  Government  should  not  be  placed 
in  the  same  predicament.  He  was  quite 
aware  of  the  disagreeable  position  in  wliicb 
he  stood,  after  the  promise  he  had  made 
to  his  constituents — hut  he  was  prepared 
to  pajj  tbe  penalty  of  the  error  he  had 
fallen  into  by  sacrificing  bis  consistency  to 
his  duty.  If  he  should  find  that  the 
course  he  had  pursued  gave  dissatisfaction 
to  his  constituents  he  should  hasten  to 
place  at  their  disposal  the  trust  they  had 
reposed  in  him,  and  which  he  was  only 
desirous  of  holding  so  long  as  he  could  do 
so  with  satisfaction  to  them  and  credit  to 
himself,  and  with  a  continuance  of  that 
eood  feeling  that  had  hitherto  subsisted 
between  them. 

Mr.  P.  Baring  said,  that  the  most  im* 
portant  point  in  tbe  ai^ument  of  the  noble 
Lord  (Lord  Stanley),  and  that  on  which 
the  whole  measure  of  the  Goteroment 
rested,  seemed  to  him  to  be  the  question 
of  good  faith.  The  noble  Lord  had  ap- 
plied  a  considerable  portion  of  his  decla- 
mation to  that  point,  and  endeavoured  to 
prove  that  tbe  good  faith  of  the  Hodk 
was  pledged  by  having  raised  expectations 
in  Canada  which  it  wonld  not  be  consist- 
ent with  the  honour  of  the  House  to 
abandon ;  and  if  he  believed  with  the  noble 
Lord  and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Gladstone),  that  the  House  was  a  party  to 
the  pledge!  given  by  the  Qoreimnent,  he 
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should  at  ooce  call  opoQ  the  House  to 
concur  in  the  resolutions,  whatever  might 
have  been  his  opinion  of  the  policy  or 
propriety  of  them.  He  must  say  he  should 
not  be  quite  satisfied  with  redeeming 
pledges  given  by  the  House  in  the  same 
way  that  the  hoo.  Member  who  spoke 
last  redeemed  his  pledges  to  his  con- 
stituentSy  who  having  slated  to  his  con- 
stituents, that  he  should  oppose  the  mea- 
sure, now  said,  that  further  information 
had  induced  him  to  support  it.  If  the 
House  had  been  a  party  to  a  pledge  given 
by  the  Government,  he  for  one  should  not 
be  willing  to  change  his  mind,  or  think  it 
very  creditable  to  walk  off  from  his  solemn 
declarations ;  but  was  it  the  case,  that  the 
House  was  pledged,  as  argued  by  the 
noble  Lord  ?  Was  it  even  the  intention 
of  Government  to  bring  forward  this  mea- 
sure when  first  they  proposed  the  Corn- 
law  ?  He  put  that  question  distinctly, 
and  he  looked  to  have  an  answer.  He 
believed  the  Goveroment  had  no  such  in- 
tention. He  went  further,  and  said,  that 
the  Government  had  not  only  no  such  in- 
tention, but  they  had  directly  the  reverse 
intention.  On  the  9th  February,  the 
riffht  hon.  Baronet  proposed  his  Corn-law 
scneme.  In  that  scheme  was  found  a  duty 
which  was  very  nearly  a  fixed  duty,  being 
5$.  up  to  a  certain  point,  and  then  drop- 
ping to  6d.  The  right  hon.  Baronet  pro- 
posed a  duty  on  colonial  corn;  but  he 
gave  not  the  slightest  notice,  that  it  was 
not  to  be  a  final  measure.  Nor  was  that 
all.  The  very  day  before  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Gladstone)  had  proposed 
a  measure  with  regard  to  the  colonies,  he 
proposed  a  ds.  duty  on  corn  imported  into 
Canada;  therefore  the  first  intention  of 
the  Government  was  to  have  a  sliding- 
scalc,  and  a  fixed  duty  of  3s.  besides; 
and,  consequently,  they  had  no  intention 
when  first  they  proposed  the  corn  bill  of 
bringing  forward  the  resolutions  now  on 
the  Table.  Their  first  intention  was  to 
have  a  scheme  directly  the  reverse  of  this. 
It  might  have  been  the  case,  that  when 
the  noble  I/)rd  proposed  a  sliding-scale, 
from  Is.  to  5s.t  he  thought  that  there  was 
no  man  of  common  sense  who  would  not 
have  preferred  a  fixed  duty ;  but  why  was 
no  intimation  of  that  given  to  the  House? 
The  very  first  day  of  the  Session  bis 
noble  Friend  near  him  had  stated  his  ob- 
jections to  imposing  a  3s.  duty,  as  intro- 
ducing a  Corn-law  into  Canada.  So  far, 
thereiorei  fiam  both  lidet  being  at  fint 


unanimous  in  favour  of  imposing  thisdaty 
of  3s.,  the  noble  Lord  near  him  had  from 
the  first  taken  the  objection  which  was 
now  taken  on  that  (the  Opposition)  aide 
of  the  House.  On  the  25th  of  February 
last  year,  when  Mr.  Christopher's  notion 
was  under  discussion,  he  pressed  the  point 
upon  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite 
(Mr.  Gladstone),  and  from  the  answer 
then  given  no  person  could  suppose,  that 
a  despatch  would  have  been  sent  out  to 
Canada  bearing  a  different  interpretation. 
From  the  language  used  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  this  could  not  be  inferred.  His 
words  were,  that — 

"  With  respect  to  the  question  which  had 
been  alluded  to,  he  believed  that  no  one  in 
that  House  would  contend  that  any  regulation 
ought  to  be  adopted  in  the  new  Com-law 
which  should  raise  a  new  barrier  as  agaiaa 
our  trade  with  the  United  States.  He  had  pro- 
posed laying  a  duty  of  3f.  on  wheat  imported 
into  CaDa&.  Should  Parliament,  however, 
lav  a  merely  nominal  doty  on  the  importation 
of  Canadian  floor  and  wheat  into  this  country, 
he  would  not  renture  to  pledge  himself,  that 
it  would  not  be  right  to  lay  the  duty  on  the 
importation  of  American  wheat  into  Canada, 
which  stood  in  his  resolution ;  but,  if  Pkilia^ 
ment  should  adhere  to  the  principle  of  a  5f. 
duty  on  the  importation  of  Canadian  wheat 
and  flour  into  this  country,  in  that  case  the 
3i.  duty  would  not  be  pressed  upon  the 
House." 

No  one  from  the  use  of  such  language 
could  conceive  that  it  was  the  intentioo 
of  Ministers  to  send  a  despatch  to  Canada. 
For  his  own  part,  he  thought  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  felt,  that  he  was  mistaken 
as  regarded  a  3s.  duty,  and  conceiving 
that  he  adopted  the  course  as  a  fair  ex- 
cuse for  withdrawing,  he  did  not  preu  the 
matter  further.  That,  however,  now  ap- 
peared to  be  the  first  announcement  of  an 
intended  change  of  policy  on  the  part  of 
the  Government.  On  the  S8th  of  Febnury 
a  debate  took  place,  in  which  something 
as  to  the  intention  of  Government  was 
made  known,  but  not  in  a  way  in  which 
the  House  of  Commons  should  be  dealt 
with  by  the  Government  of  the  country. 
The  House  was  certainly  thin  on  the  occa- 
sion, but  whether  full  or  empty  on  so  im- 
portant a  point  the  intentions  of  the 
Government  should  be  fully  specified.  lo 
a  subsequent  discuuion  the  3s.  duty  was 
withdrawn,  whilst  the  duty  on  flour  vras 
continued  ;  but  the  arguments  then  used 
were  different  from  those  adopted  now. 
Much  was  tlien  said  about  intercolonial 
poUcj ;  but  the  deapatch  wu  aeat  Ottt  ua 


725 


Adjmmied 


{Mat  22} 


Debaie. 


726 


the  meantime,  whilst  it  wis  urged,  that  if 
Canada  accepted  the  terms  the  bill  should 
pass.  Not  a  word,  howerer,  was  said 
about  ulterior  measures.  He  did  not 
mean  to  accuse  the  Government  of  any 
intention  to  deceive  the  House,  but  he 
was  satis6ed,  that  on  that  occasion  nobody 
had  conceived  that  the  Parliament  had 
pledged  itself.  There  were  so  many  little 
changes  in  the  policy  pursued  respecting 
Canada,  that  he  did  not  wonder  at  the 
ezpressioQ  of  smiling  gratitude  which 
passed  over  the  features  of  those  sitting 
on  the  Ministerial  Benches  when  they 
heard  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Bath  tay,  it  was  unfair  to  twitt  the  Go- 
vernment for  any  change  which  they  had 
made,  or  to  indulge  in  allusions  to  the 
sliding-scale.  In  the  discussion  of  last 
year,  nothing  was  heard  of  the  common 
sense  of  a  fixed  duty,  as  contrasted  with  a 
sliding-scale.  There  was  then  no  symptom 
of  the  preference  which  was  now  avowed 
io  behalf  of  a  fixed  duty.  Those  who  had 
heard  the  changes  rung  on  the  other  side 
so  loud  and  so  often  in  favour  of  the 
sliding-scale,  could  scarcely  have  sup- 
posed, that  after  all  the  laudation  of  the 
iliding-scak  a  despatch  would  be  written 
out  to  Canada  recommending  the  fixed 
duty.  It  was  argued,  that  having  pro- 
posed terms  to  Canada  the  House  should 
not  trifle  with  the  colony ;  but  he  would 
ask  would  they  be  warranted  in  trifling 
with  England  ?  Whose  fault  was  it  that 
the  House  of  Commons  was  placed  in 
its  present  position?  Government  had 
had  it  in  its  power  to  state  its  plan 
frankly.  It  couki  have  had  the  despatch 
laid  upon  the  Table  of  the  House,  and 
then  there  could  have  been  introduced 
into  the  bill  of  last  year  a  clause  to  reduce 
the  duty,  as  was  done  in  the  case  of  Indian 
sugar.  If  they  wanted  to  take  the  opinion 
of  Parliament  on  the  question  that  would 
have  been  the  firank  and  open  mode  of 
proceeding  |  but  if  they  were  now  placed 
in  a  difficult  position  as  respected  Canada 
the  fault  lay  with  those  who  bad  thus 
raised  the  expectations  of  the  colony. 
Now  with  respect  to  what  fell  from  die 
noble  Lord  the  Secretary  for  the  Colonies 
when  he  said  that  no  man  of  common 
sense  would  hesitate  in  the  choice  between 
a  fixed  duty  of  Is.  and  a  vajrying  one 
ranging  between  Is.  and  5s.  The  noble 
Lord  asked  who  would  iiot  piefer  the 
simplicity  of  the  former  node,  but  the 
quQstaoD  then  arose  ai  to  wkat  wtt  Io  be 


done  with  our  other  colonial  possessions. 
Two  questions  arose  on  this  point.  One  was, 
if  all  our  colonies  enter  into  similar  engage- 
ments to  those  entered  into  by  Canada, 
would  they  not  naturally  expect  to  be 
treated  in  the  same  way?  And  the  next 
question  was,  if  the  fixed  duty  was  prefer* 
able,  in  a  common  sense  view,  to  the 
sliding  scale,  ought  it  not  to  be  generally 
adopted  ?  Why  should  not  New  Brunswick 
have  the  advantage  of  it  as  well  as  Canada  ? 
If  the  fixed  duty  was  common  sense,  were 
they  prepared  to  go  on  with  that  principle  ? 
Would  they  give  the  benefit  of  the  common 
sense  principle  to  the  other  colonies,  or 
would  thev  still  keep  them  under  the 
sliding  scale  ?  Would  they  follow  out  the 
principal  of  colonial  policy — namely,  that 
our  colonies  should  be  treated  as  if  they 
were  so  many  counties?  or  would  they 
apply  the  principle  of  a  fixed  duty  to 
Canada  only,  and  retain  all  our  other 
North  American  possessions  under  the 
operation  of  the  sliding-scale  system  f 
Com  coming  from  the  Cape  of  Good 
Hope  was  treated  in  the  same  way  as 
foreign  corn.  Was  it  proposed  to  keep 
up  and  continue  these  anomalies  ?  If  that 
was  the  intention,  upon  what  ground  was 
it  that  a  benefit  should  be  conferred  oo 
Canada  from  which  all  our  other  colonies 
were  to  be  excluded  ?  Was  it  because 
Canada  was  somewhat  more  powerful  than 
our  other  colonies  ?  Was  it  done  on  the 
okl  principle,  that  what  was  not  accorded 
to  right  should  be  yielded  to  agitation  ? 
Or  was  there  some  other  power  at  work 
which  directed  principle  in  one  way,  and 
practice  in  another  ?  In  the  propositbn 
made  there  were  two  parts  working  to  the 
same  end.  One  went  to  increase  the  dif- 
ferential duty  between  Canadian  and 
foreign  com,  and  the  other  was  to  raise 
the  agricultural  interest  in  Canada  and 
make  a  corn  law  for  that  country  which 
would  raise  the  price  of  com  in  the  home 
market  there*  This  must  be  the  result  of 
the  measure.  He  would  admit  that  the 
passing;  of  the  measure  would  not  inter* 
fere  with  the  consumption  in  this  country, 
nor  did  he  think  it  would  be  of  aay  ad* 
vantage  to  consumers  in  Canada.  On  the 
contrary,  he  rather  thought  it  would  tend 
to  raiae  the  price  there.  To  this  countfy, 
then,  it  would  be  no  advantage  i  in  Canada 
it  would  be  injurious  to  the  consumers^ 
and  its  only  emct  woaid  be  to  bolster  up 
the  agricttltaral  interests  in  that  colony. 
To  mdi  a  pcopotitioa  te  was  oppoied^  ifli 
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well  apon  the  broad  principle  as  upon  the 
results  which  he  contemplatei  from  its 
operation.  Everybody,  in  and  out  of  the 
House,  must  admil  that  our  present  corn 
laws  could  not  be  of  long  continuance. 
Their  fate  was  sealed.  The  House  might 
attempt  to  foster  and  bolster  up  the  agri- 
cultural  interests  in  Canada,  but  they 
would  ollimately  find  out  thar,  as  wis  the 
case  with  the  timber  duties,  they  would  be 
obliged  to  withdraw  their  protection,  and 
they  would  also  find  that  the  same  sort  of 
evils  would  follow  in  the  one  case  as  in 
the  other.  It  would  have  betn  much 
wiser  if  the  duties  which  vicre  imposed  for 
the  protection  of  the  timber  interests  had 
been  done  away  wiih  many  years  since, 
for  if  such  had  been  the  case  several  par- 
lies would  have  been  saved  from  ruin,  and 
before  a  long  time  elapsed  it  would  be 
found  that  they  must  deal  with  corn  as 
they  had  dealt  with  timber.  They  would 
soon  find  out  that  the  worst  policy  which 
they  could  pursue  would  be  to  afford  a 
protection  to  Canadian  corn — which  most 
before  long  be  withdrawn.  Capital  would 
be  applied  to  land  and  mills  under  the 
supposed  security  of  an  act  of  Parliament, 
bat  the  Parliament  would  ultimately  be 
obliged  to  retrace  its  steps,  and  then  the 
same  calamities  would  occur  as  took  place 
under  the  alteration  of  the  timber  duties, 
though  not,  perhaps,  to  the  same  extent ; 
and  the  longer  the  protection  was  conti- 
nued, the  more  severe  would  be  the  fall  of 
those  for  whose  security  it  was  intended. 
Almost  all  tiiose  on  that  (the  Opposition) 
side  of  the  House  opposed  the  principle 
of  the  noble  Lord's  measure,  though  some 
found  palliating  circumstances.  It  was 
seldom  that  a  bad  measure  was  brou^^ht 
before  the  House  in  all  its  naked  defor- 
mity. It  was  always  connected,  in  one 
way  or  other,  with  some  immediate  ad- 
vantage; but  the  advantage  would  soon 
pass  away,  whilst  the  evil  would  continue 
permanent.  For  his  own  part  he  was  not 
an  advocate  for  the  immediate  abolition 
of  all  existing  protections.  He  was  aware 
of  the  calamities  and  individual  sufferings 
which  must  follow  the  adoption  of  such  a 
course;  but  whilst  he  would  not  advocate 
the  immediate  abolition  of  all  protection, 
he  held  it  to  be  a  point  of  wisdom  to 
aroid  offering  any  fresh  protections,  as 
doing  so  would  be  only  to  continue  and 
perserere  in  a  bad  and  dangerous  prin- 
ciple. It  was  said  that  a  35.  duty  was  a 
irery  small  protection ;  bat  the  principle 


I  being  once  adopted  would  it  stop  tbert  ? 
I  Was  that  the  nature  of  protecting  duties  ? 
Was  there  nothing  in  the  paper  which  had 
been    laid  upon   the  Table.' — was  there 
nothing  in  the  resolution  to  hint  the  con- 
;  trary  ?    Was  it  not  obvious  that  there  was 
I  a  party  in  Canada  which  was  looking  to 
;  protection  for  all  agricultural  produce? 
I  If  the  House  once  began  in  this  manner, 
they  would   proceed    from  one   point  to 
another,  and,  at  last,  they  wo<jld  not  know 
where  to  stop.  Another  colony  had  already 
!  adopted  the  example  Sf  t  by  Canada,  and 
I  whenever  the  priociple   was  once  saoc* 
tioned,  it  would  be  impossible  thencefor- 
ward to  stem  the  tide.     It  had  been  ob- 
jected that  the  Moose  ought  not  to  inter- 
fere with  an  act  of  the  Canadian  Legisia* 
tore,  and  he  would  admit  the  force  of  the 
argument  if  Canada  had  acted  of  its  own 
accord  and  without  reference  to  anv  com* 
mnnication  coming  from  this  country ;  bat 
Canada  had  not  acted  freely  in  the  case. 
Canada  was  bribed  into  the  coarse  it  had 
pursued  by  the  offer  of  a  C«rn-law.     It 
was  said  to  the  colony,  "If  you  act  in  a 
particular  manner  voo  shall  have  such  and 
such  advantages.*^    Leave  Canada  alone 
to  its  own  legislation,  and  do  not  say,  "  If 
yuu  pass  such  a  law  we  will  give  yoo  ao 
much  in  return.** 

Sir  R.  Feel:  Judging  fiom  the  noticea 
upon  the  paper,  I  apprehend  that  future 
opportunities  will  offer  themselves  of  going 
more  fully  into  the  general  question.  I 
shall  not,  therefore,  trouble  the  House,  at 
the  present  time,  by  entering  info  details 
and  figures,  but  shaft  confine  my  obaanra* 
tions  to  two  points  ;  first,  to  that  just  ad- 
verted to  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
namely,  the  character  and  object  of  this 
particular  motion ;  and,  secondly,  to  the 
circumstances  under  which  the  Govern- 
ment have  thought  it  their  duty  to  bring 
this  question  under  the  consideration  of 
Parliament.  I  say  I  shall  apply  myself  lo 
these  two  points,  reserring  all  details  fbr 
future  discuuion.  In  these  cases  it  is 
always  of  importance,  instead  of  travel- 
ling  over  the  collateral  facts,  to  come  at 
once  to  the  consideration  of  the  motion 
before  us.  In  this  case  the  question  is, 
shall  we  present  an  address  to  the  Crown, 
praying  her  Majesty  to  withhold  ber  sanc- 
tion to  the  Act  passed  in  the  last  Session 
of  the  Provincial  Parliament  of  Canada  ? 
Now  reserve  your  opinion  of  that  measure 
if  you  please — offer  it,  if  you  like,  your 
firmest  opposition  when  the  proper  pmod 
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arrires  for  opposing  it ;    but,  whatever 
may  be  your  opinion  of  the  measure  itself, 
do  not  forget  the  course  you  are  asked  to 
take — do  not  fail  to  remember  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  requires  you  to  ad- 
dress the   Clrown  to  withhold  the  Royal 
assent    from  this    particular  enactment. 
With  respect  to  this  measure  there  are 
three  parlies  standing  in  immediate  con- 
nexion— I  •  mean  the  Crown,  the  Colonial 
Legislature  of  Canada,  and  the  House  of 
Commons.     The  Colonial  Legislature  of 
Canada  has  passed  an  act  imposing:  a  duty 
OD  wheat  on  its  importation  into  Canada. 
It  is  perfectly  well   understood   by  the 
House,  that  if  the  House  refuses  to  sanc- 
tion the  resolutions  of  my  noble  Friend, 
in  that  case  the  Crown  will  withhold  its 
sanction   from  the  acts  of  the  Colonial 
Legislature.     But  what  we  are  now  asked 
is,  to  address  the  Crown  praying  that  that 
consent  may  be  witliheld.      Why,   was 
there  ever  an  instance  of  the  House  being 
asked  to  take  such  a  course  as  this  ?   Can 
you  show  me  a  single  precedent  for  such 
a  proceeding?  Was  there  ever  an  instance 
of  the  House  addressing  the  Crown  for 
the  purpose  of  preventing  the  passing  of 
an  act  of  a  Colonial  Legislature  ?     Exer- 
cise your  own  functions ;  reject  our  pro- 
position if  you  please,  but  do  not  take 
on  yourselves  such  a  proceeding  as  that  of 
asking  the  Crown   to  refuse  this   bill  its 
sanction.      Consider  under  what  circum- 
stances this  bill  is  offered  to  your  notice. 
It  comes  before  you  almost  as  the  first 
act  of  an  united   Legislature.     It  is  an 
act  passed  at  the  instance  of  the  Crown, 
and  you  will  do  well  to  spare  the  Crown 
the   mortification  of  rejecting  a  measure 
which  the  Crown  itself  advised.     If  the 
Crown  invited  the  Colonial  Legislature  to 
pass  this  act,  and  if  you  have  full  power 
to  prevent  its  operation  by  the  exercise  of 
your  own  functions,  why  should   you  not 
exercise  those  functions,  instead  of  asking 
the  Crown  to  use  its  power  in  contraven- 
tion of  its  own  advice  ?     I  say,  I  doubt 
if  there  be   a   precedent  for  asking  the 
Crown  to  oppose  its  veto  to  an  act  of  a 
Colonial  Legislature  ;  and  if  there  is  no 
precedent  surely  it  will  be  hardly  wise  to 
set  such  an   example  in  a  case  in  which 
as  in  the  present,  the  act  is  almost  the 
first,  act  of  a  Legislatureonly  just  convened. 
It  would  be  infinitely  better  in  such  a  case 
for  th^  House  of  Commons  to  exercise  its 
own  functions,  and  reject  our  proposition 
at  once : — it  would  be  infinitely  better  for 


the  House— it  would  be  infinitely  better 
for  the  Crown,  and  certainly  it  would  be 
infinitely  more  respectful  to  the  Legisla- 
ture of  Canada,  which  will  commence  its 
career  under  anything  but  happy  auspices 
if  you  ask  the  Crown  to  veto  almost  the  first 
measure  which  that  Legislature  agreed  to 
pass.    Sir,  there  are  circumstances  under 
which  the  House  of  Commons  has  an  un- 
doubted right  to  ask  for  the  interference  of 
the  Crown  with   reference  to  the  acts  of 
Colonial  Parliaments.    In  giving  power  to 
those  Parliaments  you  took  a  security  that 
in  the  case  of  acts  affecting  the  rights  of 
the  Crown  or  of  the  Established  Church, 
such  acts  should  not  be  passed  until  they 
had  been  laid  before  the  House  at  least 
thirty  days,  and   until  the  House  had  had 
the  privilege  of  addressing  the  Crown  upon 
the  subject.  The  cases,  however,  in  which 
you  reserved  this  power  were  all  distinctly 
mentioned  in  your  enactment ;  they  were 
the  cases  of  measures  affecting  the  clergy 
reserves,  the  ecclesiastical  establishments, 
and  the  rights  of  the  Crown.  You  did  not  ask 
for  reservation  regarding  other  measures, 
and,   not   asking   for  it,  you  tacitly   ad- 
mitted that  with  those  measures  you  had 
no  right  to  interfere.     Your  not  asking  for 
any   reservation,  except  with   respect  to 
certain  acts,  conclusively  shows  that  with 
respect  to  other  acts — with  regard  for  in- 
stance to  all  commercial  acts — you  didi 
not  consider  yourselves  wiser  than  the  co- 
lonial legislature,  and  consequently,  thai 
you  did  not  seek  to  advise  the  House  re- 
specting those  enactments.     1  do  hope, 
therefore,  that  you  wilt   not  lend  your 
sanction  to  such  a  precedent  as  that  you 
might  establish  by  calling  on  the  Crown 
to  exercise  its  veto  with  respect  to  thi^ 
bill.     You  can  gain  no  object  by  such  a 
proceeding,  and  depend  upon  it,  it  would 
be  infinitely  better  to  leave  the  subject  to 
the  decision  of  the  Crown  acting  on  the 
advice  of  the  Executive.     Now  with  re- 
spect to  the  circumstances  under  which 
this  motion  is  proposed.    The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  said  that  we  had  not  this 
measure  in  contemplation  during  the  last 
Session    of    Parliament.      [Mr.    F,    T» 
Baring  :  **  I  said  it  was  not  contemplated 
when  you  first  proposed  the  Corn  Bill.**] 
I  assure  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  it 
was.     On  the  8th  of  February  my  right 
hon.  Friend  proposed  to  place  a  3s,  duty 
on    American   wheat  and   flour  imported 
into  Canada.      Great  apprehension   was 
expressed.  At  that  time  there  was  an  indi- 
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cation  of  opposition,  and  that  opposition 
was  directed  to  the  principle  of  imposing 
by  the  act  of  the  British  Parliament  a  duty 
OD  American  corn  imported  into  a  colony 
having  an  independent  Legislature.  Well, 
in  the  course  of  the  same  month,  my  noble 
Friend  (Lord  Stanley)  addressed  the 
House  on  a  proposition  of  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Limerick,  having 
for  its  object  to  impose  a  duty  of  Is.  only 
on  each  quarter  of  wheat  the  produce  of 
British  possessions  out  of  Europe.  My 
noble  Friend,  on  that  occasion,  in  the  face 
of  the  House  of  Commons,  of  the  people 
of  Canada,  and  of  all  who  were  interested, 
made  these  observations — 

"  My  rieht  hon.  Friend,"  he  said,  "  has  dis- 
tinctly told  the  House  that  he  will  not  press 
for  a  duty  on  American  corn  imported  into 
Canada/* 

Now,  that  was  on  the  28th  of  February. 
The  intention  of  the  Government  to  sub- 
ject wheat  brought  into  Canada  to  a  duty  of 
3s.  per  quarter  had  been  at  that  time  aban- 
doned, and  three  days  previously  my  right 
hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Gladstone)  had  an- 
nounced its  abandonment.  And  why  had 
it  been  abandoned  ?  No  doubt  in  conse- 
quence of  the  opposition  which  had  been 
raised  to  the  constitutional  principle— to 
the  principle  of  a  duty  being  laid  by  the 
British  Parliament  on  articles  imported 
into  a  colony  having  an  independent 
Legislature.  The  proposal  having  been 
thus  abandoned,  it  was  at  this  time  that 
my  noble  Friend  made  use  of  the  expres- 
sions I  am  about  to  read.  The  proposi- 
tion had  been  abandoned.  There  could 
have  been  no  object  in  concealing  the  in- 
tentions of  the  Government.  The  noble 
Lord  then  made  use  of  these  expressions ; 
and  though  they  may  not  be  remembered 
here  they  were  remembered  in  Canada, 
and  no  doubt  had  their  influence  with  the 
colonial  Legislature.  These  were  the  ex- 
pressions of  my  noble  Friend  :— 

*' My  right  hon.  Friend  has  distinctly  told 
the  House  Uiat  be  will  not  press  for  a  duty 
on  American  corn  imported  into  Canada.  If 
we  thought  fit  to  remove  the  duty  levied  upon 
the  importation  of  Canadian  com  into  this 
country,  it  is  not  just  to  call  upon  us,  under 
the  plausible  argument  of  giving  encourage- 
ment to  Canadian  agriculture,  to  relieve  from 
the  burthen  of  duty  all  the  com  and  flour 
which  passes  from  America  through  Canada, 
taking,  at  the  same  time,  no  means  to  prevent 
our  bemg  inundated  with  American  corn.  Hiis 


{COMMONS} 

concur  with  the  motion  of  the  right  hon.  Oeii« 
tleman.*' 

Now,  observe  what  followed.  The 
British  Corn-bill  had  passed.  There  could 
have  been  no  reason  for  wishing  to  con- 
ceal the  intentions  of  the  Government; 
but  if  there  bad  been  would  my  noble 
Friend  have  used  this  language — 

<'If  there  was  any  alteration  of  the  law 
which  regulates  the  importation  of  wheat  into 
Canada — ^if  there  was  such  a  restriction  on 
wheat  going  into  Canada  as  would  free  this 
country  from  competition  with  American  corn 
under  the  name  of  Canadian  com — then  I 
think  the  Canadians  would  be  entitled  to  a 
greater  relief ;  but  if  you  do  not  choose  to  do 
this— or  if  you  do  not  wish  to  set  free  the 
trade  both,  of  American  and  Canadian  grain, 
then  I  cannot  see  any  reason  why  we  shoald 
do  that  indirectly  which  you  have  refused  lo 
do  directly." 

And  having  made  that  declaration  in 
the  face  of  the  House  of  Commooi,  and 
hearing  little  comment  on  il,  my  noble 
Friend  did  write  that  despatch  in  which 
he  communicated  to  the  Canadian  Legis- 
lature the  declaration  of  the  Government, 
that  if  Canada  did  affix  an  import  duty 
upon  American  grain,  we  should  consider 
that  we  were  bound  to  give  to  Canada  the 
boon  which  for  so  many  years  back  she 
has  been  anxiously  soliciting.  And  now, 
having  heard  what  my  noble  Friend  said 
on  that  occasion,  let  the  House  listen  to 
the  language  of  the  right  hon.  Gentbasfta 
opposite  (Mr.  Laboudiere).  What  right 
had  the  Canadians  to  loppoee  for  one 
moment,  that  if  they  passed  tneir  bill  they 
would  now  be  met  by  this  formidable  op- 
position T  What  was  the  language  of  ibe 
leaders  on  the  other  side  ?  The  right  boo. 
Gentleman  said  on  that  occasion,— 

<'  The  Canadian  people  are  the  best  jodges 
of  the  benefit  which  they  will  |^in  from  such  a 
measure,  and  their  own  colonial  reprentatives 
should  decide  as  to  its  advantages  or  disad- 
vantages. I  will  not  assert,  that  it  will  not  be 
right  for  the  Ooveroment  to  confirm  this  aot, 
if  they  agree  to  the  measure.  Upon  that 
point  I  will  express  no  opinion;  out  1  do 
contend,  that  the  Legislature  of  England  has 
no  right  to  meddle  with  a  plan,  the  effects  of 
«vhich  arc  supposed  exclusively  to  be  confined 
to  one  of  her  colonies." 

Now,  I  do  not  contend  for  one  moment, 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  pledged 
himself  by  those  expressions  to  support 
the  Canadian  measure,  but  1  do  say,  that 
he  used  language  which,  in  conjnnctioa 
with  the  language  of  the  Government, 


ii  the  grouud  on  which  I,  for  one,  cannot  |  might  have  fairly  justified  the  Canadians 
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in  believing^  that  if  they  passed  such  a 
law  as  they  have  passed,  he  would  not  be 
the  man  to  ask  the  House  of  Commons  to 
address  the  Crown  to  refuse  that  law  its 
sanction.  I  do  not,  I  repeat,  contend 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  expres- 
sions bind  him  to  support  the  measure. 
I  do  not  contend,  either,  that  the  func- 
tions of  the  House  of  Commons  are  fet- 
tered by  the  assurances  we  then  held  out 
to  Canada.  The  House  of  Commons  has 
no  doubt  a  perfect  right  to  judge  for  itself 
whether  Canada  has  or  has  not  fulfilled 
all  the  conditions  essential  to  the  com- 
plete scheme.  If  you  think  the  House 
has  not,  you  will  reject  our  propositions ; 
but  what  I  ask  is,  that  you  .will  not 
escape  from  the  responsibility  which  you 
will  in  that  case  exercise  by  attempting 
to  throw  that  responsibility  upon  the 
Crown.  Sir,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  referred  to  what  he  terms  our  "  aban- 
donment of  the  sliding-scale."  For  my 
own  part,  I  see  no  abandonment  whatever 
of  the  principle  in  our  abandonment  of  a 
varyingscale  and  adoption  of  a  fixed  duty  in 
this  one  particular  instance.  The  question 
is,  '*  Is  it  fitting  under  the  circumstances 
of  Canada,  that  Canadian  wheat  and 
flour  should  be  admitted  into  the  ports  of 
this  country  V*  My  opinion  is,  that  politi- 
cal circumstances  make  it  the  wiser  course 
for  us  to  give  to  Canada  greater  facility 
of  commercial  access,  and  my  opinion 
also  is,  that  the  agriculturist  of  England 
may  give  that  access  without  running  anv 
risk  of  injuring  their  own  interests.  All 
the  speeches  which  I  have  heard  from  the 
other  side  tend,  indeed,  to  confirm  ma  in 
this  belief.  The  speeches  of  the  two  right 
hon.  Gentlemen  show  conclusively  that 
so  far  from  trifling  with  the  agricultural 
interest  and  proposing  to  remove  a  pro- 
tection,— I  am  doing  my  duty  by  them  ; 
and  the  speeches  of  more  than  three-fifths 
of  the  Members  on  the  same  Benches  go 
to  prove  that  those  agriculturists,  so  far 
from  opposing  the  measure,  ought  to  ren- 
der us  their  best  support,  because,  instead 
of  an  injury,  this  bill,  according  to  them, 
is  to  confer  on  agriculture  an  additional 
protection.  [Cheers.]  Those  cheers  con- 
firm that  impression,  and  therefore  I  will 
no  longer  believe,  that  we  are  removing  a 
protection,  but  will  leave  it  to  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite  to  reconcile  their  opposing 
and  conflicting  charges  as  best  they  may. 
And  now.  Sir,  let  me  ask  a  question.  I 
am  taunted  with  adopting  a  fixed  duty. 


Will  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  tell  ne 
how  they  would  deal  with  a  fixed  duty  in 
this  case  ?  There  is  to  be,  according  to 
their  plan,  a  fixed  duty  of  8^.  a  quarter  on 
foreign  corn.  Now,  what  will  they  do 
with  colonial  produce?  I  presume  they 
would  not  subject  that  produce  to  a  duty 
of  the  same  amount?  But  the  American 
corn — corn  of  foreign  growth— comes  to 
England  through  Canada.  How  could 
they  levy  a  fixed  duty  of  Ss»  on  American 
corn  brought  from  New  York  and  New 
Orleans,  and,  nevertheless,  permit  Ame- 
rican corn  to  come  to  this  country  duty 
free  through  Canada  ?  I  should  like  to 
know  how  they  would  deal  with  that  fact? 
Would  not  that  be  opening  a  **  back 
door  ?"  Would  not  that  be  giving  a  pre- 
ference to  the  western  states  over  the 
southern.  Or,  perhaps,  hon.  Gentlemen 
would  propose  to  apply  only  a  duty  of  Is. 
to  corn  passing  through  Canada?  But 
in  this  case  there  would  be  an  undue  pre- 
ference given  to  America  over  other 
nations.  If  a  nominal  duty  would  not 
do,  then  there  must  be  a  fixed  duty ;  for 
there  is  no  other  mode,  in  fact,  of  levying 
a  duty,  simply  because  there  is  no  system 
of  averages  in  Canada.  And  here  I  nay 
remark,  that  what  my  noble  Friend,  Lord 
Stanley  said,  is  perfectly  true  respecting 
the  difference  in  the  policy  of  a  fixed  duty 
ranging  from  Bs.  to  12s.,  and  from  Is.  to 
iOs,  The  argument,  of  course,  applies 
with  the  more  force  as  the  difference  be* 
tween  the  extremes  expands;  but,  aU 
though  well  stated  by  my  noble  Friend, 
this  is  not  the  point  on  which  I  rely,  fof 
I  mainly  rest  my  defence  of  the  use  of  the 
fixed  duty  in  this  instance  on  the  fact — 
which  is  beyond  dispute — that  in  Canada 
you  can  take  the  duty  in  no  other 
form.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Baring)  asked  me  why  I  did  not  follow  the 
example  set  in  the  case  of  East  Indian 
sugar,  and  make  our  legislation  dependent 
upon  that  of  Canada,  giving  the  Privy 
Council  the  power  of  reducing  the  duties 
in  case  Canada  made  a  corresponding  re- 
duction. Why,  in  that  case,  I  fear  I 
might  be  no  more  certain  of  pleasing  than 
I  am  now.  I  might,  for  instance,  be  met 
by  such  a  notice  as  that  which  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  London  has  upon  the 
paper,  who,  in  opposition  to  the  argument 
of  the  right  boo.  Gentleman,  intends  in  a 
few  nights  to  move,  that, 

**  So  much  of  this  resolution  shall  be  omitted 
as  refers  to  an  act  agreed  to  by  the  Legislature 
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of  Canadai  and  renders  the  legislation  of  the 
Imperial  Parliament  dependent  on  that  of  the 
provincial  legislature." 

The  right  hen.  Gentleman  says,  "  Why 
not  pass  a  law  giving  power  to  the  Privy 
Council  to  make  reductions  in  the  event 
of  the  colonial  Legislature  making  corres- 
pondent reductions?*'  The  noble  Lord 
says,  '*  Why  lender  the  legislation  of  the 
Imperial  Parliament  dependent  on  that  of 
the  colonial  Legislature."  That  is  not 
the  principle  on  which  you  ought  to  pro- 
ceed. I  answer  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
therefore,  that  I  fear,  even  if  I  were  to 
adopt  his  proposition,  I  should  scarcely 
be  relieved  of  my  difficulty.  Sir,  to  go 
back  to  the  main  question,  that  this  is  a 
boon  to  Canada  cannot,  I  think,  be  de- 
nied : — that  it  is  a  boon  which  may  be 
granted  without  injury  to  agricultural 
interests  ought,  I  think,  to  be  admitted. 
And  when  the  noble  Lord  referred  to  the 
timber  duties,  I  could  not  help  calling  to 
mind,  that  when  once  quoting  an  opinion 
of  Lord  Sydenham  to  the  effect  that  it 
might  be  possible  to  make  an  arrangement 
with  Canada  in  the  shape  of  compensation 
for  the  loss  of  her  timber  trade, — I  say  I 
can't  help  calling  to  mind,  that  when 
quoting  that  opinion,  and  hard-pressed  as 
to  what  the  compensation  was  to  be,  the 
noble  Lord  admitted  that  that  compensa- 
tion might  be  afforded  in  the  shape  of  a 
greater  facility  for  the  introduction  of  her 
corn.  I  think  that  was  admitted  ;  at  any 
rate  it  was  generally  understood.  Sir, 
after  the  proposition  which  we  made  to 
Canada — after  her  acceptance  of  that  pro- 
position, and  her  fulfilment  of  its  provi- 
sions— I  mu5t  say  that  I  do  think  the 
faith  and  honour  of  the  Executive  (iovern- 
ment  are  pledged  to  carry  through  this 
measure.  Under  what  circumstances  did 
we  propose  the  bill  ?  We  found  a  strong 
and  almost  unanimous  feeling  in  Canada 
that  the  greatest  ailvantage  would  arise 
to  Canada  if  its  wheat  and  flour  could  be 
admitted  into  this  country.  Their  two 
great  articles  of  commerce  were  timber  and 
corn.  The  Canadas  differed  from  other 
provinces  in  beiiip:  a  corn  growing  country 
and  able  to  export  it.  Their  situation 
was  peculiar.  We  found  also  that  a  rel>el- 
lion  having  sprung  up  in  that  country,  the 
expense  of  suppressing  that  rebellion  did 
not  fall  short  of  2,000,000  of  money, 
granted  by  direct  votes  of  the  House, 
added  to  which  was  the  cost  of  maintaining 
the    army  there   and   transporting    that 


armvy  and  the  increase  of  yoar  na?y«  the 
whole  expense  falling  very  little  short,  in 
my  opinion,  of  3,500,000/.  Then  a  peril- 
ous experiment  had  recently  been  tried. 
We  found  on  coming  into  power  that 
there  were  no  fewer  than  twenty-two  bat- 
talions of  infantry  stationed  in  Canada; 
that  the  boundary  question  was  unsettled; 
Lord  Ashburton's  mission  having  not  yet 
succeeded,  the  controversy  still  was  going 
on ;  and  then  a  perilous  experiment  ^ 
very  doubtful  and  uncertain  issue  had 
been  tried — two  classes  of  the  population, 
with  interests  and  feelings  apparently 
opposed  to  each  other,  two  different  races 
of  people  who  were  set  against  each  other, 
had  been  united  lately  by  an  act  of  the 
previous  Government,  to  which  I  gave  my 
support  because  I  thought  it  afforded  (he 
best  chance  of  securing  future  good  govern- 
ment. The  hazardous  experiment  of  the 
union  of  the  two  Legislatures  was  tried : 
we  looked  at  these  things,  we  regarded  the 
expenditure  for  suppressing  the  rebellion, 
and  the  cost  of  the  twenty-two  battalions 
of  infantry  to  maintain  peace  there;  we 
bore  in  mind  the  unsettled  question  on  the 
frontier,  and  that  we  were  involved  in  a 
dispute  with  a  powerful  country  at  a  great 
distance  from  our  resources,  and  we  added 
to  this  that  the  honour  and  security  of 
England  were  not  safe  unless  yea  carried 
with  you  the  cordial  good  will  and  eo- 
operation  of  the  people  of  Canada.  Yoo 
have  professed  your  readiness  to  support 
your  relationship  with  Canada,  and  yon  are 
bound  in  honour  to  support  it ;  and  there  can 
be  no  doubt  that  the  Government  in  in- 
troducing^ the  measure  attached  this  im- 
portant consideration  to  it, — that  it  wonld 
be  taken  as  an  indication  of  cordial  good 
feeling  towards  Canada.  And  I  now  say 
that  unless  you  carry  that  cordial  co- 
operation of  the  people  of  Canada  with 
you,  the  weakest  point  of  the  whole  em- 
pire, the  point  most  exposed  to  danger 
will  be  Canada.  It  is  easy  to  talk  of  dis- 
solving that  alliance  ;  but  in  point  of  ho- 
nour and  in  point  of  policy  you  cannot  set 
that  example.  If  your  connexion  with 
Canada  is  to  \ie  dissolved,  your  connexion 
with  New  Brunswick,  with  Prince  Ed- 
ward's Island,  and  with  Nova  Scotia  may 
follow ;  indeed,  you  will  never  be  able  to 
determine  the  point  at  which,  in  point  of 
policy, — apart  from  a  feeling  of  honour.— 
you  must  terminate  your  course.  The 
more  of  ill-will,  the  more  of  dissension 
and  unwillingness  to  submit  to  connexion 
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with  ibis  country  there  are,  the  greater 
will  be  the  temptation  for  foreign  Powers 
to  interfere.  Her  Majesty's  Government 
were  deeply  impressed  with  the  truth  of 
these  sentiments ;  and  we  did  consider 
what  facilities  we  could  give  to  Canadian 
commerce  with  this  country,  thus  drawing 
closer  the  bonds  of  union,  without  depart- 
ing from  the  principle  of  the  bill  we  passed 
last  year  with  respect  to  the  protection  of 
agriculture,  and  without  injuring  the  agri- 
cultural interests  at  home.  Such  was  the 
importance  we  attached  to  that  measure, 
which  was  met  with  so  much  hostility 
here ;  for  if  it  did  not  pass  by  the  unani- 
mous consent  of  the  Canadian  Legislature, 
it  was  at  least  adopted  by  general  consent. 
We  refused  to  attach  to  it  any  reservations 
or  conditions  implying  injurious  suspi- 
cions of  the  honour  or  good  faith  of  the 
Canadians.  Those  were  the  circumstances 
under  which  we  proposed,  or,  if  you  will, 
invited  this  measure.  It  was  assented  to 
by  the  Legislature  of  Canada.  Would 
they  have  passed  it  had  it  been  pregnant 
with  temptations  to  smuggling?  True, 
there  are  persons  who  for  the  trifling  sum 
of  2s.  would  undersell  the  fair  trader ;  but 
the  man  must  be  mad  who  would  attempt 
to  smuggle  corn  under  this  bill,  for  the 
cost  of  conveying  the  corn  would  defeat 
the  smuggler's  object.  When  did  you 
hear  of  smuggling  com  from  France  when 
the  duty  here  was  25s.  or  26s.  per  quarter  ? 
And  if,  with  a  channel  not  more  than 
from  twenty  to  thirty  miles  across,  when 
the  duty  was  2Ss,^  you  had  no  smuggling 
from  France  or  Belgium,  do  you  think 
that,  with  the  interest  of  the  Canadian 
grower  there  to  watch  for  himself,  and  the 
influence  of  the  Canadian  Treasury  to 
take  care  that  the  duty  is  paid,  and  with 
the  extent  of  the  lakes  and  the  expense  of 
the  navigation,  smuggling  will  be  carried 
on?  Why,  a  quarter  of  wheat  weighs 
5001b.,  and  the  profit  that  could  be  got 
upon  smuggling  a  quarter  of  wheat  would 
not  satisfy  the  smuggler,  while  it  would  be 
impossible  for  him  to  smuggle  corn  in  a 
great  bulk.  It  is  irreconcileable  to  com- 
mon sense  that  American  corn  can  be 
smuggled  in  any  quantity ;  therefore,  do 
not  reject  the  measure  on  the  ground  that 
there  is  a  danger  of  smuggling,  for  no 
such  danger  exists.  But  bear  in  mind 
what  must  be  the  effect  upon  the  Canadian 
Legislature  if,  meeting  for  the  first  time 
after  all  the  events  that  have  occurred, 
and  after  passing  this  act  for  the  purpose 
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of  facilitating  and  increasing  their  inter- 
course with  you,  the  first  step  which  you 
take  towards  that  colonial  Legislature  is 
to  refuse  them  this  measure,  in  respect  to 
which  you  cannot  show  that  there  is  any 
probability  of  dangers  from  its  coming 
into  operation.  If  they  think  a  3s.  duty 
to  their  interest,  coupling  that  interest 
with  our  advantage,  can  you  deny  that 
they  are  the  best  judges  in  the  matter  ? 
Are  they  not  so  ?  Why  have  you  permitted 
them  to  legislate?  Why  have  you  per- 
mitted them  to  sit  as  a  popular  assembly? 
Why  do  you  say  that  it  is  not  for  the  in- 
terest of  Canada  that  they  should  be  al- 
lowed to  levy  a  duty  of  Ss.  on  the  export 
of  Canadian  corn  ?  This  is  very  much  of 
the  same  spirit  in  which  you  proposed  the 
extinction  of  the  colonial  Legislatures 
altogether.  There  is,  I  say,  a  disposition 
on  your  part  to  undervalue  these  colonial 
Legislatures.  They  are  popular  assemblies. 
While  they  exist  they  must  be  considered 
as  the  best  judges  of  the  colonial  interests. 
As  I  said  before,  the  honour  and  faith  of 
the  Government  are  committed  to  them. 
This  proposition  is  not  made  inadvertently ' 
as  a  single  act  of  a  colonial  minister, — as 
a  mere  colonial  measure, — it  is  brought 
forward  at  the  instigation  of  the  governor, 
with  the  full  assent  of  the  Government,  by 
my  noble  Friend,  as  the  organ  of  the  Go- 
vernment; not  deeming  it  to  be  a  mea- 
sure of  any  very  great  importance,  little 
believing  that  it  would  excite  that  opposi- 
tion or  those  apprehensions  which  it  has 
produced ;  but  honestly  believing  that  it 
would  be  taken  by  Canada  as  an  incuca- 
tion  of  friendly  feeling,  and  cordial  good, 
will  of  this  country.  I  believe  that  it  will 
be  so  taken,  if  it  meets  with  the  assent  of 
this  House.  If  it  is  rejected,  and  un- 
doubtedly the  House  possesses  the  power 
to  reject  it,  I  believe  that  the  advantage 
to  be  thereby  derived  to  any  principle  of 
free-trade  will  be  but  a  sorry  equivalent 
for  the  disappointed  hopes  of  the  Cana- 
dian legislature  and  the  Canadian  people. 

Lord  J.  Russell:  Before  addressing 
myself  to  the  proposal  now  before  the 
House,  I  must  remark  that  I  heard  with 
considerable  pain  the  declaration  of  the 
right  hon.  Baronet,  that  he  considered  Ca- 
nada that  part  of  the  British  empire  which 
was  most  in  danger. 

Sir  R,  Peel:  The  purport  of  my  obser- 
vation was,  that  without  the  good- will  of 
the  people  the  colony  might  be  in  danger. 

Lord  J.  Russell:  If  such  was  the  pur* 

2B 


739 


Cfmada 


{COMMONS} 


Ccmf^LaMh^ 


740 


port  of  the  observation  of  the  right  hon. 
baronet,  1  must  say  that  I  think  such  an 
expression  is  most  unncceuary,  and  will 
improperly  lead  persons  to  suppose  that 
the  province  is  in  danger.  It  strikes  me 
that  such  an  observation  is  quite  unprece- 
dented— with  regard  to  any  part  of  her 
Majesty's  dominions.  With  regard  to 
some  parts  of  this  very  country,  I  may 
ask,  are  they  safe,  unless  they  possess  the 
general  support  of  the  people?  The  same 
observation  surely  roust  apply  in  ail  rases, 
and,  therefore,  1  maintain  that  such  an 
observation  coming  from  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  is  most  imprudent — and  tends,  as 
far  as  possible,  to  weaken  the  authority  of 
the  Crown  in  the  province  in  reference  to 
whicth  it  was  made.  The  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet, in  the  first  instance,  applied  himself 
to  the  constitutional  part  of  this  question, 
and  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  like  the  hon. 
Member  for  Bath,  her  Majesty's  learned 
counsel,  insisteil  on  the  aflVnnt  to  the  pre. 
rogative  of  the  Crown,  which  it  would  be 
for  the  House  of  C'Ommons  to  address  her 
Majesty  to  refuse  her  assent  to  this  act. 
The  right  hon.  Baronet  said,  that  it  would 
be  a  mortification  to  the  Crown ;  but  I 
conceive  it  is  only  constitutional  for  this 
House  to  CO  up  to  the  Crown  and  say, — 
"  Your  Majesty  is  ill-advised;  the  ad- 
visers surrounding  your  Majesty  have  ad- 
visrd  a  measure  totally  inconsistent  with 
sound  policy,  and  we,  who  are  better  in- 
formed of  the  interests  and  the  policy  of 
this  country,  counsel  your  Majesty  not  to 
give  your  assent  to  this  bill,  which  has 
bMcii  procured  by  their  measures.*'  Is 
there  anything  inconsistent  in  such  lan- 
guage, anything  mortifying  to  the  Crown  ? 
Mortifying  it  may  be  to  the  Ministers — but 
f  o  8up|)ose  that  it  would  1)6  mortifying  to 
tlic  Oown  seems  to  be  great  assumption 
us  if  the  right  hon.  Baronet  were  identify- 
ing himself  with  the  Throne  and  using  an 
unconstitutional  indecorum  of  language 
not  to  be  ex|)ected  from  the  right  hon.  fU- 
runet.  But,  with  regard  to  the  constitu- 
lion:d  merits  of  this  question,  I  really 
think  the  right  hon.  Baronet  has  not 
looked  into  the  act  regarding  Canada,  or 
into  those  acts  that  at  former  times  related 
to  (-.mada.  Sir,  there  is  a  provision  in 
tht'  act  of  union,  and  in  former  acts  in  re- 
spci  t  of  C'anada,  saying,  espociully  with 
rr^anl  to  certiiiii  subjects — such  as  the 
pi)sition  of  the  Konian  Ciilholir  and  Pro- 
ii'-;i;int  riergv,  ;iiid  her  M.i|csty*!(  rights  to 
iiriil   111  till*  province,  :ind  other  mikt(ef<«  - 


that  any  other  act  passed  in  the  legislature 
of  Canada  shall  be  reserved  for  assent  in 
this  country,  and  that  it  shall  be  laid  for  t 
certain  time  on  the  Table  of  the  two 
Houses  of  Parliameut ;  and  that  if  either 
House  of  Parliament  address  the  Crown, 
''  it  shall  be  void  and  have  no  effect  ;**  in 
fact,  not  be  an  act  at  all.  Well,  then, 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  will  say  there  is 
nothing  about  foreign  duties,  nothing 
about  customs  duties  imposed  on  the 
frontier ;  but  if  the  right  lion.  Baronet  had 
looked  to  the  next  section  (No.  43)  he 
would  have  seen  that  the  wliole  of  the  le- 
gislation, as  regards  the  trade  of  the  pro- 
vince, is  reserved  to  the  Imperial  Parlia- 
ment ;  for  it  declares 

''  That  with  respect  to  any  new  duties  and 
customs  ihe  Imperial  Parliament  shall  have  all 
tlie  powers  it  hitherto  bad,  provided  only,  that 
the  amount  of  any  custom  duties  thai  amy 
hereafter  be  levied  upon  Canada  sliall  not  be 
paid  into  the  Treasury  of  this  country,  but 
form  ])iirt  of  the  revenue  of  Canada.** 

That  clause,  if  he  mistook  not,  wm 
added  to  the  bill  in  the  House  of  Lords; 
certainly,  it  was  a  constitutional  provision, 
by  which  not  only  is  the  power  of  reventng 
an  act  of  this  kind  reserved  to  the  Imperial 
Parliament,  but  that  power  was  reserved 
by  the  act  of  1778.  Lord  Sydenham, 
whose  opinions  were  quoted  by  the  Preai- 
dent  of  the  Board  of  Trade  on  n  foroMr 
night,  had  staled  that  it  would  be  very 
gratifying  to  Canada  if  ahe  had  fur- 
ther powers  in  this  respect.  And  wiiat 
did  he  ask?  Did  he  ask  for  unrestricted 
power  in  Canada  with  regard  to  tbeae 
matters,  not  subjected  to  the  approval  of 
the  two  Houses  of  Parliament  ?  By  no 
means.  But  he  said,  it  would  be  gratify. 
ing  to  Canada,  that  in  consideration  of 
their  local  knowledge,  they  should  have 
the  power  of  originating  such  acts,  but 
that  they  should  not  have  the  sanction  of 
the  Crown  until  they  had  been  laid  before 
both  Houses  of  Parliament,  and  that  they 
should  not  be  allowed  to  pass  contrary  to 
an  address  to  the  Crown  from  either  House 
of  Parliament.  Such  was  the  doctrine 
that  the  noble  l^rd  advocated  on  the 
power  of  the  House  of  Commons  or  the 
House  of  I.ords  to  address  the  Crown  on 
these  subjects;  and  it  is  nothing  more  than, 
according  to  their  constitution,  they  have 
a  right  to  ox|)ect.  But  with  respect  to 
iImh  qneNtion,  there  is  something  more.  If 
it  had  l>4'eii  an  act  passtnl  previously  by 
the  l.egi<luinie  of  Cmadj,  oo  a  review  of 
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their  own  ioterests*  and  then  brought  be- 
fore this  HoQge,  it  might  have  been  ar- 
gued that  we  ought  not  to  interfere  with 
matters  purely  colonial ;  but  what  is  the 
fact  ?  It  is  not  one  of  the  new  acts  arising 
out  of  the  legislation  uniting  the  twopro- 
vinces  of  Canada ;  on  the  contrary.  Lord 
Sydenham  stated  in  his  despatch  that  this 
very  duty,  or  a  duty  of  a  similar  kind,  was 
brought  before  him,  was  considered,  and 
was  rejected.  Therefore  it  is  no  special 
measure,  arising  out  of  their  own  voluntary 
determination  to  pass  an  act  of  this  kind. 
The  measure  has  been  agreed  to  by  the 
Colonial  Legislature  only  on  the  sugges- 
tion and  the  bribe  offered  to  them  by  the 
noble  Lord — first,  that  the  duties  here 
should  be  reduced — and  next,  that  they 
should  have  the  whole  amount  of  revenue 
collected  paid  into  the  Colonial  Treasury, 
instead  of  that  of  the  United  Kingdom. 
Then,  I  say,  that  this  surely  is  a  case  in 
which  there  can  be  no  affront  offered  to 
the  legislation  of  Canada,  if  we  propose  to 
interfere  and  address  the  Crown  upon  this 
subject ;  but,  from  my  own  view  of  the 
matter,  I  should  propose  a  much  stronger 
course.  I  have  no  objection  to  lower  the 
duties  now  existing  upon  Canadian  corn 
coming  into  this  country  ;  and  I  shall  be 
quite  ready  to  go  into  committee  on  that 
question ;  but  I  would  bind  the  Legisla- 
ture of  Canada  by  no  condition  whatever. 
You  may  be  sure,  that  the  Canadians  do 
not  wish  for  the  imposition  of  this  duty 
u|K)n  American  corn.  They  have  many 
reasons  against  it.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Montrose  stated,  that  there  had  been  a 
stormy  debate,  and  much  anxiety  was 
felt  to  know  whether  this  corn  was  to 
be  admitted  duty  free,  in  consequence 
of  the  imposition  of  a  duty  upon  Ame- 
rican corn  and  flour.  The  Canadians 
wish  a  boon,  but  they  do  not  wish  to 
have  conditions  imposed  upon  them,  which 
they  say,  are  so  disagreeable.  Sir,  pass- 
ing from  the  constitutional  consideration 
of  this  question,  there  is  one  point  on  which 
no  answer  has  yet  been  given.  We  have 
at  present  a  very  complicated  system  of 
corn  duties.  We  have  the  system  of  the 
sliding  scale,  extending  from  20s.  to  Is., 
and  we  are  now  to  have  a  duty  of  3s.  on 
the  American  frontier,  and  Is.  here, 
making  a  duty  of  4s.  on  the  Canadian  ; 
and  in  respect  of  our  other  possessions, 
Nova  Scotia,  New  Brunswick,  and  Prince 
Edwurd*s  Island,  we  are  to  have  a  sliding 
scale  from  5s.  to  Is.     Why  is  there  to  be 


this  triple  system  ?  Is  it  not  enough  to 
have  a  double  scale ;  and  will  you  be  pre- 
pared to  grant  the  same  boon  as  you  give 
to  Canada  to  New  Brunswick,  and  your 
other  colonies,  if  they  should  ask  you  for 
it  ?  To  me  the  whole  scheme  appears  in- 
judicious and  futile,  and  attended  with  no 
advantage  to  counterbalance  the  disturb- 
ance it  vyil]  cause.  I  can  only  account  for 
its  being  brought  forward  by  supposing 
that  the  Government  thought,  after  the 
great  measures  of  last  year,  that  every- 
thing would  be  so  quiet  this  year,  every 
thing  so  settled  in  Scotland,  so  tranquil  in 
Ireland,  that  there  would  be  nothing  to 
dispute  about,  or  give  interest  to  a  debate, 
unless  some  measures  of  this  kind  were 
brought  forward.  If  this  were  the  expec- 
tation, it  has  not  been  realized,  and  we 
might  have  been  spared  the  discussion  on 
this  insignificant  measure.  What  I  ob- 
ject to,  however,  is  the  principle  on  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  seems 
peculiarly  to  pride  himself— on  which  he 
made  the  proposal  of  last  year,  and  on 
which,  I  think,  this  measure  is  founded. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  declares  that 
the  colonies  are  to  be  considered  as  inte- 
gral parts  of  the  empire,  and  governed  as 
an  English  county.  With  respect  to  Ca- 
nada being  an  integral  part  of  the  empire, 
it  has  been  so  ever  since  1763— ever  since 
the  peace  of  Paris.  There  is  no  doubt  about 
that.  We  defended  it  with  the  best  blood 
of  our  soldiers  and  sailors.  Their  best 
blood  was  shed  in  the  defence  of  that  co- 
lony. But,  then,  he  said  that  it  is  to  be 
an  English  county.  That  is  a  different 
thing  altogether,  and  is  an  impossibility 
in  itself.  What  is  an  English  county? 
An  English  county  is  a  county  which,  io 
respect  to  its  trade  and  communication 
with  other  counties,  has  everything  free. 
Between  Yorkshire  and  Lincolnshire  you 
don't  find  any  restriction  in  the  commiini- 
cation.  You  do  uot  find  5  per  cent  duty 
levied  on  the  manufactures  of  Yorkshire 
when  they  enter  Lincolnshire;  but  you 
find,  that  both  counties  were  equally  sub. 
ject  to  the  burthens  of  the  country  and 
the  support  of  the  army  and  navy ;  and 
every  part  of  England,  Scotland,  and  Ire- 
land IS  alike  subject  to  those  burthens,  and 
to  the  support  of  the  army  and  navy,  by 
which  the  empire  is  defended.  Is  that 
the  case  with  Canada?  By  no  means. 
She  bears  no  part  of  those  burthens.  How 
then  will  you  make  Canada  an  English 
county,  when  she  imposes  5  per  cent  duty 
2B2 
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on  your  manufactures,  and  is  free  from  all 
your  public  burthens?     What,  then,  is  the 
meaning  of  this  declaration  ?     It  seems  to 
me  to  have  a  very  mischievous  meaning 
indeed,  because  the  meaning  of  it  is,  that 
you  will  defend  monopoly  and  restriction 
in  every  part  of  our  colonial  empire.     It 
means,  as  I  think,  that  you  are  in  many 
respects  so  burthened  by  your  pa^t  laws, 
so  fettered  by  the  restrictions  thai  have 
been  imposed,  that  you  are  unable  to  adopt 
those  principles  which  the  Ministers  de- 
clare are  the  principles  of  common  sense, 
— namely,  the  principles  of  free- trade  as 
aflfects  this  country.     All  those  who  arc 
for  free-trade,  must  admit  that  you  ought, 
if  possible,  to  allow  people  to  go  and  buy 
where   and   when  they   please,   and   sell 
where  and   when   they  please;  that  the 
common  sense  of  the  matter  is,  that  that 
is  a  subject  upon  which  the  people  can 
themselves  decide  ;  that  they  know  where 
to  buy  the  cheapest,  and  sell  the  dearest, 
and  that  therefore  any   legislation  upon 
the  subject  is   impertinent  and  unneces> 
sary.      But    then    you    have  difficulties 
to   contend   with    in   respect  to  certain 
matters  in  England,   and    I   am  one  of 
those  who  feel  the  mischief  of  suddenly 
taking  oil'  these  restrictions ;  still  there  are 
but  a  limited  number  of  subjects, — there 
are  only  a  few  of  our  manufactures  that 
need  any  sort  of  protection  ;  but  there  is 
the  very  important  article  of  corn,  and  it 
may  be  one  or  two  other  matters,  on  which 
protection  is  required.   In  respect  to  many 
articles,  our  climate   does  not  produce 
them,  and  therefore  we  have  no  need  of 
restriction  or  monopoly.     But  if  you  take 
the  whole  circle  of  our  colonies,  and  the 
whole  of  our  empire,  and  apply  this  system 
of  monopoly,  there  is  hardly  an  article  on 
which  you  are  not  to  impose  some  legisla- 
tive restriction  and  bar  to  the  enjoymiMit 
and  the  trade  therein.     Wme^ — you  have 
no  wine,  and  therefore  you  would  procure 
x\\o  best  from  other  paits.     But  the  Cape 
of  (iond   Hope  produces  wint*  also,  and 
you  therefore  give  it  the  advantage  of  a 
monopoly.     Your  own  country  docs  not 
produce   sugar ;    but  your   West   Indian 
colonies  do,  and  therefore  you  must  give 
the  advantage  to   the  West  Indies,  and 
prohibit  your  people  from  having  sugar 
cheaper  and  l>eltcr  from  f»ther  places.     It 
is  exactly  the  same  thing  as  to  this  colo- 
nial corn.     All  those  papers  which  lie  on 
the  Table  of  the  House,  and  all  the  argu- 
ments    used    by   these    committees    and 


Boards  of  trade  in  favour  of  the  reitric-i 
tion,  do  but  show  the  mischief  and  evil  of 
it.  My  noble  Friend  says,  there  is  a  di^ 
ference  of  9j.  iu  the  transport  along  the 
Erie  Canal  by  way  of  the  St.  Lawrence ; 
but  taking  it  at  5s,  or  6f.  only,  the  diffi- 
culty will  arise,  that  everybody  will  prefer 
the  Erie  Canal  by  which  to  send  com  to 
England.  The  natural  inference  will  be« 
let  us  have  it  by  way  of  the  Erie  Canal,  it 
is  5s.  or  65.  cheaper.  But  no  ;  yoar  colo- 
nial principle  of  making  Canada  an  Eng- 
lish county  says,  **  now  let  us  show  what 
the  wisdom  of  Parliament  can  do ;  let  os 
make  them  bring  their  com  by  the  way 
which  they  would  otherwise  never  think 
of.**  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Pre- 
sident of  the  Board  of  Trade  says,  because 
the  transport  will  be  10«.  to  Montreal,  and 
\2s,  or  14i.  from  Montreal  to  England^ 
making  together  22i.  or  24<.  for  cost 
of  transport  alone,  which  seems  to  me 
a  reason  why  corn  should  not  come 
that  way,  and  should  be  broaght  direct 
from  the  United  States.  I  am  quite 
ready  to  admit  that  there  should  be  lome 
difference  in  point  of  duty  in  favour  of 
Canada  over  America,  but  I  say  let  things 
take  their  natural  course  as  much  as  pos- 
sible, and  interfere  as  little  as  poMible 
with  the  trade  of  the  world.  What  if  the 
proposal  of  the  Government?  It  is  this,  to 
contrive  by  the  niceties  of  legislation^  and 
by  means  of  new  restrictions,  to  force 
people  to  send  American  corn  in  this  di- 
rection, for  it  is  idle  to  say,  that  we  can 
now  get  any  Canada  grown  com.  You 
say  you  may  hereafter  have  Canadian  corn 
this  way ;  but  I  have  lately  seen  a  certain 
letter  which  was  read  at  some  county 
meeting  by  the  Member  for  Essex,  and 
which  he  states  was  written  by  a  person  of 
very  high  authority  ;  in  the  confidence  of 
the  Government,  of  great  talent  and  con- 
sideration, which  say! 


"  That  Canadian  wheat  fioin  the  reductioo 
to  Ix.  duty  on  its  admission  intu  this  countiy, 
would  have  some  extension  of  cultivalioo  in 
consequence  ;  but  that  at  present  Lower  Ca- 
nada did  not  crow  sufficient  for  ils  owa  con- 
sumption, and  Tpper  Canada  did  liitle  more 
iliaii  counterbalance  the  d<'ficiency.*' 

Then,  if  this  l>e  so,  the  bill  is  either  to 
make  American  wheat  come  by  an  expen- 
sive and  inconvenient  route,  or  else  to 
enforce  a  production  in  (Canada  which 
does  not  now  exist;  to  nurture  up  by 
means  of  new,  artificial  protection,  a 
landed  interest  in  that  colony,  in  order 
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necessary  to  alter  the  Corn-law,  you  may 
be   embarrassed  with  all  these  questions 
about  mortgages  and  settlements  of  which 
we  heard  too  much  the  other  night.     I 
think  the  Ministers  must  have  an  abstract 
love  of  protection— free-traders,  as  they 
professed  themselves  to  be  last  year,  they 
must  have  a  love  of  protection  or  rather 
restriction  for   its  own   sake,   to   induce 
them  to  propose  a  protection  which  has 
never  existed  before,  in  order  some  time 
hence   to  produce  all   those  evils  which 
every  man  of  sense  is  now  deploring,  that 
he  cannot  at  once  get  rid  of  in  this  coun- 
try.    As  such  is  the  state  of  things,  I  do 
hope  this  House  will  agree  to  the  proposi- 
tion of  my  right  hon.  Friend.     Among  the 
apprehensions  of    Gentlemen    connected 
with  the  landed  interest  is,  that  we  shall 
have  a  large  and  an  immediate  influx  of 
corn  from  Canada.     There  may  be  smug- 
gling— after  what  1  have  heard,  I  cannot 
venture  to  deny  that;    but  after  seeing 
what  are  the   expenses   of    transporting 
corn  from  the  top  of  Upper  Canada  and 
the  western  provinces  of  America  to  this 
country,  I  cannot  believe  there  would  be 
such  an  influx  of  corn  as  many  Gentlemen 
apprehend.     But  that  there  should  be  a 
great  want  of  confidence  on  the  part  of  the 
farmers  is  a  matter  which  I  can  perfectly 
understand.     1  can  understand  very  well 
too,  that,  not  having  daily  communication 
with  the  Members  of  the  Government,  the 
Members  of  this  House  do  not  altogether 
believe  in  the  reality  of  that  small  capacity 
of  Canada  for  sending  corn  to  this  coun- 
try  which  the   Ministers   of  the   Crown 
insist  on.     For  the  last  three  years  I  have 
seen  nothing  but  deceptive  statements  on 
the  part  of  the  Members  of  the  present 
Government   as  to  the  corn  duties  and 
free-trade;    and    there    seems  so   much 
shuffling  from  one   principle   to  another 
in  their  speeches  and  declarations,  that  I 
cannot  wonder  at  the  want  of  confidence 
shown  at  the  Berkshire  meeting,  and  at 
other  meetings  of  farmers.     Last  year  we 
had  these  contradictions  in  Gentlemen's 
own   speeches.     We   were    told    in   one 
speech  that  it  was  a  great  thing  for  this 
country  to  reduce    the  price   of  meat, 
and    to   introduce  cattle    from   abroad ; 
and  in  the  same  speech  we  were  also  told 
that  there  would  be  scarcely  any  cattle 
introduced,  that   it  could  not  affect  the 
price  of  live  cattle,  and  that  nobody  need 
think  of  the  changes  but  as  a  matter  of 


the  least  possible  importance*  And  I 
think  the  last  week  afforded  a  similar  ex-i 
ample  of  such  statements.  We  were  dis-* 
cussing  the  budget,  and  when  the  ques- 
tion was  if  we  were  to  bear  the  burthen  of 
the  income-tax  some  time  longer,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  said, 

''I  have  made  such  alterations  in  the  cus- 
toms, and  so  lowered  the  price  of  Uving  in 
consequence,  that  many  persons  tell  me  they 
can  pay  the  income-tax  very  easily  out  of  the 
savings  they  make  through  the  operation  of 
the  measures  of  last  year.  Such  is  the  effect 
of  my  measures  that  you  will  see  the  income- 
tax  can  be  well  afforded." 

Tliat  argument  was  very  useful  for  that 
day,  but  it  would  not  do  for  another,  for 
some  time  afterwards  came  the  corn-law 
question,  and  then  the  great  majority  of 
the  advocates  of  that  law,  having  no  such 
feeling  about  the  lowering  of  the  price  of 
corn,  a  different  story  was  told;  then  the 
whole  of  the  reduction  in   the  prices  of 
provisions  was  said  to  be  caused  by  the 
distress  of  the  manufacturing  interest,  and 
the  consequent  inability  of  the  town  popu- 
lation to  consume  the  produce  of  the  agri- 
culturists.    When  we  hear  such  different 
doctrines    promulgated,  and    when    the 
Government    is    so    continually  shifting 
about  without  keeping  to  any  one  ground 
or  principle  but  states  on  alternate  days, 
or  even  on  one  and  the  same  day,  and  in 
one  and  the  same  speech  things  the  mot 
contradictory,   now  saying   they  are   not 
going  to  introduce   free  trade,   and  that 
they  are  defenders  of  the  corn  law,  and 
then  declaring  that  the  law  must  be  alter, 
ed,  when  these  things  are  continually  hap- 
pening,  what  wonder  is  it  that  the  farmers 
should  not  very  readily  believe  what  they 
are  told,  and  that  they  should  be  alarmed 
by  apprehensions  of  new  and  further  al- 
terations in  the  corn  law.  My  own  opinion 
is,  without  agreeing  in  their  apprehension, 
that  the  farmers   have  good   reason   for 
their  mistrust,  and  seeing  the  harm  and 
mischief  that  are  done,  and  the  fears  that 
are  created,  I  should  say,  do  not  make 
any  changes  unless  you  have  a  very  essen- 
tial object  in  view — do  not  touch  thesa 
subjects  except  you   make  an  alteration 
which  the  country  will  experience  as 
benefit.     On  these  grounds,  as  well  as  on 
others,  I  do  not  admire  the  discretion  of 
the  Government  in  introducing  this  ques- 
tion.   As  hopes  have  been  held  out  to 
Canada,  and  1  find  reason  to  complain  of 
the  present  scale  of  duties  on  corn  coming 
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from  ihat  colony.     I  shall  be  quite  willio;; 
to  coDteot  to  a  reductioD  of  the  dutv.  But 
the  right  bon.  GeDtleman   the  President 
of  the  Board  off  Trade  did  certainU  use  a 
moit  extraordinary  argument,  in  answer- 
ins:  the  reproach   that  the    Government 
had    adopted    a    fixed  duty.      He  said 
that  from  1828  to  1842  there  was  a  fix- 
ed  duty,  and   that  it  was  only  changed 
by  the  sliding-scaie  of  last  year,  and  there- 
fore it  is  not  an  old  law  under  which  in- 
terests had  grown  up  which  we  were  now 
about  to  alter.     But  does  not  that  argu- 
ment show  the  instability  and  caprice  of 
the  Government?    They  had  a  fixed  duty 
of  56'.,  but  they  were  so  enamoured  with 
their  sliding-scale,  that  they  said,  even  as 
to  colonial  corn,  we  will  use  the  sliding- 
scale.     A  sliding-scalc  there  shall  be — a 
sliding-scale  there  must  be ;  and  accord- 
ingly  a  sliding-scale  was  established  by 
act  of   Parliament.     And   having   shown 
their  ca|)rice  in  changing  the  then  law, 
they  are  now  going  to  be  capricious  again, 
make   a  new  change,  and  adopt  a  fixed 
duty.     Can  any  thing  more  plainly  show 
that  these  Ministers,  who  call  themselves 
conservative  Ministers  arc  now  acting  in 
the   spirit  of  mere   innovators,  and   are 
making  changes   fur   the    mere  sake   of 
change.  When  an  alteration  iii  to  be  made 
without  a  prospect  of  benefiting  either  the 
people  of  Canada  or    England,   or  any 
mortal  soul  whatever,  then  these  Ministers 
»ay,  *'  We  are  the  men  fur  change,  and 
change  we  will  make,  let  its  consequences 
be  what  they  may.'* 

The  House  divided  on  the  question  that 
I  he  words  pro[)oscd  to  be  left  out  stand 
part  of  the  question  — Ayes  344;  Noes 
\j(j:  Majority  18S. 


List  of 

A(:ktr5,  J. 
AcUud,  Sir  T.  O. 
AcLtiNly  T.  I). 
A'Court.  C*apt. 
A(-tu:i,  Cul. 
Ad:irc,  Vi>tl. 
A.ldcily,  ('.  B. 
Ain^wuitli,  r. 
AKI.iiii,  W. 
AI'Aander,  N. 
Alf«)rd,  Vi>cl. 
Alrx,  J.l*. 

Aiiirvtiius  K. 
A'liuiiin«»l.  Iioii.  U. 
Arkwriglii.  G. 
Asliloy,  liunl 

A>un,  W. 
Auwood,  M. 


the  Ayes. 

I^got,  hon.  W. 
Hailey,  J. 
Battlie,  Col. 
Baillie,  II.  J. 
Haldwio,  B. 
Balfour,  J.  M. 
Itanko,  (r. 
liarii).',  lion.  W.  B. 
Ua>kLnille,  T.  B.  iM. 
HatCrfOD,  \l. 
Ikli.  M. 

Beiitinck,  Lx>rd  (t. 
lieresford.  Major 
Birkeky,  lion.  <«.  F. 
Bcruard,  \'iM:l. 
Black  biimr,  J.I. 
liodkin,  W.  II. 
Bo!dvio,  11.0. 


Borthnriik,  P. 
Botfield,  B. 
Bowes,  J. 
Bowring,  Dr. 
Boyd,  J. 
Bradshaw,  J. 
Braniston,  T.  W. 
Broadley,  ii. 
Brodce,  Sir  A.  B. 
Brownrigg,  J.  S. 
Bruce,  Lord  E. 
Bruce,  C.  L.  C. 
Bucklty,  E. 
Bulke1ey,SirR.B.W. 
Buubury,  T. 
Burrell,  Sir  C.  M. 
Burrougbes,  H.  N. 
Campbell,  Sir  U. 
Card  well.  £. 
Cart  Wright,  W.  R, 
Castlereagh,  Visct. 
Chapman,  A. 
Cliarteris,  hon.  F. 
Clielsea,  Visct. 
Chetwode,  Sir  J. 
Cbolmondeley,  ha.  11. 
Christopher,  11.  A. 
Chuie,  W.  L.  W. 
Clayton,  R.  R. 
Clive,  Visct. 
Clive,  hon.  R,  II. 
Collett,W.  R. 
Colleii,  J. 
i'olqubomi,  J.  C. 
Culvile.  C.  R. 
Compion,  il.  C. 
Connolly,  Col. 
Coolc,  Sir  C.  II. 
t.opeland.  Aid. 
(Jorry,  rt.  hon.  II. 
Courteuay,  Lord 
<Jrc:sswcll,  B. 
Cripps,  \V. 
Curric,  R. 
Danier,  hon.  Col. 
Harbv,  G. 
Daviev,  D.  A.  S. 
Dawnay,  lion.  W.  11. 
Denison,  E.  B. 
Dickinson,  F.  11. 
Disraeli,  B. 
Divett,  K. 
Dodd,  G. 
Douglas,  Sir  If. 
Duuglas,  Sir  C.  E. 
Douglas,  J.  D.  '^. 
Duuru,  Mar(|.  of 
DowdowcU,  W. 
Driiinmond,  H.  11. 
Duffield,  T. 
Dugdale,  W.  S. 
Duke,  Sir  J. 
DuDcoat)c,  T. 
]>uucoinl>e,  boo.  A. 
Ea<.t,  J .  U. 
Egcriou,  W.  T. 
Egertooi  Sir  P. 


Eliot,  Lord 
Ellice,  rt.  boo.  E. 
Elhce,  E. 
Emiyo,  Vi»ct. 
Escott,  B. 
Esmobde,  Sir  T. 
Estcoort,  T.  G.  B. 
Faraban,  E.  B. 
Fcildeu,  W. 
Fellowes,  £• 
Ferguson,  Col. 
Filmer,  Sir  E. 
Fitzroy,  hon.  If. 
Fleetwood,  Sir  I*.  U. 
Flower,  Sir  J. 
Follett,  Sir  W.  W. 
Ffolliou,  J. 
Forbes,  W. 
Forester,  bn.  G.  C.  W. 
Forster,  M. 
Fox,  S.  L. 
Fuller,  A.  E. 
Gaskell,  J.  Milucs 
i  •IadstoDe,rt.h9.  W .  E. 
GladstoDC,  Capt. 
Glynne,  Sir  S.  R. 
(iodson.  It. 
Gordon,  bon.  Capt. 
Gore,  M. 
Goie,  W.  O. 
Gore,  W.  IL  O. 
Goring,  C. 
Goulburn,  rt.  bon.  II. 
Gralian,  rt.  bn.  Sir  J. 
Granby,  Marquess  of 
Grange.  J.  C. 
Greene,  T. 
<irimsioo,  V'mcL 
Grogan,  E. 

Hale,  It,  B. 

Ilalfoid,  II. 

Ilamillou,  J.  U. 

Hamiltoif,  G.  A. 

llamiltOD,  \V.  J. 

llaiudton,  Lord  C. 

llaBi|Hlen,  R. 

Ilaniaer,  .Sir  J. 

Ilaroourt,  G.  G. 

llardinge,  rt.  ba.  SirU . 

Hardy,  J. 

lIatton,l'ant.  V. 

Hayes,  Sir  E. 

lleathcotc.  Sir  W. 

lleacage,G.  H.  W. 

Ilenniker,  Lord 

Ilcpbam,  SirT.  B. 

Herbert,  lion.  S. 

Ikrvcy,  Loid  A. 

Ililisboruugb,  Earl  of 

IIinde,J.II. 

Hodgson,  F. 

Hodgson,  R. 

Hogg,  J.  W. 

Holmes,  bn.  W.  A'C. 

Ilo|>c,  boD.  C. 

Hope,  A. 

Uupe,  G.  W. 
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Hornby,  J. 
llouldsworthy  T. 
Howard,  P.  11. 
Iluglies,  W.  B. 
Hume,  J. 
Hussey,  A. 
Hussey,  T. 
Hutt,  W. 
Ingestre,  Visct, 
laglisi  Sir  H.  11. 
Irviug,  J. 
James,  W. 
James,  Sir  W.  C. 
Jerroyn,  Earl 
Jocelyn,  Visct, 
Johnson,  Gen. 
JoUiffe,  Sir  W.  O.  li. 
Jones,  Capt« 
Keiburne,  Visct. 
Kelly,  F.  U. 
Kembie,  11. 
Ker,  I).  S. 
Kirk,  P. 

KnatchbuU,rt.bn.SirE 
Knight,  H.  G. 
Knigbtley,  Sir  C. 
Lambton,  H. 
Lascelles,  hon.  W.  S. 
Law,  hon.  C.  £. 
Lawson,  A. 
Lefroy,  A. 
Legh,  G.  C. 
Lemon,  Sir  C. 
Lennox,  Lord  A. 
Leslie,  C.  P. 
Liddell,  hon.  H.  T. 
Lincoln,  Earl  of 
IJndsay,  II.  H. 
Ixjckhart,  W. 
I^pes,  Sir  R. 
Lord  Mayor  of  Lou- 
don 
iiowther,  J.  H. 
Lowther,  hon.  Col. 
Lyall,  G. 
Lygon,  hon.  Gen. 
IVlackenzie,  T. 
Mackenzie,  W.  F. 
Mackinnon,  W.  A. 
Maclean,  D. 
iVlcGeacby,  F.  A. 
Mahon,  Visct, 
Mainwaring,  T. 
Mangles,  R.  D. 
Manners,  Lord  C  S. 
Marsham,  Visct. 
Afarsland,  H. 
Martin,  C.  W. 
Marton,  G. 
Master,  T.  W.  C. 
Mastermiin,  J. 
Maunsell,  T.  P. 
Maxwell,  hon.  J.  P. 
Meynell,  Capt. 
Mildmay,  H.  St*  J. 
Miles,  P.  W.  S. 
Milaes,  Ji«  M» 


Mordaunt,  Sir  J. 
Morgan,  O. 
Morgan,  C. 
Morris,  D. 
Mundy,  E.  M. 
Murray,  C.  R.  S. 
Neeld,  J. 
Newport,  Visct. 
Newry,  Visct. 
Nicholly  rt.  hon.  J* 
Norreys,  Ix)rd 
Northland,  Visct. 
O'Brien,  A.  S. 
O'Brien,  W.  S. 
Owen,  Sir  J. 
Packe,  C.  W. 
Paget,  Lord  W. 
PakingtoD,  JrS. 
Patten,  J.  W. 
Peel,  rt.  hn.  Sir  U. 
Peel,  J. 

Pennant,  hon.  Col. 
Philips,  M. 
Phillpotts,  J. 
Pigot,  Sir  R. 
Plumptre,  J.  P. 
PoUingtop,  Visct. 
Pollock,  Sir  F. 
Ponsonby,  hn.  C.  F. 
Powell,  Col. 
Pringle,  A. 
Rashleigh,  W. 
Reid,  Sir  J.  R. 
Repton,  G.  W.  J. 
Richards,  R. 
Roche,  Sir  D. 
Roebuck,  J.  A. 
Rolleston,  Col. 
Rose,  rt.  hon.  Sir  G. 
Round,  C.  G. 
Round,  J. 
Rous,  hon.  Capt. 
Rumbold,  C.  £. 
Rushbrooke,  Col. 
Russell,  C. 
Russell,  J.  D.  W. 
Ryder,  hon.  G.  D. 
Sanderson,  R. 
Sandon,  Visct. 
Scarlett,  hon.  R.  C. 
Seymour,  Sir  H«  B. 
Shaw,  rt.  hon.  F. 
Sheppard,  T. 
Shirley,  E.  J. 
Shirley,  E.  P. 
Sibthorp,  Col. 
Smith,  A. 
Smith,  J.  A. 
Smith,  rt.  hn.  T.  B.  C. 
Smyth,  Sir  H. 
Smythe,  hon.  G. 
Smollett,  A. 
Somerset,  Lord  G. 
Sotheron,  T.  H.  S. 
Spry,  Sir  S.  T. 
Standithf  C« 
Stanley,  Lord 


Stanley,  hon.  W.  O. 
Stewart,  J. 
Stuart,  H. 
Sturt,  H.  C. 
Sutton,  hon.  U.  M. 
Talbot,  C.  R.  M. 
Taylor,  T.E. 
Teunent,  J.  £. 
Thesiger,  F. 
Thomp«on^  Aid. 
Thornhill,  G. 
Tollemache,  hn.  F.  J. 
Tollcmache,  J. 
Tomline,  G. 
Trench,  Sir  F.  W. 
Trevor,  hon.  G,  R. 
Trotter,  J. 
Turner,  E. 
Tumor,  C. 
Vane,  Lord  H. 
Verner,  Col. 
Vernon,  G.  H. 


Vesey,  hon.  T. 
Vivian,  J.  E. 
Waddington,  li.  S. 
Wakley,  T. 
Walsh,  Sir  J.  B. 
Ward,  H.  G. 
Welby,  G.  E. 
Wellesley,  Lord  C. 
Whitmore,  T.  C. 
Wilbraham,  hn.  R.  B. 
Williams,  W. 
Williams,  T.  P. 
Wood,  Col. 
Wood,  Col.  T. 
Wortley,  hon.  J,  8. 
Wyndhara,  Col.  C. 
Wynn,  Sir  W.  W. 
Yorke,  hon.  E.  T. 
Young,  J. 

TELLE  PvS. 

Freroantle,  Sir  T. 
Clerk,  Sir  G. 


List  of  the  Noes. 


Anson,  hon,  Col. 
Archbold,  R. 
Arundel  and  Surrey, 

Earl  of 
Bailey,  J.  Jun. 
Bannerman,  A. 
Barclay,  D. 
Baring,  rt.  hn.  F.  T- 
Barnard,  E.  G. 
Barrington,  Visct. 
Barron,  Sir  H.  W. 
Bell,  J. 
Benett,  J. 
Berkeley,  hon.  C. 
Berkeley,  hon.  Capt. 
Berkeley,  hon.  H.  F. 
Blackstone,  W.  S. 
Blewitt,  R.  J. 
Broth erton,  J. 
Browne,  hon.  W. 
Buck,  L.  W. 
Busfeild,  W. 
Byng,  G. 

Byng,  rt.  hop.  G.  S. 
Carew,  hon.  R.  S. 
Cave,  hon.  R.  O. 
Cavendish,  hon.  C,  C. 
Cavendish,  hon.  0.  II. 
Childers^J.  W. 
Clay,  Sir  W. 
Clements,  Visct. 
Cochrane,  A. 
Colebrooke,  Sjr  T.  E- 
Cowper,  hop,  W.  F. 
Craig,  W.  G. 
Curteis,  H.  B. 
Dalraeny,  Lord 
Dalrymple,  Capt, 
Dawsop,  bop.  T.  V. 
DenisoQ,  J.  IS,. 
D'£yncourt,nght  hon. 

C,T. 


Dick,  Q. 
Duff,  J. 
Duncan,  Visct. 
Duncan,  G. 
Dundas,  Adm. 
Dundas,  D. 
Dundas,  hn.  J.  C. 
Du  Pre,  C.  G. 
Eaton,  R.  J. 
Etwall,  R. 
Ferguson,  Sir  R,  A. 
Ferrand,  W.  B, 
Fitzroy,  liord  C. 
Fitzwillium,  hu.  G.  W. 
French,  F. 
Gill,  T. 
Gisborne,  T. 
Gore,  hon.  R. 
Greenaway,  C. 
Grey,  rt.  hon.  Sir  G. 
Grosvenor,  Lord  R. 
Guest,  Sir  J. 
llallyburton,  Lord  G. 
lia»tie,  A. 
Hawes,  B. 
Hay,  Sir  A.  L. 
Ilayter,  W.  G. 
Heathcote,  G.  J.' 
Heneage,  £. 
Henley,  J.  W. 
Hill,  Lord  M. 
Hollond,  R. 
Ilorsman,  E. 
Hoskins,  K. 

Howard,  hn.C.W.G. 
Howard,  hon.  J.  K. 
Howard,  Lord 
Howard,  hop.  U. 
HowicV,  Viict 
Labouchere,  rt.  hn,  IL 
Langston,  L  H. 
Layardy  Capt. 
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I^jvt.Tfii,  ]j)ni  Rosa,  D.  R. 

I.ofr.',  W.  Kusiell,  IjoM  J 
M-icauUy,  rt.  hn.T.B.     Rossell,  I>[>rd  L. 

Ma  her,  V.  Scholefield,  J. 

.Manners,  L/jtd  J.  ^Seale, Sir  J.  IJ. 

Alnrch,  fldrl  of  Seymour,  Lord 

Marjoritjaokj,  S.  Sheil,  rt.  bn.  U.  L. 

Mar- hall,  W.  Smitli,  rt,  hn.  K.  V. 

Martin,  J.  Munsfield,  W.  K.  C- 

Mauh;,  rt.  hoD.  F.  StantoUy  W.  II. 

Ml  !♦.-«,  W.  Sic  wart,  P.M. 

M itc:il fe,  II .  .Stuart, Lord  J . 

Mitchell,  T.  A.  Sluart,  W.  V. 

Morion,  Ucn.  Strickland,  Sir  G. 

Muntz,  G.  F.  Stnitt,  E. 

Murphy,  F.  S.  Tancred,  II.  W. 

Napier,  Sir  C.  Townelcy,  J. 

Neeld,  J.  Traill^  (i. 

Noireys  Sir  I).  J.  Trelawny,  J.  S. 

O'Hrieu,  J.  Trollopc,  Sir  J. 

O'Connell,  .M.J.  Tyrell,  Sir  J.  T. 

Oqli:,  S.C.  II.  Vivian,  J.  II. 

Ossul-Hton,  i»rd  Vivian,  hon.  Capt. 

r:i'„'et,  Col.  Wall,  (J.  B. 

I'agct,  Lord  A.  Watson,  W.  II. 

Talmer,  II.  Wawn,  J.  T. 

I'alinerbton,  Vi^^cl.  Weruyss,  (Japt. 

rarkf;r,J.  Wiido,  Sir  T. 

IVchcll,  Capi.  WiUh«r«,  W. 
iVndarves,  K.  W.  W.     Winningtou,  Sir  T.  K. 

I'hilips,  (;.  \i.  Wodchouse,  K. 

ri;;ol.  rt.  hoii.  I).  W*>«id,  B. 

riuinrid-^e,  (*apl.  Wood,  ij. 

I'oMsonhy,  hn.  J.  G.  Woisley,  l>ird 

I'rothfroe,  K.  Wysc,  T. 
I'nv.y,  I'. 

Kwliii'^ton,  T.  N.  n  I  r  ins. 

l{r:ii(ll<;<»liarn,  I/jt(I  Tiihiell,  II. 
Kiti;,  K.  II.  I  horncly,  T. 

IIoiiS4!  went  into  comniiUc  pro  forma^ 
diid  resumed.     Adjotinicd  at  a  quarter  to 

OIlv.'. 

If  OUS  E   OF    LORDS, 

7«f4/%,  May  23,  I S4;J. 

MiN-iiR^i.  I     Hiri.%    I'MM/r.— /{/7i«>r(a/.~Turiipilu?  Iloofli 

<li'  I.umIi  :   rri%'y  ('(NtiHil. 
»'    .iiiil  |i.iMit:  —  f.ilK'rly  of  tht  Hiib-^  (Qiiitii*^  Dcik'Ii); 

Uiiiin'i  Ifa-ncli  ollkfs. 
/•ifi.i/'. -I*     lidfiiftt  ILvljiMii  :  |*iill'KT. 
J*     ltttliii.il-(irtt-ii    Iiii|iifi\i-iiKiit  ;    (  l.irciirt'    llAilv^ay  ; 

'rii.im«v  l.avt;i-^>  ;iiii|  H.iU.Lsti^' ;  l'iiitH.-a  Ini|irii\t'iiM'tit ; 

('l.i<i:"w  aikl  '1  lir«v->1ilc   limine  Kuul;  ('lifli><niin*l.uii«l 

illi-l'rlin-. 

U  ihtrt-it.  —  Anttirtim  (',iri>in::  <'««ni».'iiiy ;  >H»uih-E.x«t»'m 
iifl  M.iiiKiniii  Knilir.iy:  i)riiiii|H-llir  It.-ulw.i). 
I'M  1 1  ION-.  |*u^M..viKp.  Ily  till-  l-:arl  iif  liailn«»r.  fnNii 
Miittlli-M-x.  fir  till-  Total  jimI  liiiiiKili.-tlc  Hqnal  <>t  Uk' 
('.•iii.l:iu<..  -Ily  |-:.irl  I 'i mil,  .1111 1  till- Di^liiitM  (if  S.ili>>lNiry. 
KviUr,  aihl  IliK-hi-^hT,  fnmi  llu-  CliTgy  i»f  AnpU-wy, 
I.iiMli^r.iriu*.  (Ian-.  Siifrulk,  CiiniwiiU.  HiitlotMl  NVvth 
If!  H  HIM*.  Hal'lfN'k  »*ivi«l,  MilknYuun.  I.3iiii-k,  ami  the  in- 
lt-iliit.iiii«  (if  St.  M.iry-liv|ii>i)r,  .x.iimt  the  rnimi  of  t!ir 
Sit-*  III"  s|.  AMpti  Ainl  lljiiiiitr. — Krimi  *<'mt;iI  |itafr!s. 
.••i:.uii-t  tiirihiT  (ir.int^  ti»  M.i)iMM>th  Ciilk>;i-.  —  Vnnn 
iiriilf^-wAU'r,  .ipim^t  the  ILitikruptcy  Act.  —  Fnnn  Karmcn 
<>r  liruinirii-.  Ilixkii>c,  ami  Oidiiufunl,  agam^t  the  (  a- 
iiada  Coru  UilL 


Repeal  oi  the  Uviov — Dr.  Hig- 
o  I N  s.]  Lord  Camoys  begged  leave  to  wmy 
a  few  words,  which  lie  thought  were  doe 
to  the  character  of  a  reverend  and  amiable 
prelate,  who  had  been  animadverted  apoa 
in  severe  terms  on  a  recent  evening  by  a 
noble  Lord  on  that  (the  Opposition)  side 
of  the  House.  He  did  not  think  that  the 
reverend  prelate  had  nsed  the  language 
attributed  to  him.  But,  if  he  had.  it  was 
calculated  very  much  to  widen  the  breach 
between  two  classes  of  her  Majesty's  sub- 
jects. With  respect  to  the  present  agita- 
tion which  disturbed  the  peace  of  Ireland 
he  was  a  sincere  friend  of  the  union  be- 
tween the  two  countries,  but  if  he  shoold 
be  required  to  give  his  vote  in  favour  of 
any  measure  of  harshness  or  coercion  to 
that  country,  he  should  do  so  with  great 
reluctance. 

Lord  Beaumont  said,  he  had  not  be- 
lieved, that  in  their  Lordships*  House, 
there  could  have  been  found  a  Member  to 
palliate  the  conduct  of  the  reverend  pre- 
late to  whom  allusion  had  been  made. 
But  he  was  glad  that  the  noble  Lord  who 
had  just  sat  down  had  not  attempted  to 
defend  the  reverend  prelate  for  the  gro« 
abuse  of  the  privilege  which  attached  to 
the  sacerdotal  character  of  which  the 
reverend  prelate  had  lieen  guilty  at  the 
meeting  at  Mullingar.  He  had  spoken  to 
several  of  bis  co-religionists,  and  upon 
their  authority  he  could  assert  that  the 
reverend  prelate  on  this  occasion  had  not 
spoken  the  sentiments  of  the  general  body 
of  the  Roman  (*atho1icsof  Ireland.  Since 
he  had  addressed  their  Lordships*  House 
on  this  subject,  he  had  received  letters 
from  several  influential  Roman  Catholics, 
who  all  approved  of  what  he  he  had  said ; 
and  he  now  said  more,  that  if  any 
case  of  difliculty  or  danger  arose  he  would 
be  quite  prepared  to  trust  to  her  Majesty's 
Governroent,  who  might  be  supposed  to 
have  more  information  on  the  subject  than 
himself,  to  take  the  steps  necessary  for  the 
suppression  of  any  attempt  to  dissever  the 
empire.  He  distinctly  pledged  himself  to 
Sii))[K>rt  any  such  measure,  if  it  became 
necessary,  even  though  it  bore  the  appear- 
ance of  being  what  the  noble  lx)ra  de- 
scrilied,  a  measure  of  coercion.  In  con- 
sequence of  the  conduct  of  the  clergy  at 
the  repeal  meetings,  it  became  the  duty  of 
all  the  friends  of  the  empire  to  open  the 
eyes  of  the  people  to  the  impropriety  of 
their  conduct,  and  to  tell  them  that  the 
duties  of  the  clergy  were  to  attend  the 
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beds  of  the  sick,  to  instil  hopes  into  ihe 
boaom  or  the  desponding,  lo  lighten  tlm 
affliclions  of  the  distressed,  and  promoie 
peace  and  good-will  to  all,  but  not  lo 
attend  meetlngg  for  the  purpose  of  prcBcli- 
ing  revolutionary  opinions. 

The  Duke  of  Wellington  only  rose  lo 
reniHTk  upon  the  irregularity  which  wus 
going  on  in  alluding  to  a  speech  deliverci) 
on  a  former  evening — a  speech  which  w;is 
also  irregular,  in  having  been  delivered 
when  there  was  no  question  before  the 
House. 

Lord  Brougham  said,  that  (he  aristo- 
cracy could  not  so  much  complaio  of  tlic 
reflections  that  were  made  elsewhere  upon 
theii  order,  when  Ibey  must  acknowledge 
themselves  to  be  so  disorderly.  Perhaps 
he,  too  might  be  a  little  out  of  order,  but 
he  hoped  he  should  be  excused,  as  he 
only  troubled  the  House  in  Justice  to  Dr. 
Higgios  himself.  He  held  in  bis  hand  an 
important  document,  signed  by  Dr.  Hig- 
gins  himself,  the  sentiments  of  which  were 
quite  incompatible  with  the  Isngua^^-u 
which  the  reverend  gentleman  was  said 
lo  have  used  at  Mullingar.  The  Dobk 
Lord  read  from  the  pastoral  address  of 
twenty -six  Roman  Catholic  prelates  uf 
Ireland  (of  whom  Dr.  Hi^ins  was  one), 
calling  on  the  Catholics  to  show  their 
respect  and  gratitude  to  a  wise  and  en- 
lightened Parliament,  and  to  their  wise 
and  parental  King  and  his  council,  fur 
having  restored  religious  freedom  to  Ire- 
land by  passing  the  Emancipation  Act. 
The  document  was  signed  the  9th  of 
February  1830,  and  he  (Lord  Brougham) 
did  not  think  that  in  ten  years  the  opinions 
of  Dr.  Hi^ins  could  he  so  altered,  thut 
he  should  now  denounce  the  Parliament 
and  aristocracy,  whom  he  then  held  up  to 
the  reverence  and  love  of  the  Irish  Catho- 
lics. 

The  Earl  of  Wicklow  knew  that  several 
tight  reverend  prelates  in  Ireland  were 
opposed  to  repeal.  He  knew  himself,  of 
two,  Dr.  Curteis  and  Dr.  Murray,  both 
of  whom  were  men  well  acquainted  with 
the  country,  and  the  circumstances  in 
which  it  was  placed.  Had  Dr.  Murray 
been  favourable  to  the  principles  of  repeal 
he  would  have  avowed  it  himself,  and  not 
have  allowed  it  to  have  appeared  through 
such  an  obscure  medium  as  that  of  Dr. 
Higgios,  at  a  bacchanalian  meeting. 

Lord  Brougham:  he  knew  from  a 
meeting  of  the  Catholic  de^,  beaded  by 


the  primate,  that  the  Catholic  clergy  were 
DOl,  as  a  body,  opposed  to  the  union. 

Corn  Laws.]  The  Earl  of  Radnor, 
pursuant  to  notice,  rose  to  present  a  peti- 
tion against  the  Corn-laws  from  the  far. 
mers  of  Uxhridge.  This  petition  was 
agreed  to  at  a  meeting  lately  held  in  tlx- 
bridge,  and  was  signed  by  the  chairman 
on  behalf  of  the  meeting.  The  corn 
market  of  Uxbridge,  as  their  Lordships 
were  aware,  was  one  of  the  largest  in  the 
kingdom.  The  farmers  of  Uxbridge  had 
invited  Mr.  Cobdcn,  with  whose  name 
their  Lordships  must  be  well  acqaainied, 
to  attend  a  meeting  of  farmers  in  Ux- 
bridge, for  the  purpose  of  discussing  the 
question  of  the  Corn-laws  with  Mr.  Pow- 
nall,  a  gentleman  also  well  known,  who 
once  stood  as  candidate  for  the  county. 
That  invitation  was  accepted  by  Mr.  Coo- 
den,  and  he  went  down  accompanied  by 
Mr.  Moore.  This  meeting  was  a  select 
meeting,  and  conBned  exclusively  to  far. 
mers.  The  greatest  pains  were  taken  lo 
prevent  the  introduction  to  the  meeting  of 
persons  of  a  different  description.  Con- 
siderable discussion  took  place,  the  result 
of  which  was,  that  a  resolution  was  agreed 
toby  a  majority  of  about  three  to  one, 
adopting  the  present  petition  against  the 
Corn-laws.  Some  time  back  a  noble  Lord 
opposite,  the  President  of  the  Council, 
said  that  it  was  not  the  present  intention 
of  her  Majesty's  Government  to  make  any 
alteration  in  the  Corn-laws.  The  agita- 
tion on  this  subject  amongst  the  public 
had  since  been  very  much  increasing,  and 
he  believed  that  the  farmen  themselves 
were  very  geaerally  beginning  to  become 
converts  to  a  repeal  of  the  Corn-laws,  and 
he  must  say  that  he  thought  the  conduct 
of  her  Majesty's  Government,  in  respect 
to  this  agitation,  was  anything  but  such  as 
would  conduce  to  a  settlement  of  the 
question. 

The  Earl  of  Motmtcathel  begged  to  say, 
with  respect  to  the  meeting,  that  be  had 
been  informed  that  it  was  quite  a  hole- 
and-corner  affair.  He  understood  that 
Mr.  Cobden,  on  going  down  to  Uxbridge, 
found  the  farmers  totally  opposed  tohii 
views,  ftnd  finding  that  ne  could  get  no 
support  amongst  them,  it  was  no  difficult 
matter  for  him  to  get  one  gentleman  to 
take  the  chair  and  sign  the  petition  in 
that  character.  If  the  farmers  had  not 
been  opposed  to  the  principles  of  the  pe« 
titioD,  was  it  not  laaioatUe  to  uppoM 
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that  ihey  would  have  pureued  the  usual 
course,  aod  signed  the  petition  with  ihcir 
own  hands  ?  With  regard  to  the  assertion 
of  the  noble  Earl,  that  the  farmers  were 
beginning  to  become  favourable  lo  a  re- 
jieal  of  the  Corn-laws,  he  believed  that 
that  apprehension  was  auite  without  foun- 
dation. Considering  all  the  money  which 
had  been  spent  in  order  to  influence  the 
minds  of  the  farmers,  who  were  a  class  of 
persons  not  generally  very  well  informed 
on  all  subjects,  the  wonder  only  was  that 
more  had  not  been  brought  over  by  the 
League  to  their  way  of  thinking. 

llie  Earl  of  Radnor  said  it  was  eitreme- 
ly  disagreeable  to  him  to  be  obliged  to 
repel  the  statemenu  of  a  noble  Lord  with 
statements  for  which  he  had  not  the  au- 
thority of  his  own  personal  cognizance. 
He  had  not  been  present  at  the  Uxbridee 
meeting,  but  he  was  informed  by  credible 
persons  that  what  he  had  stated  was  true. 
He  had  admitted,  that  by  the  forms  of  the 
House  the  petition  could  only  be  received 
as  the  petition  of  the  individual  who 
signed  it,  although  emanating  from  a 
large  meeting.  Tlie  noble  Earl  asserted 
that  the  meeting  was  a  hole-and-corner 
affair,  and  that  Mr.  Cobden  could  get 
nobody  amongst  the  farmers  of  Uxbridge 
to  support  him.  He  could  only  say  that 
the  meeting  was  advertised  by  placards 
for  several  days  previous,  and  that  it  was 
attended  by  Mr.  Wood  and  Mr.  Byng, 
the  mcmliers  for  the  county,  and  by  Colo- 
nel Wood,  the  member  for  Brecon,  toge- 
ther with  several  of  their  tenants  and 
friends.  He  was  convinced  that  the  meet- 
ing was  anything  but  what  could  be 
railed  a  hole-and-corner  meeting,  and 
the  petition  was  entitled  lo  as  much 
attention  from  their  Lordships  as  one 
coming  from  any  public  meeting  could 
be.  The  noble  Earl  said  that,  in  spite  of 
the  exertions  of  the  League,  very  few  con- 
verts had  been  made  to  their  principles 
amonf^st  the  agriculturists.  He  would 
refer  the  noble  Earl,  however,  to  the  re- 
sult of  the  large  agricultural  meeting  in 
Dorsetshire,  which  was  attended  by  up- 
wards of  '),000  persons,  and  where  re- 
solutions in  opposition  to  the  Corn- 
Isws  were  almost  unanimously  adopted. 
Only  two  hands  were  held  up  against 
them.  He  would  also  refer  to  the  Berk- 
shire meeting,  where  the  petition  was 
adopted  by  a  majority  of  about  three  to 
two.  With  retpect  to  the  Uibridge  meet- 
ing he  declared  agtin  tbH  Ir  thought  a 


more  straightforward  aaeeting  never  look 
place,  whilst  the  resolutions  were  agreed 
to  by  a  majority  of  three  to  one. 
Petition  laid  on  the  Table. 

The  New  Houses  of  Parliame);t.] 
Lord  Brougham  wished  to  draw  the  atten- 
tion of  their  Lordships  to  a  sobject  mate- 
rially affecting  their  own  proceedings  and 
comfort;  he  alluded  to  the  state  of  the 
new  buildings  which  were  to  be  appro- 
priated to  their  Lordships*  use  as  a  legis- 
lative assembly.  For  the  last  fonnigfat  or 
three  weeks  he  regretted  to  observe,  that 
these  works  had  cone  to  a  complete  stand 
still  ;  whilst  considerable  progress  had 
been  making  in  other  parts  of  the  new 
buildings  not  designed  for  the  use  of  their 
Lordships.  He  was  sure  that  this  was 
f|uite  contrary  to  the  contracts  with  the 
Woods  and  Forests,  and  if  he  did  not  see 
some  progress  made  very  shortly  in  these 
works,  lie  should  feel  it  his  doty  to  call 
the  attention  of  the  committee  to  the 
subject.  He  understood  that  tome  am- 
brage  had  been  taken  elsewhere  upoo  the 
allegation  that  greater  progress  haul  beea 
making  with  respect  to  their  Lordships' 
House,  than  with  respect  to  that  of  the 
House  of  Commons.  But  in  his  opinion 
it  was  quite  right  that  it  should  be  so,  for 
the  fact  was,  that  the  House  of  Comnons 
had  turned  their  Lordships  out  of  their 
Hotise.  Their  Lordships  were  as  ill  08"  as 
it  was  possible  for  a  legislative  assembly 
to  be,  whilst  the  House  of  Commons  was 
as  well  off*  as  it  was  possible  they  could 
he.  He  had  never  been  in  the  other 
House  since  he  had  been  an  unworthy 
Member  of  it,  until  he  went  there  the 
other  morning,  wlien  nobody  was  there, 
and  he  must  say,  that  he  never  saw  any 
House  so  admirably  adapted  in  all  respects 
for  the  purposes  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons as  the  House  they  at  present  occo  - 
pied.  With  respect  to  the  new  buildings 
for  their  Lordships'  accommodation,  he 
trusted  that  steps  would  be  immediately 
taken  to  compel  the  architect  lo  go  on. 

The  Marquess  of  Lamsdowne  said,  the 
architect  had  told  him  that  the  delay  was 
occasioned  by  the  non-arrival  of  some 
stone  which  had  been  eipccted. 

Skrs  of  St.  As ^ Pit  ani>  Bangor.] 
The  Earl  of  Powis,  after  presenting 
petitions  against  the  union  of  the  sees  of 
St.  Aiaph  and   Bangor,  addrened   the 
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House  as  follows  :* — I   shall    now,   my 
Lords,  proceed  to  move  the  second  read- 
ing of  **  An  act  for  preventing  the  union 
of  the  sees  of  St.  Asaph  and  Bangor/' 
As  I  have  the  misfortune  to  be  under  the 
necessity  of  introducing  this  bill,  one  of 
the  greatest  ecclesiastical  importance  to 
the  principality  of  Wales  and  to  the  Es- 
tablished Church,  under  the  avowed  oppo- 
sition of  the  most  rev.  Prelate,  who  so 
worthily  presides  over  the  English  Church, 
and  his  right  rev.  brethren  the  original 
members  of  the  ecclesiastical  commission, 
I  feel  it  a  duty  which  I  owe  to  your  Lord- 
sliips  to  endeavour  to  vindicate  myself 
from  the  charge  of  presumption.     It  will 
not  be  sufficient  for  me,  my  Lords,  to  en- 
deavour to  extenuate  or  apologise  for  the 
step  that  I  am  taking  upon  this  important 
Church  question.     I  do  not  wish  to  di- 
minish or  underrate  my  own  responsibility. 
I  ought  to  justify  my  course ;  I  trust  and 
believe  I  shall  be  able  to  do  so.     Nothing, 
I  can  assure  your  Lordships,  but  a  sense 
of  public  duty,  of  the  duty  which  I  owe  to 
my  countrymen   and   to   the   Church  in 
Wales,  would  have  induced  me  to  under- 
take the  task  of  submitting  to  your  Lord- 
ships' notice  the  details  of  this  very  im- 
portant  and  interesting  case.    The  first 
point  which  I  shall  take  the  liberty  of 
urging  in  vindication  of  the  course  which 
I  am  pursuing,  is,  that  the  inhabitants  of 
the  principalityi  although  they  have  the 
misfortune  to  know  that  their  prayers  and 
|)etitioas  are  objected  to  by  the  most  rev. 
Prelate,  and  by  some  of  his  right  rev. 
Brethren,    the  original   members  of   the 
ecclesiastical  commission,  know  also,  and 
that  fact  should  also  be  borne  in  mind  by 
your  Lordships,  that  in  preparing  this  bill 
I  have  had  the  advantage  of  the  advice, 
and  experience,  and  countenance  of  both 
the  respected  Prelates  of  St.  Asaph  and 
of  Bangor,  and  their  full  approbation  of 
the  course  I  am  about  to  pursue.     Your 
Lordships  will  be  pleased  to  bear  in  mind, 
throughout  the  whole  of  this  important 
discussion,  that  the  great  complaint  in  the 
principality  is  that  there  is  a  general  non- 
acquaintance  with  the  facts  of  this  import- 
ant case  on  the  part  of  those  with  whom 
the  final  decision  in  respect  of  the  interests 
of  the  Church  in  North  Wales  has  rested. 
My  countrymen  reside  in  a  distant  dis^ 
trict ;  they  have  not  the  same  facilities  of 
communication  which  exist  in  other  parts 

*  From  a  correoCed  report. 


of  the  country ;  their  country  is  an  im- 
practicable one,  and  consequently  an  ac- 
quaintance with  the  local  and  parochial  dif- 
ficulties of  the  Church  in  North  Wales,  and 
the  steps  necessary  to  maintain  its  interests, 
is  limited,  nay  almost  confined,  to  those 
who  are  immediately  concerned  in  its  admi- 
nistration.     On  the  present  occasion  it  is  9l 
satisfaction  to  me  to  know  that  the  two 
right  rev.  Prelates  who  preside  so  worthily 
over  the  dioceses  of  North  Wales  are  united 
in  their  testimony  against  the  union  of  the 
sees  of  St.  Asaph  and  Bangor.    They  are 
the  best  and  most  unexceptionable  wit- 
nesses who  can  be  produced ;   they  are 
perfectly  acquainted  with  whdt  is  due  to 
the  interests  of  the  church  in  the  princi- 
pality, and  their  evidence  is  disinterested, 
the  union  of  the  two  sees  being  deferred 
until  both  these  rev.  men  shall  have  been 
removed  from  this  sphere  of  their  labours. 
If  they  had  merely  consulted  their  own 
ease,  they  might  have  left  to  posterity  to 
deal  with  the  anticipated  evils  when  they 
should  arise.    They  have  pursued  a  very 
different  line  of  conduct ;   they  feel  the 
duty  they  owe  to  the  country  which  has 
been  placed  under  their  spiritual  guidance ; 
they  feel  the  duty  which  they  owe  to  the 
Church,  of  which  they  are  distinguished 
members ;  and  they  have  endeavoured  to 
avert  the  consummation  of    those  evils 
against  which  I  am  now  contending.     In 
addition   to  the  evidence  of  these   twp 
right  rev.  Prelates,  I  must  avail  myself  of 
the  indirect   testimony  of  unwilling  wit- 
nesses-i-for  so,   I    fear,   notwithstanding 
their  exalted  station,  I  must  describe  the 
highly  respected  individuals  I  am  about 
to  name,  as  regards  the  act  I  have  charge 
of— I  mean  the  most  rev.  Prelate  and  his 
brethren,  members   of  the  Ecclesiastical 
Commission,  who  are  also  members  of  tbo 
Convocation.     Your  Lordships  are  aware 
that  the  assembly  of  the  Church  expreiiei 
its  sentiments  on  some  occasions  in  Con- 
vocation.   The  Convocation  is  composed 
of  two  houses,  the  upper  and  the  lower, 
and  the  last  time  the  Convocation  met  was 
in   the  year   1841.    The  Church   is  re- 
ported to  have  then  declared  io  her  public 
synod;  and  in  a  most  unequivocal  way, 
her  objection  to  the  proceedings  of  the 
commission  with  reference  to  the  union  of 
the  two  sees,  which  is  now  under  the  con- 
sideration of  your  Lordships.     I  will  read 
an  extract  from  a  letter  addressed  (o  bii 
Grace  the  Arcbbifbop  of  Canterbury  bjjt 
gentleman    who    signs  hunself  R.  W« 
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Hontley,  «ho  wo*  proclor  from  the  diocese 
to  which  he  belongi,  lo  the  Convocaiion, 
and  prescDt  during  the  occurrences  which 
he  rclalei.     He  ujs  : — 

"On  the  U»t  meeting  of  Convociiion,  early 
in  the  autumn  of  1B41,  ii  leemed  good  to  ilif 
upper  House  to  send  down  (o  die  reprcMUla- 
li*es  or  the  clergy  an  addre:>i  to  the  Uuecn, 
(o  be  paned  by  Ihcm,  and  to  be  pruMnted  to 
her  Majesty.  It  «u  understood  that  thh 
would  be  (he  only  business  proposed  to 
their  notice.  The  address,  however,  was 
found  to  contain  a  clause,  rccof:niung  and 
■sseming  to  the  commiuioD  and  it^  acta,  aud 
making  them  express  matter  of  congralula- 
tion.  Now  this  clause,  without  any  attempt 
either  at  modification  or  abatement  of  terms, 
was  absolutely  and  entirely  thrown  out.  Tbe 
curtailed  address  was  accepted  by  the  upper 
llon«e,  aud  lo  was  laid  before  the  Queen,  and 
by  her  Majesty  was  graciously  leceived.  Now 
this  short  history  proves,  beyond  gainsaying, 
that  the  Church,  on  the  sole  occasion  on 
wbicb  she  has  been  permitted  lo  speak,  and 
then  as  br  as  power  of  speech  was  given  to 
ber,  has,  in  a  manner  that  cannot  be  nis- 
uoderstood,  and  which  ought  to  be  known, 
declared  her  want  of  sympathy  with  the  com- 
mission. She  has  declinml  to  acknowledge  it, 
and  in  her  lawful  assembly  of  bishops  and  re- 
presentative prie»ts  ihe  caused  the  mention  of 
it  lo  be  erased  ;  and  yet,  my  Lord,  it  is  in  the 
face  of  this  disclaimer — I  say  it  with  the  mast 
real  respecl,  for  I  am  well  aware  that  the 
point  has  been  overlooked — still  in  the  face  of 
this  diiclairoer  it  is,  that  the  Ecclesiastical 
Commissiuu  are  as  yet  mnintainiitg  tlie  propo- 
»itioo  that  a  bisliopric  shall  be  abolished.  This 
being  ihi'  case,  I  beg  to  submit  lu  your  Grace 
aud   their   Lordshipi   the    bi>hop»,   and   tin 
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mission,  and  consHjucutty  the  resolves  and  j  |a,u}  and  VValc- 
acts  also  grounded  on  its  report,  do  really  be- 
come  subjects  of  grave  uneasine«s,  after  such 
an  expression  of  out  ecclesiastical  synod ;  thai 
we  have  reasou  to  fear  a  spirit  of  Krastiuuism, 
when  the  acts  of  the  state  continue  to  be  pro- 
moted notwithstanding  the  church  disapproves 
thereof,  and  dtxlincs  to  recognize  the  same ; 
aud,  lo  come  close  to  ray  present  subject, 
when  it  appears  thai  even  a  bishopric  is  to  be 
suppressed,  notwiiiuiandiog  the  public  pro- 
tests delivered  against  it,  through  ihe  voice  of 
the  two  bishops  whose  sees  ate  coDcemed, 
through  the  voice  of  many  other  of  her  bislio]>-<, 
through  her  priests  in  Convocaiion,  and 
through  her  clergy  and  laity  expressing  ibeir 
sentiments  in  peliiions," 

In  adililion  to  this  evidence,  and  in 
fiirthcT  justification  of  the  courae  I  am 
Uk'mg,  I  beg  to  state  that  I  have  been 
entniaied  with  petitions  from  Jcsua  Col- 
lege, Oxford ;  from  ilifTercnt  bodies  of 
the  clergy  of  the  counties  of  Hereford, 
Hntford,  Derby,  B«dfonl,  Suffolk,  and 
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Salop,  Glouceiter,  and  Hants;  as  well  h 
petition  which  I  have  this  day  pre- 
sented,  signed  fay  468  lay  inhabitants  of 
the  important  inetropolilan  parish  of 
Marylebone  and  iu  vicinity,  with  the  re- 
sidences of  the  petitioners  attached  to 
their  signatDrei.  1  have  also  had  the 
honour  of  presenting  petitions  in  favonr  of 
the  proposition  I  am  aboot  to  make  to 
your  Lordship*,  from  the  countie*  of  FUdI, 
Denbigh,  Merioneth,  Cffimarvon,  and 
Montgomery  in  North  Wales ;  and  froin 
Cardigan  and  Carmarthen  in  South  Wales, 
Both  the  Universities  have  also  petitioned 
Parlismeni  on  behalf  of  North  Wales; 
one  petition  only  bu,  I  believe,  beea  pc^ 
scntcd  to  this  House.  There  is  MMtber 
petition  to  which  1  beg  to  call  the  par- 
ticular attention  of  your  Lordships;— first, 
on  account  of  the  power  and  ability  with 
which  It  has  been  penned,  and  next,  from 
the  recollection  of  tlie  success  which  fol- 
lowed the  exertions  of  my  noble  Frieitd 
behind  me  (the  Earl  of  Ripon),  when  be 
undertook  on  the  pan  of  the  clergy  aad 
inhabitants  of  the  Isle  of  Man,  to  obtain 
the  repeal  of  the  clause  which  weal  to 
annex  the  sec  of  Sodor  and  Man  to  thai 
of  Carlisle,  and  by  that  repeal  to  continue 
the  see  of  Sodor  and  Man  as  a  aepvats 
diocese.    The  petition  stales  :— 


"  Tliat  your  petitioners  will  ever  most  grate- 
fully remember  the  powerful  co-operalioa  and 
the  generous  support  which,  in  that  ardDoai 
struggle,  they  received  from  the  nniveniues, 
the  various  cliaptcra,  archdeacon riei,  and  on- 
of  the  ckrgy  and  luty  of  Eag- 
les, in  advocaiing  their  cause 
with  your  right  bon.  House  i  and  still  moredo 
your  peliliont-rs  feel  impreued  with  gratitude 
to  the  I'arliamcnt  of  the  United  Kingdom  for 
their  gracious  compliance  with  lite  earnest 
pmyers  of  Uie  .Manx  people.  Tbat  yoor  p^ 
litioners  feel  in  a  peculiar  manner  the  ailiiuty 
between  the  sees  of  Sodor  and  Man,  and  SL 
Aiiaph  and  of  Bangor — (I  entreat  your  Loni- 
ships'  particular  aticntion  to  the  following 
sentences)  —  all  bishoprics  of  independent 
states  for  many  centuries  previously  lo  the 
Iile  of  Man  and  the  principality  of  Wales 
being  incorporated  in  the  British  dominions 
— all  in  the  earliest  time  endowed  with  fnnds 
for  the  maintenance  ofiheir  several  chutchcs 
wiibjn  their  respective  dioceses;  all  amid 
the  Tcvolalions  of  lucceedmg  ages,  the 
change  of  dynasties,  and  the  rebrnutioB 
in  the  Anglican  Church,  preserved  u^ 
impaired  by  the  storms  of  time  or  the  sa- 
crilegious hand  of  arbitrary  power;  —  and 
all  having  {loor,  scattered  populations,  n- 
quiring  the  entire  care  and  attantion  of  tin 
most  jealous  biibop.     With  ihase  tccoUee* 
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tions  yoar  petitioners  feel  themseWes  called 
upon  as  fellow-Christians  to  retnrn  good  for 
good,  sympathy  for  sympathy,  and  most  re- 
spectfully to  express  their  earnest  hope  to  your 
honourable  House  that  these  two  most  inter- 
esting remains  of  the  episcopacy  of  former  days, 
which  ages  of  barbarism,  of  war,  and  of  revo- 
lution have  spared,  may  not,  in  these  enlight- 
ened times  be  sacrificed  to  the  expediency  of 
measures  which,  however  otherwise  important, 
they  beg  leave  most  respectfully  to  express 
tlieir  hope  may  by  other  means  be  attained. 
That  the  ancient  revenues  of  these  sees  may 
not  be  diverted  from  their  legitimate  object  to 
assist  in  founding  another  see  in  a  district  un- 
connected with  their  own,  and  which  is  one  of 
the  most  wealthy  in  the  kingdom,  but  that  the 
inhabitants  of  North  Wales,  by  the  blessing 
of  Divine  Providence,  and  through  the  wisdom 
and  the  justice  of  Parliament,  for  all  time  yet 
to  come  may  be  permitted  to  retain  unchanged 
tlie  incalculable  advantages  of  their  present 
episcopal  establishment ;  and  each  see  to  con- 
tinue to  possess  a  separate  resident  bishop  to 
preside  over  their  churches,  and  personally  to 
superintend  and  promote  the  spiritual  and  the 
temporal  welfare  of  the  people ;  and  that  at  a 
time  when  it  has  been  deemed  expedient  by 
the  Government  and  sanctioned  by  the  Crown, 
to  consecrate  prelates  to  all  the  widely-ex- 
tended colonies  of  the  empire  in  the  four  quar- 
ters of  the  globe,  and  even  to  the  more-recently 
discovered  shores  of  Australia ;  and  whilst  the 
rapidly-augmenting  population  of  the  British 
isles  would  appear  likewise  to  demand  an  aug- 
mentation of  episcopal  superintendence,  your 
petitioners  would  willingly  hope  that  the  next 
step  in  this  great  work  will  not  be  connected 
with  the  extinction  of  one  of  the  very  ancient 
bishoprics  of  the  most  ancient  people  of  Bri- 
tain/' 

I  am  also  happy  to  be  able  to  quote  in 
favour  of  this  measure  the  kind  and  fatherly 
reception  with  which  the  most  Rev. 
Prelate  at  the  head  of  the  Church  has 
been  pleased  to  honour  an  address  which 
was  presented  to  him  by  the  clergy  of  the 
diocese  to  which  I  have  the  happiness  to 
belong — I  mean  the  diocese  of  St.  Asaph. 
From  the  address  itself  1  will  first  take 
the  liberty  of  reading  the  concluding  sen- 
tences.   They  are  as  follow  : — 

"  But  all  representations,  however  forcible, 
must,  of  necessity,  fail  in  conveying  to  your 
Grace  tliat  knowledge  of  our  peculiar  posi- 
tion which  nothing  but  an  actual  residence 
in  Wales  can  afford ;  and  we  feel  persuaded, 
that  bad  the  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners  been 
perfectly  conversant  with  the  almost  over- 
whelming difficulties  we  have  to  contend  with, 
from  the  fearful  prevalence  of  dissent,  the  dif- 
ference of  language,  the  poverty  and  inacces- 
sible nature  of  the  country, — the  question 
would  rather  have  been  how  to  strengthen  the 
arm  of  the  church  by  an  additional  bishopric. 


than  to  annihilate  one  of  those  sees  which 
have  existed  for  so  many  centuries  amongst  us. 
We  entreat  your  Grace  to  believe  that  we  are 
actuated  by  no  interested  motives  in  making 
this  solemn  appeal,  but  by  a  warm  and  61ial 
attachment  to  the  episcopal  constitution^  a 
jealous  regard  for  the  dignity  and  efficiency  of 
the  church,  and  an  ardent  zeal  for  the  spiritual 
welfare  of  those  who  are  '  committed  to  our 
charge.'  We  now  most  respectfully  commend 
our  petition  to  your  Grace's  serious  consider- 
ation, earnestly  trusting  that  the  high  powers 
with  which  it  has  pleased  Providence  to  invest 
your  Grace,  may  be  exerted  in  rescuing  from 
spoliation  the  sacred  heritage  of  our  fathers ; 
and  humbly  praying  Almighty  God  long  to 
spare  your  Grace  to  edify  and  adorn  the  church, 
which  is  the  common  Mother  of  us  all." 

The    following    is    the    reply    of   his 
Grace : — 

"  My  Dear  Lord,  Lambeth^  May  1, 1843. 
I  have  to  acknowledge  an  address  on  the 
subject  of  the  union  of  the  dioceses  of  St.  Asaph 
and  Bangor,  recommended  by  the  Ecclesiastical 
Commissioners,  which  is  signed  by  so  many 
clergymen,  both  incumbents  and  curates,  that 
it  must  be  regarded  as  speaking  the  collective 
sense  of  the  diocese  of  St.  Asaph.  I  cannot 
but  feel  that  such  a  declaration^  proceeding 
from  a  body  of  clergy  so  stroNgly  attached  to 
the  Church,  and  so  zealous  for  its  honour  and 
its  interests,  is  entitled  to  great  attention ;  and 
I  beg  your  Lordship  to  assure  the  petitioners, 
that  I  have  received  their  address  with  the 
respect  which  is  due  to  the  importance  of  the 
subject,  to  the  motives  and  character  of  those 
whose  names  are  attadied  to  it,  and  to  the 
venerated  Bishop  by  whom  it  has  been  placed 
in  my  hands. 

I  remain,  mv  dear  Lord, 
Your  Lordship's  faithful  servant  and  friend, 

W.  Cavtuar. 
To  the  Bight  Rev,  the  Lord  BUhop  of  St.  Aurph:^ 

I  trust  I  may  be  allowed  to  express  t 
hope  that  the  most  Rev.  Prelate  will  at 
some  future,  if  not  upon  the  present  occa- 
sion, grant  to  the  prayers  of  the  petitioneri 
the  countenance  and  support  which  this 
letter  indicates.  I  have  now,  1  think, 
established  sufficient  grounds  of  justifica- 
tion of  the  course  which  I  am  taking  in 
submitting  this  proceeding  to  yoar  Lord- 
ships' consideration.  I  will  next  proceed 
shortly  to  detail  the  state  in  which  the 
principality  stands  with  respect  to  this 
great  change ;  and,  in  doing  so,  I  must 
take  the  liberty  of  assuming  as  an  histo- 
rical fact,  hardly  to  be  doubted  now,  that 
the  union  of  the  sees  of  St.  Asaph  and 
Bangor,  and  the  creatioto  of  the  bishopric 
of  Manchester,  are  part  of  the  same  scheme 
of  alteration,  and  were  intended  to  be  co- 
existent and  dependent  on  each  other. 
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No  person  will  believe  that  to  wild  a  pro- 
position would  have  been  submitted  to 
Parliament  at  the  extinction  of  one  of  the 
Welch  sees,  if  it  bad  not  been  accompanied 
by  a  proposition  for  establishing  a  bishopric 
of  Manchetter.  It  would  be  my  duty  and 
my  desire  to  obviate  objections  to  any 
measure  which  I  have  to  submit  to  your 
Lordships*  consideration.  Upon  the  pre- 
sent occasion  1  am  bound  to  conciliate 
those  who  have  supported  the  proceedings 
of  the  ]u!clesiastica1  Commission,  or  may 
for  other  reasons  be  opposed  to  my  motion, 
smce  I  feel  that  having  taken  no  active 
steps  in  opposition  to  the  Gth  and  7th  of 
William  .4th.,  originally,  when  passing 
through  Parliament,  I  shall  undoubtedly 
add  to  the  labour  of  Commissioners  and 
of  Parliament.  A  respectful  consideration 
of  other  persons'  opinions  is  therefore  due 
from  me.  I  shall,  however,  ask  no  con- 
cession which  Parliament  and  the  Com- 
missioners ought  not  to  concede,  and  may 
not  concede,  if  they  have  the  disposition 
to  consider  the  case  fairly  and  reasonably, 
and  certainly  none  which  will  not  benefit 
tlic  Church  at  brge.  Two  principal  dif- 
ficulties present  themselves  in  the  creation 
of  a  sec  at  Manchester.  First,  the  addi- 
tion of  a  spiritual  member  of  your  Ix)rd- 
ships*  House ;  secondly,  the  want  of  meant 
to  provide  an  income  for  the  bishop. 
Botli  objects  were,  however,  attainable,  by 
destroying  an  ancient  Welch  bishopric, 
and  North  Wales  was  doomed  to  be  the 
sufferer,  notwithstanding  the  protests  of 
her  bishops.  The  interests  of  North  Wales 
were  to  be  sacrificed  to  the  expediency  of 
creating  a  Bishop  of  Manchester.  I  have 
heard,  in  the  course  of  my  political  life, 
many  objections  to  the  doctrine  of  political 
expediency.  If  that  doctrine  is  objection- 
able in  politics,  surely  it  is  undeniably  more 
so  in  ecclesiastical  and  religious  afl^airs; 
yet  expediency  it  the  only  defence  of  this 
act  of  S|)oliation.  Of  the  expediency, 
nay,  necessity  of  creating  a  bishopric  of 
Manchester  no  one  can  doubt,  but  who 
will  venture  to  afllirm  the  expediency  of 
depriving  North  Wales  of  a  Bishop,  or 
deny  that  it  must  l)e  an  injury  to  the 
Church  establishment  there?  With  re- 
gard, then,  to  the  first  of  the  two  diflicul- 
ties  which  V  have  mcntione<l,  1,  for  one, 
see  no  objection  to  an  additional  Prelate 
sitting  in  this  House.  On  the  contrary, 
1  should  readily  concur  in  such  a  measure, 
and  rejoice  in  at  once  securing  to  the 
great  and  wealthy  |>opulation  of  the  town 


of  Manchester  the  benefits  of  an  immediate 
episcopal  tuperintendence*  But,  iq  order 
to  meet  the  opinions  of  thote  who  object 
to  the  introduction  of  an  additional  Bnbop 
into  this  Hoate,  a  course  may  be  taken 
which  I  think  may  obviate  all  reasonable 
ground  of  opposition.  Your  Lordships 
are  aware  tlmt  whenever  a  reverend  indi- 
vidual it  firtt  placed  upon  the  £pitcopal 
Bench,  he  becomes,  as  a  matter  of  course, 
the  Chaplain  of  your  Lordships*  Hoote, 
and  continues  to  discharge  the  daties  of 
Chaplain  until  another  vacancy  occurs  on 
the  Bench.  In  the  discharge  of  these  do* 
tiet  reverend  Prelatet  have  been  engaged 
one,  two,  and  in  one  living  instance*  three 
yearii,  accordingly  at  vacancies  on  the 
Bench  are  delayed ;  and  during  this  pe- 
riod unremitting  attendance  on  your  Lord* 
ships*  House  during  the  assembling  of 
Parliament  is  required  of  the  newly-ap* 
pointed  Bishop.  I  beg  to  suggest  that 
when  a  vacancy  occurs  on  the  Episcopal 
Bench,  the  individual  nominated  to  suc- 
ceed to  the  vacancy  as  junior  or  27th 
Bishop,  should  not  become  either  Chsplain 
of  your  Lordships'  House,  or  n  Peer  of 
Parliament  until  a  second  vacancy  should 
occur.  To  me  it  appears  that  many  ec- 
clesiastical advantai>es  would  arise  frooi 
such  a  delay.  The  individual  thns  ap« 
pointed  would  be  able  immediately  to 
proceed  to  learn  the  daties  of  bis  high 
station,  and  to  acquire  a  local  knowMge 
of  his  diocese,  and  would  be  enabled 
thereby  more  effectually  to  fulfil  the  du- 
ties appertaining  to  hit  office  when  absent 
in  attendance  upon  P^liament.  Upon 
the  next  vacancy  occurring  the  junior 
Bishop  would  at  once  succeed  to  the 
chaplaincy  of  your  Lordships*  House,  and 
to  his  seat  upon  the  Episcopal  Bench. 
One  reserve  should  be  made  in  respect  of 
this  routine,  in  the  event  of  ■  rer.  Gen- 
tleman being  elected  in  the  first  instance 
to  either  of  the  sees  of  London,  Duriiam, 
or  Winchester,  a  contingency  which,  in- 
asmuch as  it  has  occasionally  occurred, 
(as  in  the  case  of  the  most  rev.  Prelate,) 
your  Ix)rdships  will  perceive  ooght  to  be 
provided  for.  The  next  topic  I  shall  ad- 
vert to  is  the  income  of  the  see  of  Man- 
chester. In  so  doing  let  me  first  inquire, 
why,  if  it  is  right  to  create  an  episcopnl 
see  at  Manchester,  and  you  are  in  earnest 
as  to  the  creation  of  it,  why  shoukl  it  be 
delayiHJ  until  both  the  diocesans  of  North 
Wales  shall  have  been  removed?  is  it 
not  conclusive,  my  lx>rds,  thst  the  spi- 
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ritual  interests  of  Manchester  are  made 
subservient    to   the   acquirement   of    the 
tithes  of  North  Wales,  and  the  estabh'sh- 
ment  of  the  bishopric  is  thus  indefinitely 
postponed  ?     From  information  which  has 
reached  roe,  I  cannot  doubt  that  the  reve- 
nues which  will   eventually  be  placed  at 
the  disposal  of  the  Ecclesiastical  Commis- 
sioners  will   be  abundantly  sufficient  for 
endowing   the   bishopric   of    Manchester 
without  any  abstraction  of  the  revenues  of 
the  Bishops  of  Bangor  and  St.  Asaph.    If 
a  full  income  is  not  immediately  to  be  had 
let  the  most  rev.  Prelate  at  the  head  of 
the  Church  solicit  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
at  the  head  of  the  Government  to  supply 
the  wants  of  the  see  of  Manchester  by  a 
temporary  loan  out  of  the  funds  known  as 
Queen  Anne's  Bounty,  which  funds  it  has 
been  proposed  to  mortgage  for  another 
important  Church  object.      These  funds 
are  fully  equal  to  the  purpose.     The  aid 
required  would  be  only  temporary,  since 
the  surplus  income  of  the  archbishopric  of 
York  will   amply  supply   an   income  for 
Manchester  whenever  a  vacancy  shallo  c- 
cur  in   the   archiepiscopal    see.      I  have 
stated  at  the  commencement  of  my  ob- 
servations, that  due  consideration  has  not 
according  to  my  judgment,  been  given  to 
the  interests  of  the  principality,    I   now 
proceed  to  substantiate  that  opinion.  The 
Principality,   it  should  not  be  forgotten, 
contributes  very  largely  to  the  ecclesiasti- 
cal endowments  of  England.    The  estab. 
lishments  of  Christ  Church  and  of  Jesus 
College,  Oxford,  derive  a  material  income 
from  the  tithes  of  North  Wales;  and  the 
dioceses  of  Lichfield  and  of  Chester  also 
receive  a  considerable  income   from  the 
same  source;  while  the  sees  of  St«  Asaph 
and  Bangor  have  no  revenues  which  do 
not  accrue   from  the   Principality   itself. 
With  these  properties  I  do  not  wish  to  in- 
terfere.    But  I  object  to  the  further  ab- 
straction of  any  portion  of  our  mountain 
tithes  for  the  benefit  of  wealthy  England, 
and  their  transfer  from  an  individual  bolder, 
a  kind  and  venerable  inhabitant  of  6ur 
Principality,  to  any  corporate  body;  the 
one  anxiously  alive  to  the  wants  of  those 
around  him,  the  other  necessarily  unac- 
quainted  with  and  indifferent  to  them. 
The  Commissioners,  in  their  first  report, 
state,  that — 

"  One  advantage  which  will  result  from  the 
union  of  these  two  sees  will  be,  the  oppor- 
tunity afforded  of  applying  a  part  of  impro- 
priations, which  constitute  nearly  the  whole 


property  of  the  bishoprics,  to  the  augmenta- 
tion of  poor  and  populous  vicarages  in  the 
united  dioceses." 

This  recommendation  of  the  Commis- 
sioners, instead  of  being  followed  up,  has 
since  been  forgotten  and  laid  aside ;  for 
it  is  now  proposed  that  a  considerable  in- 
come should  be  taken  from  the  Welsh 
bishoprics,  and  placed  at  the  disposal  of 
the  Commissioners.  The  Order  in  Coun- 
cil issued  under  the  provisions  of  the  Act 
of  the  6th  and  7th  William  4th,  chap.  77, 
directs  that  the  Bishop  of  the  united  dio- 
ceses of  St.  Asaph  and  Bangor  shall  pay 
annually  into  the  hands  of  the  Commis- 
sioners the  sum  of  4,7501,*  During  the 
last  Session  of  Parliament  a  continuation 
Act  (5th  and  6th  Victoria,  chap.  112), 
was  passed  with  the  additional  object  of 
securing  certain  property  to  the  said  sees 
of  St.  Asaph  and  Bangor.  Clause  2  of 
this  Act  is  as  follows : — 

**  And  be  it  enacted,  that  all  lands,  tithes. 


*  As  regards  revenue  it  seems  doubtful 
whether  the  Bishop  of  the  united  see  of  St. 
Asaph  and  Bangor  would  actually  enjoy  the 
income  of  5,20o£,  adjudged  to  him  by  the  Se- 
cond Report  of  the  Commissioners. 

The  Commissioners,  in  their  Second  Report^ 
recommend  that  he  should  pay  over  to  the 
episcopal  fund  3,800/.  per  annum,  whereas  the 
Order  in  Council  enacting  the  union  of  the 
sees  requires  him  to  pay  to  that  fund  4,750/. 
The  Commissioners,  in  their  First  Report,  es- 
timated the  future  net  revenue  of  the  see  of  St. 
Asaph  at  5,280/.;  the  income  having  fallen 
gradually  from  1827  to  1834,  and  add,  *<  there 
seems  to  be  no  prospect  of  improvement.*' 

They  estimate  the  future  net  revenue  of  the 
see  of  Bangor  at  3,814/. ;  stating  that "  the 
tithes  have  fallen  in  value  in  1833  and  1834 
below  the  average  of  the  three  years  ending 
1831  650/.,  and  there  is  no  prospect  of  in- 
crease." 

£ 
Future  net  income  of  St,  Asaph    .  5,280 
Future  net  income  of  Bangor       .  3,814 

Total  future  net  income  of  united 
dioceses 9,094 


Deductpayment  to  Episcopal  Fund 
by  Order  in  Council  .  4,750 

Income  remaining  to  Bishop  after 
fixed  payment  ....  4,344 

Income  allotted  to  Bishop  by  Se- 
cond Report     ....  5,200 

Income  actually  remaining  after 
fixed  payment  .        .        :        .  4,344 

Deficiency        .        .      856 
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tmenMTiU,«ikdcrJLerLei«diuiMXii^azidezidcm.|&v^  tbe  map  attached  l»  ike 

Kierjt<^  wfut»o€rv«r,  >  M,  ^j^wr^t-edp  or  Jtfjbitec  |  Tnird  lUporL  It  »  doi  Dodoed  ia  tW 
by  'h*:  n?hi  J1*T.  W  :i:ikix*  Cirei,  B-vbop  cf  list  m  an  oW  or  a  Dew  ardideaocMirv.  Xo 
S«mt  A^;.h  «>d  lU  nniit  Iter.  Chnwopl^  a^eoUM  is  Bide  of  it  wstil  ibe  bmd«. 
Betbell,  BiUKjpof  lUaprytspt^ii-eir.a  .^  ^  ^  ^  witWrtwu  Bil]  of  iatt  Scmos 
ImUkj^^  oot  UriDS  M  i*id,  poMeiMd,  or  r*-  "![.  J^  .  j %  *w««»«  ".*'""  7".  *■*  '"  "" 
ctrir  J 10  ifsptttlf  »7  U«6«  w.li,  CO-  of  •^«*J  t«*  fc'  «»«  o(  '"  <*J««»  «>  «?•- 
ioijls  kJ*aJl  be.  aiad  I*  dttcned  lo  U  to  kl.  ix>-  rat^  l^e  ofice  »-id  dntiei  of  tike  aiclkdea. 
tciit%  arid  por{Kif«r»  put  ai<d  p&rctl  of  tht  conrj  of  An^leseA  frOB  the  tMibopric  of 
land^,  tiilie*,  iex«emebU,  arjd  o'iACrr  btrH.t-  j  Bangor,  whilst  the  eodovaeois  of  tae 
kjoeiitf  ud  «idowiD*tiu  of  tbt  rm^urt  *«^  |  arcbdeacoarr  were  to  cODliiioe 
of  5»jiit  A^i  *«i  B'j&for,  or  of  tbe  cmi€«!  '  y^  ^y^^   bishopric,   cot 

•*•  ^^  '^•'^^l;*'  "f  ^T>'  "?  ?f  "**  i  ^d«  to  proTKle  for  the  bishop  of  the 
may  be,  znd  vbftjl  a/tiUttw:  to  be  beid,  pot-  I   ..  .  *^  , ,     ,      .  -  /^   ^    . 

keJed,  knd  received  bj  ibt  bi^bop.  of^L  i  ^'^f^'  ^^  *^  enaWe  the  bisbop  of  the 
same  %e^  for  tbe  u me  beiii?:  nbject  never-  united  sees  to  coptxibwte  4,75<]lL  per 
tlielesk  to  uiy  Order  in  CocduI  ifci>^ed  under  anriom  to  the  Episeopal  Food.  Thm 
tbe  provisiorift  of  2d  Act  pkued  ;o  tbe  seventh  remarkable  omissioo  tends  to  coofinn  m? 
yeir  of  the  rriyn  of  hi«  Utt  Ma;e*tT,  intituled  |  opinion  of  the  want  of  knowledge  of  North 
'  An  Act  for  carrjmg  into  effe<.t  tl*e  IUpor.f  j  ^',|^  ^^^^  ^],^  p.rt  of  those  who  had 
of  tbe  Commiwoner.  W'-n'^d  to  o>ns:der !  y^  ^S^  ^  ^y^^  proceedioga.  The 
tbe  sute  of  ibe  £stabiii}fed  Churcbin  KngUrjd  1  .  ^^l^j^^l^  ■  l^..^*  \ 
and    Wales,  with  reference  lo  ecd««itical    i^^t  5th  and  6th  \  icioria.  chap.  112,  be. 

duties  and  revenoes,  so  far  as  ibej  rebie  to    «>re  referred  to,  has  this  reasaikaUe  dif- 
epivcof#iil  dioceses,  revenues,  and  patronage,  I  ference, — it  enacts  the  cootinaanoe  of  the 


or  of  any  crfber  Act  of  Parbament." 

Mj  Lords,  I  hare  some  difficulty  in 
explaining  this  part  of  m  j  case.  I  should 
certainlv  not  have  understood  the  object 
</  this  Act  had  I  not  seen  a  Bill  which 
had  been  previously  introduced  into  the 
House  of  C^ommons  last  year  by  Sir  James 
f  irabam  and  Dr.  Vicboll ;  the  fourth  sec- 
tion of  which  is  as  follows : 

**  And  }ttt  it  enacted,  that  from  and  after 
the  commencement  of  this  Act,  the  dignity  and 
ofljoe  of  Arclideacon  of  Saint  Asaph  ^hall  uo 
longer  be  holden  by  tbe  Bishop  of  Saint  Asajih ; 
and  the  dignities  and  offices  of  Archdeacon  of 


property  as  therein  described  to  the  onitcd 
bishopric,  but  omits  all  notice,  by  aaae, 
of  the  archdeaconries.  Why  is  the  oka- 
tion  omitted  ?  Is  the  oaiissioo  aecidcBtai 
or  intentional  ?  Aisother  featnre  in  thia 
case  is,  that  jn  iu  rcsalt  it  will  pfacticallj 
continue  one  of  those  erils  of  chareh  pre- 
ferment which  it  sras  a  principal  object  of 
your  Lordships  to  do  away  with — 1  aseaa 
that  of  cororoendam.  The  archdeaooariea 
of  Anglesea  and  St.  Asaph  are  both  held 
by  the  bishops  in  commeodam  ;  the  arch- 
deaconry of  Anglesea  by  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment, that  of  St.  Asaph  by  deed  of  con* 
am. 


Itiuigor  and  Archdeacon  of  Anglesey  sFiall  be  I  mend  am.     It  is,  my   Lordt,  obiecteil  lo 

ditievered  from  tbe  bishopric  of  Bintror,  and  I  me   that   my  proposition  poes  to  repeal 

»>e  n-.  longer  holden  by  the  Ui»hop  of  Bar.gor ;  I  ^^^^^  „  u,e'  law  of  the  land.     Here,  mv 

aiMl   the  then    B,»hops  of  Saint  AsajA  and  ,^^                   ,         „f  y^    ,    ^          ^ 

Banffor  respectively,  or  the  Bishops   of  the  ' .  ,          ,       .                     .       !.  .         . 

united  see  of  Saint  Asaph  and  Bangor,  and  ^"^«  ^"^  each  other;  one,  the   6th  and 

Uieir  successors  Bishops  of  Saint  Aiaph  and  ^^n  ^^  ""an™  4lh.,  cap.  77,  tec.  18,  which 

Bangor,  shall  forthwith  arnl  from  time  to  time  enacts 

collate  fit  persons  to  the  said  archdeaconries  «  ti.,.  •r.^.  ,k^.^^.-..«^rsi.*    a^             i 

.     .•    t         -^    1^  .u  .     ti  I      I      .-.i  "  Tiiat  after  the  passing  of  this  Act,  no  eccle- 

respectivcly ;  provided  that  all  lands,   titlies,  .:^  »:^,i  ,i:„  ■,„    Ja-^,    *      i^     n^      i.  u  l 

.    '^       .         'i     .1       u       I.          .J  siailical  (Jigiiity,  otiicc,  or   tienence  shall  be 

tenements,  and  other  herc<liUments  and  en-     i..u  ■    ^^  *    ^l'u.«  i  „  ^ i  -u i^     i. 

I             .',          ii_i              .          II-  "Ciu  in  commendam  by  any  bishop,  unleis  he 

dowmenu  formerly  bclongm?  to  »ucl.  digm-  ,h,„  ^  ,.„,j  „,^  ,„J,j  ,'he  umiof  pa«i„r 

lie.  and  offices,  but  now  form.ng  par  of  the  .hereof ;  and  that  every  commeDdam  thSer 

reipj-ctire  sc«  of  Saint  Asaph  and  Bangor.  ^„,^    ^j.^.^^,  ^  /    j    „^  ,„  ^^^.       ^ 

shall  continue  to  I*  ,>osMSsed  and  enjoyed  by  *  ,,^„,„  ,emporary  or  perpetual,  shall  te  rf,. 
the  Bishop,  ofSa.nl  Asaph  and  Bangor  re-  «,|utely  »oid  to  all  interns  and  purposes ;" 
^pectivcly,  and  their  success^jrs  Bitliopi  of  '  i  r^  » 
Saint  Asaph  and  Bangor"  The  other,  the  Act  of  last  year,  which 
Tliis  Bill  was  withdrawn  in  consequence  continues  property  so  held  as  the  property 
of  objections  raised  against  its  tjcing  in-  of  the  Episcopal  Fund.  The  duties  of 
troduced  when  most  of  the  Welch  Mom-  the  archdeaconries  are  separated  from  the 
hers  had  left  I/>ndon  to  attend  the  summer  bishopric ;  the  income  of  tbe  archdeacon- 
It  is  remarkable,  my  liords,  that  rics  is  to  be  applied    to  the   Episcopal 


assizes. 


110  previous  notice  of  the  archdeaconry  of   Fund  :  the  Act  di-spoils  the  archdeacoo- 
Anglesea  occurs  in  the  reports.     It  is  not    ries  of  their  own  proper  endowments,  tod 
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and  Bangor, 


in 


leaves  them  totally  without  income ;  a  pro- 
ceeding directly  at  Tariance  with  the  pro- 
mises held  out  by  the  Commissioners,  in 
their  Fourth  Report,  in  which  they  state, — 

<<  We  desire  to  make  a  proper  provision  for 
the  archdeaconries  in  Wales,  which  we  are  of 
opinion  ought  to  be,  as  well  as  those  of  Eng- 
land,  efficient  and  useful  offices/* 

Again,  \vhile  the  First  Report  professes 
an  anxiety  to  give  aid  to  the  poorer  liv- 
ings in  North  Wales  the  sinecure  recto- 
ries in   North  Wales   will,   it   is  appre- 
hended, be  taken  away   to  the  general 
fund.     The  value  of  the  sinecure  recto- 
ries  to  be   suppressed   in   England  and 
Wales   is  somewhat    above   9,000/.,    of 
which  those  in  St.  Asaph  alone  amount  to 
near  4,000/.     [Vide  Second  Report,  p. 
29,  and  note.]     Under  this  head,  there- 
fore, the  single  diocese  of  St.  Asaph  will 
contribute  to  the  general  fund  almost  as 
much  as  England  and  South  Wales  toge- 
ther.     Your  Lordships   would  naturally 
suppose  that  arrangements  would  be  made, 
with  reference  to  this  sum  of  money,  to 
secure  to  St.  Asaph,  a  proper  share,     Far 
otherwise.     Payments    by  the    Commis- 
sioners are  made  according  to  a  scale 
which  is  regulated  by  the  population  of 
the   parish   to  be  assisted.      As  regards 
North  Wales  (a  thinly-peopled  but  exten- 
sive country,  where  extent  of  surface,  not 
population  alone,   must  be  the  criterion, 
if  justice  is  to  be  done),  the  result  will  be 
that  the  income  will  be  taken  away  in  a 
mass,  and  returned  to  the  principality,  if 
at  all,  in  driblets;  but  the  probability  is, 
that  no  part  of  this  income  would  again 
find   its  way   into  the   principality.      If 
these  sinecures,  as  they  became  vacant, 
were  applied  (as  they  ought  to  be)  to  the 
increase  of  our  poorer  Welch  livings,  a 
most  beneficial  result  must  ensue.     An- 
other instance  of  the  want  of  acquaint- 
ance with   North    Wales  occurs    in  the 
transfer  of  the  rural  deanery  of  Montgo- 
mery from  the  diocese  of  Hereford  to  the 
promised    united   diocese ;    and   that   of 
Marchia,  which  includes  the  hundred  of 
Oswestry,  in  Shropshire,  from  the  diocese 
of  St.  Asaph  to  that  of  Chester.     This 
change    makes    the    intercommunication 
between  the  bishop  and  the  clergy  of  the 
deanery  of  Montgomery  more   inconve- 
nient than  at  present.      Montgomery  is 
about  50  miles  from  Hereford  ;  it  is  be- 
tween 60  and  70  from  St.  Asaph ;  between 
80   and   90    from    Bangor.      From    St. 
Asaph,    the   only   road   to    Montgomery 
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lies  through  Oswestry,  in  the  deanery 
of  Marchia,  which  is  taken  from  St. 
Asaph  and  added  to  Chester.  From 
Bangor  to  Montgomery  the  bishop  and 
clergy  must  equally  pass  through  Oswestry 
or  cross  the  Berwyn  mountain  range. 
This  difficulty  was  such  that  Mr.  Telford, 
in  laying  out  the  Irish  road  from  London, 
vid  Shrewsbury  to  Holyhead,  felt  himself 
obliged  to  adopt  the  circuitous  route  by 
Llangollen,  instead  of  ascending  that 
boundary  of  the  counties  of  Denbigh  and 
Montgomery.     Mr.  Telford  says,— 

'*  I  made  three  attempts  to  cross  the  Berwyn 
Ridge,  which  separates  them  (the  valleys  of 
the  Severn  and  the  Dee),  but  found  the  lowest 
pass  1,000  feet  above  Corwen  bridge,  and  that 
the  two  others  were  respectively  1,100  and 
1,200  above  the  same  place.  It  therefore 
became  necessary  to  proceed  from  the  English 
plains,  where  the  river  Dee  leaves  the  moun- 
tains at  the  bottom  of  the  valley  of  Llangollen," 
&c.,  &c. —  Telford* t  Life,  p.  207. 

The    deanery  of    Montgomery  has  a 
population  exclusively  English.     I  do  not 
believe    a  single    native  family  in   that 
deanery  speaks  the  Welch  language  as 
their  native  language.     In  the  hundred 
of  Oswestry,  on  the  other  hand,  there  is 
a  considerable  Welch  population.    To  sa- 
tisfy your  Lordships  that  this  is  no  idle 
view   of  the  case,  I  have  only  to  name, 
that  a  few  years  since,  a  chapel  was  built 
and  endowed  for  the  purpose  of  enabling 
the  Welch  population  of  the  parish  of 
Oswestry  to  have  the  benefit  of  our  Church 
service  in  the  Welch  language.    Thus,  the 
English    population  is  transferred  to  a 
Welch  diocese,  the  Welch  population  to 
an  English  diocese.  The  change  may  not  be 
productive  of  any  very  material  inconveni- 
ence, but  it  appears  to  be  a  change  for  the 
sake  of  change ;  no  practical  good  is  to 
be    expected    from  it.      It  might,  and 
would,  have  been  avoided,  if  the  commis- 
sioners had  studied  the  locality  otherwise 
than  by  a  map ;  and  the  valley  of  the 
Severn  might  have  been  permitted  to  con- 
tinue, as  it  has  hitherto  been,  the  natural 
boundary  of  the  dioceses,  and  the  diviiioa 
between  those  of   my  countrymen  who 
speak  the  English  and  those  who  speak 
the  Welch  language.     Another  subject  of 
great  importance  is  the  difficulty  which 
the  bishop  in  North  Wales  must  encounter 
in  the  discharge  of  his  duties.     The  united 
diocese  consists  of  3,250  square   miles, 
the  average  dimension  of  English  dioceses 
is  not    more  than   2,196  square  miles. 
Thus,  where    the  roads  are  worse,  the 
2C 
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meant  of  coBmiiniatioo  between  the 
diffeteat  parU  o(  the  dioeeie  far  more 
difficult  than  in  Eogland,  it  h  propoeed 
to  make  the  Wtlcfa  dioceae  hair  aa  large 
ai;aiD  aa  the  average  o(  English  dioccaea. 
The  biihop  of  the  nniled  dioceae  will 
hare  double  daliea  (o  perforai.and  half 
the  income  of  the  dJoeeae  h  to  he  taken 
away.  In  ihoae  diiiricU  of  the  cnaotry 
where  there  are  (O  few  petaont  resident, 
jbat  liordahipi  are  hardly  aware  of  the 
value  of  the  oonitaot  reaidcnce  of  right 
rev.  prelatea.  To  remove  one  ia  to  do  a 
ietiouf  fiical  injury  to  the  piinetpalitj. 
To  satisfy  your  Lordahipa  of  the  ipiriinal 
injury  my  countrymen  will  have  inflicted 
on  thriti  by  the  reinoval  of  one  of  their 
bishops,  I  will  read  to  yoar  Lordships  tlie 
aentiments  of  a  tight  rev.  and  eloqueut 
Prelate  (the  Biabop  of  London)  at  a 
tneeling  of  the  dei^  and  laity,  for  the 
ptifpoie  of  raiting  a  fund  towards  the 
endowment  o(  additional  colonial  htshopt. 
The  right  nv.  Prelate  said  :— 

"  I  am  DOI  about,  ny  lord,  to  prove  lo  ihii 
meelinK  ll>a(  '!>*  eptKopal  ragiHen  iieiiiential 
10  th«  perfecliien  of  the  Cbureh.  I  hope,  1 
iMliere  I  an  addiesiiaR  tbosc  who  hare  im- 
KiliKil  ttiHttnilli  wiih  their  mother's  nillL;  who 
lilvK  :ivoiiched  il  in  Llieir  own  persons  ;  who 
arc  living  in  the  enjoymcDt  01  iti  realities. 
Tor  «[iiKopal  gOTcrnment  is  a  reality ;  it  is 
r)ni  a  mere  phraie  ;  it  is  not  a  mere  Ihpnrettcal 
quality  «r  iha  Cliorch.  The  very  name  indi- 
rain  ill  practical  nature.  The  tiileof '  bishop' 
or  ■  Ofcrteer '  implies  bo  actual  ovenigbt  of 
the  houiehold  of  Christ,  nembert  and  minis- 
ten  ;  and  when  that  ovenight  it  do  longer 
iiuiiiIiIf,  llie  ('harch,  in  so  f^r  as  it  ceases,  lo 
(h:  under  that  OTcrsi^lit.  ceatet,  aa  your  Grace 
ha*  bcrore  obsened,to  bean  episcopal  efaurefi, 
at  least  as  to  the  practical  advantages  of  epis- 
ofiacy  j  ctcept,  indeed,  thai  it  may  still  have 
Ire  word  preached,  and  the  holy  sacrameoli 
Hitiiiimteied,  hy  those  who  have  been  duly 
cnmmiiaioned  for  tht;  wnrk.  I  have  el!>e«herc 
remarked,  that  an  episcopal  church  wilhoul  a 
hKhop,  is  neither  more  nor  less  than  a  contra- 
iliction  in  terms;  nnd  the  Chunh  ceases  ef- 
fectively to  have  a  bishop  when  it  is  ramoted 
Iwyond  bis  possible  superintendence  or  mini s- 
Iratiooi.  This  ought  not  to  be  the  case  with 
any  portion  of  Christ's  church — with  any  de- 
partment of  his  vineyard." 

I  iotreal  your  l^rdibipi  (o  apply  theie 
licautiful  seolimenta  to  the  presence 
of  hi«hopt  in  Wales.  Another  evil  to 
the  principality  will  aritc  fmin  the  whole 
p»tronage  of  the  diocetc  being  vetted  in 
one  individual.  Out  of  i'lO  Itvingii,  u[w 
wards  of  four-fiflht  will  bv  111  th'.'  |{<lt  of 
tlir   bitliop,   while  llic   patronage  of  the 
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Crovn,  or  of  iMlmdMah,  doet  >M  iwiiil 
one-fifkk  of  the  whole  nnmber.  Il  will 
■■poaaible  for  the  bitbop,  taking  the 
difiealticsof  language  iaio cootideialioa, 
however  eooicieaUflul;  lie  may  labour  lo 
ditchatga  bia  datf,  to  noke  himaelf  ide. 
qoatel;  acquainted  vilh  ibe  qnlifieationt 
of  hit  clergy.  The  dioeeaea  are,  like  tho 
parithet,  divided  iolo  localitici,  and  lo  past 
fiom  on«  to  tbe  other  is  generally  difiSculi, 
and  socnrtimfi  impoatiblc.  Myobjectmia 
to  iheae  proceedinga  are,  that  ibey  under 
the  ptoteeiioM  of  an  act  Cor  cfanrcb  re- 
form, in  almost  every  caaa  sake  thai 
which  leUiea  to  Walea  more  inconreninl 
than  loniwrly.  The  bialiopric  it  lo  be 
doubled  in  liae,  tbe  correapoodeocc  aad 
oommunieatioa  neceanrily  doubled,  while 
ibe  meant  of  tbe  bisboft  are  diMiniabed  in 
the  same  proportion  that  tba  inrnnTrairrf 
is  iHcreaaed.  or  bia  aatiitance  likely  to  be 
required.  Tbecireumrtancet  nndct  which 
ihia  nnconatitnlioital  act  of  tbe  6lh  aad 
7lh  of  Will.  4lh  fwned  thmgh  Parliommt 
give  Me  an  additional  claim  to  your  Locd- 
tbipt'  atlenlioa.  It  wai  iotroduoed  at  a 
period  of  great  polilicalescilemeBl.  Al. 
iboogb  objected  to  by  tbe  venenblB  pre- 
lalei  connected  wilb  Noftb  Walta,  bllla 
attentbn  ippeari  to  have  been  given  t«  ii 
in  either  Hoote  of  PariiauenL  Tb«  ••- 
bvonraUe  feelioga  towards  tbe  CkMck 
which  were  attributed  lo  tbt  pwiiaua 
ParlianeiU.  and  tbe  diMaot  pariod  to 
wbicb  the  Ion  of  om  of  Ibo  bitbop*  of 
North  Walw  wai  appanntly  defarred, 
equally  contiibuted  U  indws  the  liily  ■■ 
England  and  Wnlci  to  withhold  wpfw- 
aiont  of  objectiooi  to  tbe  ncaHire.  I 
tfaiok  I  have  now  laiiified  your  Lwdakipo 
that  Ihad  good groundt for aubaiittinjtbiB 
case  to  your  Lordibips'  notice.  I  havo 
shown  that  ihote  bett  acquaialod  with 
tbe  North  Walet  diocceet,  adriM  agaiMt 
their  union.  That  tbe  Church,  aa  a  body, 
is  almost  nnaoimoutl  j  oppoaed  to  il.  That 
it  is  impotiible  to  believe,  that  tboae  who 
bare  decided  to  promote  the  unioa  could 
be  aware  of  the  extent  of  the  evil  which 
il  will  entail  upon  the  priocipality.  Thcaa 
contideraliont  will,  1  tnitl,  iudace  jour 
l.ordthipt  to  receive  with  indulgence  • 
propoiiiion  which,  however  hnmUe  tbe 
lidual  who  proposes  il  may  be,  afieeta 
uily  tbe  Church,  and  tbe  apiriloal 
interests  and  welfare  of  a  large  portion  nf 
Iter  Majiiiiy't  doniiaibna.  I  iruat  jOBt 
Ijoidahipt  will  not  diorpgaid  the  nnmeroua 
peiiiiont  upon  yoar  Lordahipa'  Table  pra- 
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atid  Bangor. 
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seated  by  other  noble  Lords,  as  well  as  by 
myself,  from  all  parts  of  this  kingdom,  or 
the  almost  unanimous  voice  of  the  clergy, 
where  they  have  been  enabled  to  express 
their  opinions  — -  a  unanimity  greater 
I  believe,  than  has  ever  before  been  ex« 
pressed  by  that  powerful  and  respected 
body,  which  indicates  their  apprehensions 
of  the  injury  the  church  will  sustain  by 
the  destruction  of  an  ancient  bishopric, 
and  their  sympathy  for  their  brethren  in 
North  Wales,  who  are  to  be  the  more  im- 
mediate sufferers  by  this  objectionable  and 
unconstitutional  act.  I  feel  I  should  have 
ill  discharged  the  duties  I  owe  to  my 
countrymen,  had  I  not  submitted  their 
case  to  your  Lordships'  House.  The  re* 
sponsibility  of  deciding  how  these  peti- 
tions are  to  be  dealt  with  now  devolves 
upon  your  Lordships.  Before  I  conclude, 
I  hope  i  may  be  allowed  to  address  my- 
self more  particularly  to  the  most  rev.  Rnd 
right  rev.  Commissioners,  under  whose 
auspices  the  Act  of  the  6th  and  7th  Will. 
4th,  has  hitherto  been  carried  out.  Indi- 
vidually I  have  no  right  to  ask  any  favour 
from  them,  nor  should  I,  as  an  individual, 
presume  to  do  so«  Honoured,  as  I  have 
been,  with  the  numeious  petitions  which  I 
have  laid  upon  your  Lordshipa'  Table,  and 
thereby  invested  with  a  representative  cha- 
racter ;  I,  in  that  character,  may  venture 
to  ask  of  those  venerable  Prelates  whe- 
ther they  ought  to  refuse  to  consider  the 
prayers  of  the  petit  iooera^  I  hope  they 
will  allow  me  to  remind  them  thai  they 
have  higher  duties  to  discbarge  than  those 
conferred  on  them  as  Commissioners  by 
this  modern  act  of  legislation  {— ^at  they 
are,  my  Lords,  the  Apostolical  repiesem- 
atives  of  the  church  in  this  country;*— 
that  their  duties  as  such  are  far  more 
important  than  any  which  Parliament  can 
confer.  I  hope  they  will  allow  me  to  urge 
earnestly,  but  respectfully,  with  bow  much 
greater  satisfaction  they  will  return  from 
til  is  discussion  to  their  private  retirement, 
if  they  shall  be  induced  to  reconsider  the 
steps  taken,  and,  by  listening  to  the  pray- 
ers of  the  petitioners,  prove  themselves  no 
less  the  guardians  and  protectors  of  the 
church  in  North  Wales  than  the  promoters 
of  her  welfare  in  Manchester.  Let  these 
venerable  men  imagine  to  themselves  the 
gratitude  of  the  people  of  North  Wales  for 
having  continued  to  them  a  blessing  which 
their  country  has  enjoyed  for  twelve  or 
iliirtcen  centuries.  Allow  me,  my  Lords, 
in    urging  these  considerationB  to  that 


veneraUe  bench,  to  add  that  I  am  asking 
for  my  countrymen  nothing  of  which  they 
are  not  in  possession,  1  ask  no  favour,  no 
fresh  boon,  I  merely  ask  your  Lordships 
to  arrest  this  prospective  act  in  its  course, 
and  not  by  your  countenance  and  support 
to  aid  in  depriving  the  principality  of 
blessings  which  have  been  consecrated 
by  time,  and  of  which  neither  revolu- 
tion, civil  war,  nor  change  of  dynasty, 
has  hitherto  been  enabled  to  despoil  us* 
1  have,  my  Lords,  only  further  to  express 
my  grateful  thanks  for  the  patient  atten- 
tion with  which  your  Lordships  have  ho- 
noured me,  and  to  move  that  the  bill  for 
preventing  the  Union  of  the  Sees  of  8t. 
Asaph  and  Bangor  be  now  read  a  second 
time. 

The  Duke  of  Wellington :  My  Lords,  I 
have  listened  with  the  utmost  attention 
and  respect  to  the  speech  of  my  noble 
Friend,  and  i  must  say,  that  there  never 
was  an  occasion  on  which  any  of  your 
Iiordships  has  thought  proper  to  apolo- 
gise for  his  presumption — as  was  stated 
by  my  noble  Friend— in  addressing  tlie 
House  on  any  subject,  in  which  euch  an 
apology  was  so  little  neceuary  as  on  this 
occasion  on  the  part  of  my  noble  Friend. 
My  Lords,  I  listened  with  the  utmost'  in- 
terest to  the  statement  made  by  my  noble 
Friend  on  the  part  of  those  petitioners, 
whose  petitions  he  has,  during  various 
periods  o/  the  Session,  including  the  pre- 
sent evening,  presented  to  your  Lordships 
on  the  part  of  his  fellow-countrymen  of 
the  principality  of  Wales,  and  particularly 
of  the  inhabitants  of  the  territory,  compos, 
ing  the  dioceses  of  St,  Asaph  and  Bangor* 
My  Lords,  I  respect  those  persons  on  ac- 
count of  their  sincere  attachment  to  their 
Church,  and  their  desire  to  maintain  it  in 
their  country  in  the  state  in  which  it  ex- 
isted for  a  great  number  of  years*  I  re- 
spect my  noble  Friend,  my  Lords,  on 
account  of  the  zeal  with  which  he  has 
advocated  their  cause.  But,  my  Lords,  I 
beg  leave  to  remind  your  Lordships  that 
you  have  other  duties  to  perform  t^des 
those  of  attending  to  that  call,  however 
interesting,  on  the  part  of  my  noble  Friend, 
and  of  the  persons  whose  petitions  he  has 
presented  to  your  Lordships  from  his  fel- 
low-countrymen, inhabitants  of  the  prin- 
cipality to  which  be  has  adverted*  My 
Lords,  it  is  my  duty — a  duty  which  I  have 
undertaken  to  pertWm,  and  which  I  must 
perform  in  this  House — to  call  yourl/ord- 
sliips  attention  to  the  nature  of  the  prono- 
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sitioa  nude  by  ot  ooble  Friesd.  and  to  I 
«hat  it  is  tba:  voa  arc  nov  called  oo  to 
repeat.     I   have   to  call  voor  Lordshipa 
atteation  to  what  that  law  is,  and  to  ail 
the  circnBucaoces  beioDging  to  it,  and  I 
hope  mv  noble  Friend  will  ezcaie  me  if  I 
should  be  ooder  the  Decet«itj  of  diiCOM- 
ins;  freetj  the  argotneou  which  he  has 
brougt'.t  forward  in  Mpport  of  themeasare 
which  be  has  lobmitted  to  your  Lordships. 
My  Lords,  I  beg  leave  to  reniod  yoar 
Lordships  that  the  claase  of  the  act  which 
my  Dobie  Frieod  hss  proposed  to  yoo  to 
repeal,  is  part  of  an  Act  of  Parliament 
passed  through  this  and  the  other  House 
of  Parliament,  and  certainly,  as  my  noble 
Friend  has  said,  with  little  opposition,  at 
the  time  that  it  was  passed.     There  cer- 
tainly was  no  great  degree  of  opposition, 
considering  the  importance  of  the  question 
to  which  the  Act  of  Parliament  related. 
We  cf'rtainly,  at  the  time,  never  heard  in 
this  House  a  word  of  objection  to   the 
arrangement  then  proposed.    There  was, 
indeed,   a  question   raised   in   the  other 
House  of  Parliament  respecting  the  use 
of  the  Welsh  languaf^e,  which  question  I 
see  by  the  reports  of  the  commissioners, 
and  by  the  Orders  in  Council,  has  been 
s«:ttlf?d  in  the  most  satisfactory   manner. 
liui  with  respect  to  the  present  part  of  the 
arrangement,  until  this  Session  of  Parlia- 
ment, I  must  say  I  never  heard  of  any  op- 
fxisition  to  it.    My  Ix>rds,niy  noble  Friend 
has  adverted,   in    the  latter  part  of  his 
s(>er'ch,  to  the  powers  con6ded  by  this 
Act  of  Parliament,  and  which  my  noble 
Friend  has  styled  as  unconstitutional.     I 
think  I  did  hear  that  term  applied  before, 
and  when  the  measure  was  before  Parlia- 
ment, I  think  that  a  similar  objection  Wtis 
made  to  it;  but,  my  Lords,  considering 
the  immensity  and  importance  of  the  ob. 
jocts  to  l>e  carried  into  effect  under  this 
Act  of  Parliament,   I  conceive  that  the 
powers  it  conferred,  though  great,  were 
not  too  great  to  be  conferred  on  those  on 
whom  the  task  devolved  of  carrying  those 
measures  into  execution.     I   beg   to  re- 
mind your  Lordships  of  what  the  founda- 
tion of  those  measures  was.     There  was  a 
desire  universally  felt,  in  the  years  1834 
and     1835,   to    render    the    Establishe<J 
(Church  more  efficient  or  more  useful,  and 
the  desire  was  to  make  its  action  more 
extensive,  and  to  increase  the  attachment 
of  the  people  to  it  by  rendering  it  more 
useful,  by  removing  anomalies  and  objec- 
tions which  might  be  made  to  it  by  some, 
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those  who  eatevtaiAtii  a  umeae  affectioa 
and  auachncat  to  ic.     h  was  dcflrad  to 
attain  those  objecu  by  fans  of  tke  bcada 
of  the  Chareh  FsfinJahf  nt  thcoMclfoa. 
and  that  was  done  by  the  appointflMsrt  of 
a  commission,  consiitinf  of  the  |Miti|iol 
dignitaries  of  the  Chareh,  of  the  Laid 
Chancellor,  of  the  principal  oflfieen  of  the 
Government,  and  of  some  of  the   6nt 
statesmen  then  alive,  or  who  had  appeared 
in  this  coontry  for  ssany  years.  My  Lonla, 
these  commissiooers  were  appointed,  made 
a  report  to  the  late  King,  and  they  pro- 
posed, if  the  Crown  relinquished  its  pi^ 
tronage,  the  relinquishment  of  aooM  of 
their  own  patronage.    They  propoied  the 
eventual  curtailment  of  the  reveeiiea  of 
many  of  these  dioceses,  and  they  proposed 
a  new  distribution  of  the  revenoea  of  the 
Church,  with  the  view  of  the  moie  eqoal 
distribution  of  that  part  appointed  to  the 
episcopal  order.    They  propoaed  the  es- 
tablishment of  two  new  dioceaes  in  the 
North  of  England,  in  those  popnloaa  dis- 
tricts in   the  North  of  England,  to  he 
composed  of  parts  taken  from  other  dio* 
ceses;  thus  carrying  into  execntion  the 
object  which  every  person  reflecting  oa 
the  subject  must  have  wished  to  be  fally 
carried— that  is,  of  extending  the  iofleence 
and  power  of  the  Church  of  England  in 
those  great  populous  districts  which  have 
grown  up  io  this  country  for  the  lart 
century  and    a  half.      These   desirable 
objects  were  to  be  attained,  my  Loids,  by 
sacrifices  there  is  no  doubt ;  but  my  noUe 
Friend,  in  bringing  the  subject  before  yoar 
lA)rdships,  appeared  to  think  that,  in  older 
to  remove  any  inconvenience  which  might 
arise  from  the  union  of  the  dioceses,  there 
would  be  nothing  more  easy  than  to  Creole 
a  Bishop  of  Manchester,  or  a  Bishop  of 
Ripon,  and  introduce  him  to  the  House  of 
Iiords.    He  appears  to  think,  that  nothing 
would  be  more  easy  than  such  a  proceed- 
ing,  but  I  am  afraid  that  he  forgot  in  his 
zeal  what  experience  must  have  tanght 
him, — namely,  that  the  introduction  of  a 
twenty-seventh   or  twenty-eighth   bishop 
into  the  House  of  Lords  is  not  so  easy  as 
he  appears  to  imagine.     Public  opinion 
must  be  consulted  with  reference  to  sneh 
subjects,  and  my  noble  Friend  ought  Io 
recollect  that,  however  attached  be  and 
his  friends  in  North  Wales  may  be  to  the 
F^tablished  Church,  and  however  affec* 
tioiiately   attached  a  vast  portion  of  the 
population  of  this  country  may  be  to  the 
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Church,  yet  it  has  some  enemies  in  this 
country — that  it  is  looked  on  with  jealousy 
by  some,  and  that  it  is  not  all  who  walk 
the  streets  in  these  large  towns  who  would 
approve  of  the  admission  of  new  bishops 
to  the  House  of  Lords  j  and  if  my  noble 
Friend  will  read  the  history  of  this  coun- 
try, he  will  find  that  there  have  been  times 
when  the  presence  of  bishops  in  the  House 
of  Lords  was  not  very  agreeable  to  some. 
It   is  not,  I  repeat,  so  easy  to  add  two 
bishops  to  the  number  in  the  House  of 
Lords,  and,  therefore,  when  ihc  commis- 
sioners took  into  consideration  the  pro- 
priety of  appointing  bishops  to  Ripon  and 
Manchester,  and  when   such  a   measure 
was  approved  of  by  them,  they  found  it 
necessary  to  unite  dioceses,  so  as  to  make 
two  seats  in  the  House  of  Lords,  in  order 
to  make  room  for  the  Prelates  who  should 
be  appointed  bishops  of  Manchester  and 
Ripon.     It   was   in   consequence  of  this 
necessity   that   it  was  proposed  to  unite 
the  Sees  of  Bristol  and  Gloucester,  and 
the  Sees  of  St.  Asaph  and  Bangor.     1 
have  been  in  this  country,  my  Lords,  ever 
since  the  union  of  the  dioceses  of  Bristol 
and  Gloucester,  and  I  must  say,  that  1 
have  not  yet  heard  any  complaint  of  any 
evils  resulting   from  that  measure.     Yet 
those  sees  were  both  important,  and  since 
they  have  become  united,  the  affairs  of  the 
Church  have  been  carried  on  in  that  united 
diocese  with  equal  satisfaction   as  else- 
where.    The  greatest  possible  advantages 
on  the  contrary,  have  resulted  from  follow- 
ing the  recommendation  of  the  commis- 
sioners, and  I  am  satisfied  that  the  same 
advantages   would    result    from   carrying 
into   execution  immediately,  if  possible, 
the  recommendation  of  the  commissioners 
with  respect  to  a  bishop  for  Manchester, 
and  it  is  desirable  that  it  be  carried  into 
execution  as  soon  as  possible.     But  my 
noble  Friend  says,  that  the  greatest  pos- 
sible inconvenience  would  arise  from  this 
union  of  the  sees  of  St.  Asaph  and  Ban- 
gor.    Now,  my  Lords,  I  do  not  mean  to 
say,  that  inconvenience  may  not  result 
from  this  union,  for  on  that  subject  my 
noble  Friend  is  better  capable  of  judging 
than  I  am  ;  but  it  is  not  exactly  the  fact 
to  say,  that  the  bishops  of  these  dioceses 
were  not  consulted  when  the  proposition 
was  under  the  consideration  of  the  com- 
missioners, for  at  that  period  both  the 
Bishop  of  St.  Asaph  and  the  Bishop  of 
Bangor  were  called  on  to  assist  the  com- 
missioners.     They  did   attend  on  that 


occasion,   and  they  made  a  proposition 
with  respect  to  impropriate  tithes  in  the 
dioceses.     I  beg  leave   also  to  say,  that 
when  this  subject  was  previously  discussed 
in  the  presence  of  the  right  rev.  Prelates, 
(and  there  arc  not  two  more  respectable 
Prelates  on  the  Bench),  it  was  not  ob- 
jected to  on  the  ground  of  any  inconve- 
nience resulting  from  the   union,  but   it 
was  objected  to  in  reference  to  the  appro- 
priation of  certain  impropriate  tithes.     So 
far  as  the  argument  of  the  inconvenience 
of  the  union  of  the  sees  is  concerned,  I 
admit  that  there  may  be  some  inconve- 
nience  ;  but  there  is  no  greater  inconve- 
nience now,  nor  is  there  likely  to  be  any 
greater  hereafter,  than  when  the  measure 
was  proposed,   and  when  the  objections 
were  made  on  a  different  ground.     I  do, 
therefore,  submit,  my  Lords,  that  if  the 
measure   were    admissible   at    a    former 
period,  in  the  6th  and  7th  Will.  4th,  it 
is  admissible  at  the  present  moment.     If 
there    should    be    any  inconvenience,    it 
cannot  be  of  that  magnitude  which  ought 
to  induce    your   Lordships   to    take    the 
first  step  in  a    course   which    would   be 
looked  on  as  a  symptom  of  your  inten- 
tion to  depart  from   this  great   measure. 
I  feel  it  my  duty,  as  a   Minister  of  the 
Crown,  therefore,  to  ask  your  Lordships 
to  pause  and   consider   well    before  you 
adopt  such  a  bill,  under   these   circum- 
stances, as  that  which  has  been  proposed 
by   the   noble   Earl.     I  wish,  my  Lords, 
that  the  House    would  declare,   on    this 
ground,  its  sense  of  the  motion,  and  show 
to  the  country  that  it  is  not  its  intention 
to  depart  from  any  portion  of  the  measure 
of  which  this  bill  proposes  to  repeal  a 
part ;  but  that,  on  the  contrary,  it  is  the 
intention  of  the  House  of  Lords  that  the 
whole  of  it  shall  be  carried  into  execution 
as   early   as  circumstances  will    permit. 
This   is   not  a   measure,    my    Lords,   in 
which  the  credit    only  of  individuals    is 
involved;    but  it  is  a  measure  in  which 
the  credit  of  the  Church,  and  the  honour 
of  Parliament  are  involved,  and  therefore 
I  entreat  your  LordshipsTnot  to  listen  to 
the  affecting  speech  of  my  noble  Friend 
when  such  great  interests  as  those  I  have 
alluded  to  are  at  stake.      I  have  already 
stated,  that  it  will  be  impossible  to  carry 
into  execution   a   measure   to  appoint  a 
bishop  for  Manchester.     If  your  Lordships 
pass  this  bill,  I  beg  to  remind  your  Lord- 
ships  that  there  are  other  dioceses    in 
Wales  that  require  assistance.    There  are 
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llie  dioceses  of  Llandaff  and  St.  Da? id*s, 
aud  tlicy  will  get  assistauce  to  the  amount 
that  will  be  savtd  by  ibe  arrangeoientb 
that  will  be  carried  iuto  effect.     My  nobk 
Frieod  referred  to  a  measure  passed  last 
Session,  with  reference  to  the  archdea- 
conry   of   Anglcsea,   but   the   words   of 
the  act    which  he  quoted  were    not    in- 
consistent with  the  words  of  the  6th  and 
7th  of   William  4th.     My  noble  Friend 
adverted    to    carrying    to    the    account 
of  the  general   fund   the   income  arising 
from  the  revenues  of  sinecure   rectories, 
and  he  complains  of  the  dioceses  being 
thus  deprived  of  some  advantages  in  re- 
ft()ect  to  the  ministration  of  the  duties  of 
religion.     What,  my  Lords,  duties  from 
siiK'cure   rectories.    The  very  word   pre- 
cludes the  idea  of  the  performance  of  du- 
ties.    No ! — the  revenues  were  taken  away 
Ik-cuusc   there  was   no  duty    performed, 
and  they  will  be  taken  into  account,  with 
res|ject  to  the  performance  of  duties,  in 
any  arrangement  that  may  be  made  bere- 
uftcr.    I  have  stated  this  much,  my  Lords, 
in  consequence  of  the  observation  of  my 
noble  Friend  that  the  duties  of  the  diocese 
would  receive  injury  from  that  application 
of  the   revenues.     With   respect  to   the 
other  points  of  my  noble  Friend's  speech, 
having  reference  to  matters  of  detail,  1 
can  only  say  that  I  was  not  a  member  of 
the  commission,  and  that  it  is  not  in  my 
power,  thi^refore,  to  enter  into  a  lengthen- 
ed statement  with  respect  to  those  details 
— but  this  I  must  say,  that  there  can  have 
been  no  object  in  the  measure  (a  portion 
of  which  this  bill  proposes  to  repeal)  but 
to  make  all  the  arrangements  in  the  man- 
ner most  convenient  to  the  country  gene- 
rally.   There  would  have  been  no  desire 
to  injure  the  dioceses  of  St.  Asaph  and 
Bangor,  or  any  other  district  in  the  king- 
dom ;  but  the  object  was  to  make  a  better 
distribution  of  the  revenues  of  the  Church, 
and  to  satisfy  the  public  of  a  sincere  desire 
to  elU'ct  such  a  reformation  as  would  be  a 
real  one,  and  such  as  would  give  satisfac- 
tion not  only  to  those  who  were  attached 
to  the  Church,  as  my  noble  Fiiend  and 
myself,  but  also  to  others  who  looked  on 
it  with  indifference.     Now  I  have  shown 
to  your  lordships,  as  far  as   I  am  able, 
the  o*)jcct  of  the  moasure.     I  have  shown 
the  advantages  that  have  arisen  from  its 
being  carried  into  effect  so  far  as  it  has 
gone,  and  1   have  endeavoured    to  show 
your  Lordships  the  advantages  that  would 
result  from  carryiu|;  it  completely  ioto  cxe- 


cutJOD.  I  have  shown  how  iBportaoi  it 
is  that  the  public  should  not  eatertaia 
the  notk>n  that  it  is  the  intention  of  the 
House  of  Lords  to  give  way  on  any  part 
of  this  subject,  and  I  entreat  your  Lord- 
ships not  to  consent  to  the  bill  proposed 
by  my  noble  Frieod.  With  ref^nl  to  the 
act  for  the  union  of  the  diocese  of  Sodor 
and  Mao  with  Carlisle,  and  their  separa* 
tion  afterwards,  which  was  brought  for- 
ward by  my  noble  Friend  as  a  precedenly 
I  was  in  the  House  when  the  bill  whicli 
has  been  alluded  to  as  a  precedent  passed. 
and  I  recollect  that  both  my  noble  Friend^ 
who  moved  the  bill,  and  the  most  rev. 
Prelate  who  sits  on  the  bench  above  ow, 
and  the  noble  Viscount  who  used  to  sit  io 
this  place  (Viscount  Melbourne),  and 
whose  absence  in  consequence  of  illoets 
no  man  more  regrets  than  I,  all  three  re- 
monstrated against  it,  and  objected  to  its 
being  used  at  a  future  period  as  a  piece- 
dent.  That  bill,  my  Lords,  cannot  be 
considered  as  a  precedent  for  this  bill, 
that  union  of  Sodor  and  Man  with  Car- 
lisle was  connected  with  oothiog  else,  and 
I  recollected  that  my  noble  Friend  who 
moved  the  measure  stated  that  iooonve- 
nience  would  arise  fiom  the  necessity  of 
the  Bishop  being  required  to  reside  in  the 
Isle  of  Man,  whilst  his  other  duties  would 
require  his  attendance  at  Carlisle  and  his 
attendance  also  in  the  House  of  Lords 
occasionally.  That  bill,  therefore,  had  no 
more  resemblance  to  this  measure  than 
any  bill  which  my  noUe  Friend  could 
mention,  and,  under  all  the  circumstances 
which  I  have  stated  to  your  Lordships^  I 
feel  it  my  duty  to  move  that  the  bill  be 
read  a  second  time  this  day  six  months. 

The  Earl  of  Pawis :  I  beg  to  state  in 
explanation  that  1  am  equally  with  the 
noble  Duke  opposed  to  the  continuaoce 
of  the  sinecure  rectories  according  to  their 
present  system.  My  objection  was  not  to 
the  suppression  of  these  rectories,  but  to 
their  income  being  abstracted  from  the 
poverty  of  Wales  and  applied  to  the  en- 
dowment of  livings  of  wealthy  England. 

The  Bishop  of  Baiter  owed  it  to  the 
Church,  and  to  the  people  of  his  diooeK» 
to  press  himself,  however  unwillingly  on 
his  part,  upon  the  notice  of  their  IxhiL 
ships.  First,  as  to  what  had  fidleo  from 
tlic  nobks  Duke,  who  hail  said  that  he  and 
his  rii^ht  rev.  Brother  of  St.  Asaph  had 
attenucd  a  meeting  of  the  commissiooerv, 
and  proposed  that  the  surplus  of  the  im* 
propriated    tithes  should   be  appliod  to 
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the  improvement  of  the  poorer  benefices* 
When  he  and  his  right  rev.  Brother  at- 
tended the  commission,  and  when   they 
were  asked  whether  the  united  dioceses  of 
Bangor  and  St.  Asaph  could  be  adminis- 
tered by  a  single  prelate,  they  felt  that 
they  could  not  say  it  was  impossible  to  be 
done  when  they  considered  the  extensive 
districts  over  which  other  bishops  presided. 
This,    however,    was  the  only  question 
which  was  put  to  them.     They  were  not 
asked  anything  as  to  the  feelings  of  the 
people  upon  the  subject.     It  was  said  that 
he  was  present  when  the  question  was  de- 
bated io  that  House ;  but  neither  he  nor 
his  right  rev.  Brother  of  St.  Asaph   was 
present  on   that  occasion.      The   debate 
came  on  at  a  late  period  of  the  Session, 
and  as  they  felt  it  would  be  in  vain  to 
attempt  any  opposition  they  had  not  re. 
mained  in  town.    He  would  say,  on  behalf 
of  the  supporters  of  the  present  bill,  that 
it  was  not  their  wish  to  disturb  the  great 
measure  which  had  been  carried,  nor  was 
it  tlieir  wish  in  any  way  to  interfere  with 
that  measure}  but  he  was  at  the  same 
time  desirous  of  calling  attention  to  some 
of  its  provisions,  and  of  expressing  a  wish 
that   their  Lordships  would   vield   their 
assent  to  the  bill  now  before  them.     The 
removal,  by  the  union  of  Bangor  and  St. 
Asaph,  of  an  ancient  see  which  had  existed 
for  1 ,300  years,  was  a  matter  of  some  con- 
sideration, and  it  must  be  admitted  that 
the  extinction  of  a  bishopric  so  ancient 
was  in  itself  a  great  evil— an  evil  which 
should    by  all  means  be  avoided   unless 
some  case  of  absolute  necessity  were  made 
out.     Now  those  who  advocated  the  pre- 
sent bill  contended  that  no  such  necessity 
had  been  established.     Not  one  of  those 
who  wished  for  the  present  measure  was 
not  desirous  of  seeing  a  bishopric  esta- 
blished in  Manchester.     Indeed,  they  la- 
mented that  such  was  not  already  the  case. 
They  also  rejoiced  to  sec  that  a  bishopric 
had  been  established  in  Ripon,  not  only 
because  of  the   establishment  itself,   but 
because  of  the  excellent  person  who  had 
been  appointed  to  preside  over  the  diocese 
with  such  credit  to  himself  and  such  ad- 
vantage to  the  people ;  but  they  did  not 
sec  tliat  to  effect  these  changes  it  was 
necessary  that  an  ancient  bishopric  should 
be  destroyed  by  the  union  of  St.  Asaph 
and  Bangor.     When  the  commission  first 
reported  in  1835,  their  object  appeared  to 
be  to  procure  a  seat  in  that  House  for  a 
Bishop  of  Manchester }  but  even  if  this 
could  nut  be  effected,  it  surely  would  be 


more  desirable  that  there    should   be  a 
bishop  without  a  seat  in  that  House  than 
that  an  ancient  diocese  should  be  anni. 
hilated.     The  noble  Duke  observed,  that 
many  persons  would  object  to  increase  the 
number  of  episcopal  seats  in  that  House. 
He  was  aware  that  many  persons  enter- 
tained such  objections.     Perhaps  some  of 
their  Lordships  might  entertain  such  ob- 
jections, and  similar  objections  might  be 
entertained  io  the  other  House  of  Parlia- 
ment;  but   those  who   entertained   such 
objections  to  the  bench  of  bishops  on  prin- 
ciple would  not  be  likely  to  oppose  an 
individual  addition.     He  must  say  that  he 
thought  the  inhabitants  of  the  diocese  had 
great  reason  to  complain  of  the  conduct  of 
the  commissioners,  who  had  in  fact  with- 
drawn the  proposition  made  in  the  first 
instance,  and  devoted  the  revenues  of  the 
diocese  to  purposes  very  different  from 
those  to  which  it  was  expected  they  would 
have  been  applied.     He  trusted  that  in 
making  this  observation  it  would  not  ht 
supposed  he  was  speaking  disrespectfully 
of  the  commissioners ;  he  spoke  of  them 
as  a  body,  he  did  not  call  in  question  the 
motives  or  the  principles  by  which  they  had 
been  actuated.  Suppose  it  had  been  neces- 
sary that  these  revenues,  the  application  of 
which  had  been  solemnly  guaranteed,  as 
far  as  the  recommendation  of  the  commis- 
sioners went,  should  be  appropriated  to 
other  purposes — suppose  it  had  been  con- 
sidered ever  so  advisable  that  such  an  alter, 
ation  should  take  place,  he  thought  that  a 
better,    and  a  more    conciliatory  course 
might  have  been  adopted  than  had  been 
pursued  with  reference  to  such  a  change. 
It  might  naturally  have  been  supposed  that 
the  commissioners  would    have  afforded 
some  explanation,  which  might  have  satis- 
fied  those  whose  expectations  had  been 
disappointed  that  the  change  had  not  been 
maoe  without  just  and  sufficient  reasons. 
He  thought  the  commissioners  could  not 
have  recommended  a  course  different  from 
that    which   they  had    previously  urged 
without  some  reason  for  their  conduct; 
and  they  ought  to  have  been  stated.     He 
had  endeavoured  to  obtain  some  explana- 
tion from  the  commissioners,  in  order  to 
give  satisfaction  to  the  people  of  the  dio- 
cese, who  Were  greatly  dissatisfied  when 
they  found  that  the  revenues  which  had 
been  pledged  to  the  support  of  the  poorer 
vicarages  had  been   applied  to  different 
purposes,  but  he  had  been  unsuccessful. 
In  1836,  when  the  commissioners  recom- 
mended the  union  of  the  sees,  he  wrote 
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tu  the  secretary  to  the  commissioDcrs 
stating,  that  the  proposeti  appropriation 
of  the  tithes  had  cxcitetl  a  great  sen- 
sation in  the  diocese,  and  that  the  con- 
templated union  of  the  sees  was  re- 
garded with  strong  dissatis^tion  by  the 
clergy,  the  gentrVy  and  the  people,  and 
he  requested  to  be  informed  on  what 
gn>unds  the  proposed  alteration  was  re- 
commended. The  secretary  replied,  that 
bis  letter  had  been  received,  and  that  it 
wouhl  be  laid  before  the  commissioners, 
but  he  had  been  disappointed  at  receiving 
no  communication  from  the  commissioners 
with  reference  to  the  grounds  on  which 
the  change  was  pro|x>^.  On  the  21st 
of  March,  1837,  he  presented  petitions 
fnmi  his  diocese,  praying  that  their  Lord- 
Hhi|>s  would  adopt  such  measures  as  might 
prevent  the  application  of  the  surplus 
tithes  to  any  other  purposes  than  the  aug- 
mentation of  the  poorer  benefices  -,  and  in 
1839  he  presented  several  similar  petitions 
fnim  dillcrent  parts  of  the  diocese.  In 
1840,  when  the  measure  known  as  the 
(  athedral  Bill  was  brought  into  the  House 
of  ("ununonsy  a  noble  Earl  and  several 
(ientlemen  connected  with  the  priiici|)ality 
waited  u|)on  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  J. 
Kussell),  who  then  conducted  the  business 
of  the  (fovernment  in  the  other  House, 
and  called  his  attention  to  the  general 
state  of  the  Welch  dioceses,  reijuesting  his 
I.ord!«hi|»*s  careful  attention  to  those  iH)r- 
tions  of  that  bill  which  referred  to  those 
tliiH'cKes;  and  the  noble  l^ml  then  pro- 
|NiM;d  tn  strike  out  of  the  bill  the  clauses 
I'i'lating  to  those  dioceses,  stating  that  a 
nK'Uhurc  relating  to  them  might  be  the 
hiibjcrt  of  future  consideration.  A  bill  was 
iiftiTwai'ds  iiitHMlucetl  by  a  right  lion.  Ha- 
nmrt,  a  Meinbtr  of  the  present  Govcrn- 
niiiit,  with  refercutx'  to  the  Welch  dio- 
if.1-.,  whif-li  included  nearly  all  the  clauses 
Mhiih  had  U'eii  struck  out  of  the  f(»rmer 
bill  hy  the  noble  l^ird.  This  bill  wan  in- 
iriHluird  at  a  very  latr  pcriiwl  of  the  Ses- 
iiiuii.  and  at  a  time  when  he  (the  Bisliop 
(it  n.iii^or)  anil  many  ( icntlemen  connected 
mill  V\  airs  were  absent  fn»ni  Loudon.  He 
\%.v%  lit  the  tinii:  in  Wales,  and  ho  immedi- 
.itrly  Hrnti*  to  the  right  hon.  Huninet  to 
iiMjiiirr  uhrthrr  it  were  his  intention  to 
iiKKiiil  with  the  bill?  and  tliir  right  hon. 
h.iioiirt  replied  that  it  wiis  his  intention 
III  yrvnn  the  measure.  The  bill  was,  how- 
c«vr,  ut  a  hubHcfiuent  |)cri(Nl  of  the  Session 
withdrawn ;  but  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
iutimatad  hit  intention  to  iiitroducT  a  si- 
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I  Parliament.  The  subject  then  began  to 
excite  increased  attention  and  apprehension 
in  the  principality,  where,  among  sone 
classes,  great  ignorance  had  prevailed  with 
respect  to  the  proceedings  which  had  preri- 
ously  taken  place,  and  the  efiect  of  the 
iroposed  alterations.  The  clergy,  after 
ull  consideration,  were  convinced  that 
the  course  they  ought  to  adopt  was  to 
apply  to  Parliament  to  repeal  the  act  6 
and  7  Will.  4th,  c.  77,  so  fieu:  as  related 
to  the  union  of  the  two  sees  of  St.  Asanh 
and  Bangor,  and  for  the  rescinding  of  toe 
orders  in  council  which  had  been  issued  to 
give  effect  to  tlie  provisions  of  that  act. 
The  measure  now  under  their  Lordships 
consideration  would  not  have  been  pro- 
posed if  it  had  not  met  with  strong  and 
general  support  throughout  the  countrj. 
The  number  of  petitions  which  had  beea 
presented  to  their  Lordsliips  afforded  dear 
evidence  of  the  strong  feeling  which  was 
entertained  on  the  subject  by  the  general 
body  of  the  clergy  of  the  kingdom^  and 
especially  by  those  whose  interests  were  so 
deeply  affected  by  the  measure  whidi  had 
formerly  received  their  Lordships'  sane- 
tion.  All  for  which  they  asked  was  the 
preservation  of  their  own  ancient  dioceses. 
The  clergy  in  every  |»art  of  the  kingdom 
evinced  the  strongest  sympathy  on  their 
behalf;  and  from  the  petitions  which  had 
been  presented  in  support  of  their  views 
from  so  many  ecclesiastical  corporations, 
from  the  two  universities,  and  from  a 
great  body  of  the  clergy,  they  had  been 
led  with  some  hope  of  success  to  make  this 
ap|»eal  to  their  Lordsliiiis.  A  right  rev. 
Prelate  had  expressed  his  surprise,  that  if 
so  strcuig  a  feeling  existed  against  the  union 
of  the  sees,  the  opixisition  had  not  been 
pressed  at  an  earlier  {leriod.  But,  consi- 
dering the  state  of  feeling  which  existed  in 
the  country  at  the  time  when  the  bill  pro- 
viding for  the  union  of  the  dioceses  was 
introduced,  and  considering  also  that  about 
the  same  period  a  considerable  reduction 
was  elTected  in  the  number  of  bishops,  it 
was  not  dccmc<l  ailvisable  at  that  time  to 
op|>ose  the  measure.  As  he  had  before 
stated,  however,  the  feeling  of  tlie  clergy 
and  of  the  people  was  strongly  opposed  to 
the  act,  and  they  earnestly  entreated  their 
Lordships  to  assent  to  its  repeal.  The 
spiritual  interests  of  the  two  dioceses  would 
suffer  most  seriously  if  the  two  sees  were 
united  ;  he  therefore  implored  their  Locd- 
ships  not  to  turn  a  deaf  car  to  the  prayers 
of  the  whole  principality,  to  the  petitiODS 
of  the  two  Universities^  and  of  so  Jnany  of 
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if  possible,  ougbt  to  be  of  local  expenditure. 
On  these  grounds  he  was  sure  that  there 
was  not  one  of  their  Lordships  but  would 
feci  that^  except  under  the  pressure  of  ne- 
cessity, these  two  ancient  Insboprics  ought 
not  to  be  consolidated  by  the  act  which  it 
was  proposed  to  repeal.  Their  Lordships 
who  had  addressed  the  House,  and  tlie 
noble  Duke,  had  stated,  that  there  was  a 
case  of  urgent  necessity  to  build  up  the 
Church  in  that  most  populous  district  of 
our  island,  where  in  late  years,  accumu- 
lated millions  (he  might  say)  had  grown 
up  in  a  manner  never  before  heard  of. 
There  was  a  necessity  to  provide,  if  pos- 
sible, means  by  which  the  Church  might 
be  built  up  as  the  population  grew,  and 
that  it  might  have  its  full  developement 
and  its  complete  organisation  in  those  dis- 
tricts where  its  influence  was  most  needed 
to  contend  with  the  mass  of  irreligion  and 
vice  which  unhappily,  circumstances  had 
caused  so  much  to  abound.  He  entered  so 
much  into  this  subject,  and  felt  so  much 
the  necessity  that  there  existed  for  the  es« 
tablishment  of  a  bishopric  at  Manchester, 
that  if  he  believed  in  order  to  accomplish 
this  the  consolidation  of  these  two  dioceses 
was  an  indispensaUe  measure  he  should 
feel  placed  in  great  doubt  as  to  the  vole  he 
should  give.  It  was  because  he  believed 
that  it  was  capable  of  being  shown  that  no 
such  necessity  really  existed,  and  that  a 
more  suitable  and  better  arrangement  could 
be  adopted  as  to  both  these  points,  which 
had  been  urged  as  the  ground  of  that  ne- 
cessity, that  he  should  feel  himself  free  to 
give  his  vote  in  the  manner  in  which  he 
had  expressed  his  intention  to  give  it.  The 
case  then  was,  in  what  manner  was  a 
bishopric  to  be  provided  for  Manchester  ? 
The  first  point  was,  how  the  funds  were 
to  be  provided.  Both  the  noble  Duke  and 
the  most  rev.  Prelate  had  stated  that  in 
order  to  obtain  that  object  it  was  necessary 
to  consolidate  these  two  Welch  bishoprics. 
The  manner  in  which  he  should  be  dis« 
posed  to  look  at  this  necessity  would  be  as 
follows.  There  already  existed  a  collegiate 
church  in  the  town  of  Manchester.  The 
proposal  which  the  commissioners  had  made, 
and  which  was  through  this  act  to  be  car- 
ried into  execution^  was  to  raise  that  col- 
legiate church  into  an  episcopal  see.  This 
was  analogous  to  what  had  taken  place  in 
the  early  part  of  the  Reformation,  when 
new  sees  had  Ijeen  founded  at  Oxford, 
Chester,  Peterborough,  Bristol,  and  other 
places.  These  sees  had  been  endowed  with 
the  revenues  of  the  monastic  establishments 


which  they  supplanted,  and  this,  he  con- 
ceived was  the  natural  course  to  adopt  in 
the  first  instance  on  this  occasion.  They 
proposed  to  raise  a  cellmate  church  to  the 
station  and  dignity  of  an  episcopal  see. 
Where  ought  they  to  look  for  the  funds 
to  carry  that  object  into  effect  ?  He  hardly 
doubted  that  there  was  one  amongst  their 
Lordships  who  would  not  readily  assent 
that  the  first  funds  to  be  taken  for  this 
object,  and  to  which  they  ought  to  look, 
were  the  funds  of  the  collegiate  diurdi. 
The  sum  of  money  wanted  for  the  endow- 
ment of  the  Bishopric  of  Manchester  was 
4,500/.  a-year.  The  sum  which  it  was 
proposed  to  charge  on  the  united  sees  of 
Wales  was  4,700/.  a-year;  ^and  as  the 
Bishopric  of  Manchester  could  not  be 
created  till  the  consolidation  of  the  two 
Welch  bishoprics,  the  requirement  and  the 
charge  both  commenced  at  the  same  mo. 
ment.  They  might  say,  therefore,  that 
the  payment  was  only  necessary  on  one 
side  in  order  to  meet  the  necessity  on  the 
other;  therefore,  if  the  funds  for  esta- 
blishing  the  Manchester  bishopric  could 
be  got  elsewhere,  the  consolidation  of 
the  Welch  bishoprics  was  not  necessary. 
He  held  in  his  hand  a  return  of  the  ec- 
clesiastical commissioners  of  the  reve- 
nues of  the  Collegiate  Church  of  Man- 
chester from  1828  to  1834;  and  he 
really  thought  their  Lordships  would  be 
surprised,  for  he  had  been  so  himself,  when 
he  stated,  that  if  this  whole  sum  oi  4,500/. 
a-year,  which  was  required  for  the  esta- 
blishment of  a  Bishopric  of  Manchester 
were  taken  out  of  the  revenues  of  the  colle- 
giate church  in  the  same  place,  there 
would  still  be  left  for  the  support  of  the 
chapter,  of  the  dean  and  canons  of  that 
cathedral  where  it  would  be,  then,  more 
than  was  sufficient  to  support  the  dean  and 
canons  of  the  cathedrals  of  Ripon,  of 
Chester,  of  York,  or  Salisbury.  The  re- 
turn stated,  that  the  average  income  ai  the 
wardenship  of  Manchester  was  2,502/.  13#* 
6d,  a-year,  and  that  the  average  of  the 
recepts  of  each  of  the  fellows  was  1,251/1. 
Bs,  9d»  a-year.  Therefore,  if  they  were  to 
take  from  the  warden,  who  would  then  be 
called  the  Dean  of  Manchester,  1,500/*  s 
year,  and  fiom  each  of  the  fdlows,  wtio 
would  then  be  called  canons,  750/.  a-yeaTf 
they  would  have  precisely  the  sum  of 
4,500^  which  they  wanted.  The  provision 
for  the  dean  and  chapter  would  then  be 
1,000/.  a-year  for  the  dean,  and  500/.  a 
year  each  for  the  canonsy  which  was  tlie 
fcovisipn  fixed  for  the  dean  sod  cawms  of 
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other  cathedral  churches.     But  if,  again*  it 
was  said,  that  this  Church  being  so  wealthy, 
it  was  not  fair  to  reduce  the  income  of  the 
dean  to   1,000/.  a.  year,  and  that  of  the 
canons  to  500/.  a-year  each,  if  they  took 
from  the  dean  1,000/.  a-ycar,  and  from  the 
canons  500/.  a-ycar  each,  they  would  then 
have  a  fund  of  3,000/.  a-ycar  for  the  bi- 
shopric, and  the  dean  and  chapter  could 
then   be  more  amply  endowed  than   the 
deans  and  chapters  of  St.  Paul's  Cathedral, 
of  Canterbury,  of  Christ  Church,  Oxford, 
or  of  Lincoln.     If  this  were  done  even,  he 
believed  there  would  be  a  ready  response  to 
make  up  the  deficiency  from  that  wealthy 
district,  and  not  from  that  alone.     But  if 
that  were  i>pt  thought  richt,  he  held  in  his 
hand  a  paper  which  wouhl  give  an  answer 
as  to   this  deficiency  also.     This  was  a 
return  of  the  ecclesiastical  commissioners 
of  the  revenues  of  all  the  more  wealthy 
seesy  and  of  the  sums  at  present  received, 
and  to  be  hereafter  received  by  all  the  less 
endowed  districts.     Deducting  the  surplus 
revenue  of  the  richer  sees,  and  deducting 
also  the  surplus  over  and  above  the  income 
to  be  appropriated  to  making  up  the  defi- 
ciency of  the    less  wealthy   sees    to  the 
amount  of  income  to  be  allowed,  the  ulti- 
mate annual  8uq>lus  would  be  6,821/.  a 
year  from  these  Mnirfcs  ;  so  that  even  when 
4,700/.  was  not  to  be  received  from  the 
union  of  the  diocesscs  of  St.  Asaph  and 
Bangor  there  would  still  be  an  ample  fund. 
With   these  observations  he  thought   he 
might  leave  altogether  the  subject  of  funds. 
He  must,  however,  add  one  word  on  the 
subject  of  the  funds  arising  from   these 
united  dioceses  consisting  of  tithes.     It  was 
much  to  lie  lamented  that  the  bishoprics  of 
North  Wales  were  so  largely  endowed  with 
this  s|iccies  of  property,  and  no  man  felt 
more  strongly  than  himself  the  great  evil  of 
the  extensive  appropriation  which  had  been 
permitted  to  take  place,  and  the  transfer  of 
tithes  from  ecclesiastical   to  lay  persons; 
but  he  presumed  that  it  would  lie  admitted 
by  all  those  who  were  acquainted  with  the 
subject,  that   the  support  of  a  bishop  in 
a  diocese  by  tithes  was  one  of  the  first 
and  earliest  applications  of  that  source  of 
income.     Upon  that  point  all  writers,  in- 
cluding Sir  H.  Spcllman  and  Bishop  Ken« 
nctt,  concurred ;  and,  therefore,  however 
much  it  was  to  be  lamented  that  the  sees 
of  North  Wales  were  so  largely  endowed  ' 
with  tithes,  there  was  in  this  nothing  con- 
trary to  the  principle    upon  which   the  j 
Church  was  founded.    But  when  it  was  ; 
proposed  to  tniiufer  thoae  tithes  to  thej 


bishop  of  anotlier  and  a  new-creatad 
cesc,  then  the  public  had  a  right  to  ttj 
that  this  was  a  misappropriation  which  ei- 
cited  the  feelings  of  the  public  in  thoae 
parts  of  the  principality  which  were  to  be, 
and  would  be,  anbctod  by  it.     And  here 
he  must  take  the  liberty  of  saying,  tha^the 
most  rev.  Prelate  (the  Archbishop  of  Can- 
terbury) had  fallen  into  a  mistake  when 
he  stated,  that  the  cccleaiaitical  commis- 
sioners had  power  to  apply  these  tithes  in 
the  improvement  of  the  small  vicarages  in 
North   Wales.     Unless  he  were  greatly 
mistaken,   he  believed  that  they  had  no 
choice  or  power  in  tlie  matter,  llie  charges 
on  the  bishopric  of  St.  Asaph   were  al- 
ready settled  by  act  of  Parliament,  and 
they  had  no  power   to  alter  thai  dispo- 
sition.    There  remained  only  one  other 
point  to  which  allusion  had   been  nuide» 
and  against  entering  on  whidi  the  moat 
rev.    Prelate    had    rather    warned    their 
Lordships;  but  it  was  a  point  upon  whidi, 
having  been  introduced  to  their  Lordahqi^ 
notice  by  the  noble  liarl,  who  had  moved 
the  second  reading  of  the  bill  now  under 
consideration,  and  being  of  such  importanoe 
to  the  Church,  that  he  must  claim  to  be 
permitted  to  oficr  upon  it  a  very  lew  re- 
marks. The  point  to  which  he  adverted  was 
that  which  the  noble  Earl  had  mentioned 
with  reference  to  the  scat  in  their  Lordahipa* 
House  of  the  new  bishop  when  theaee  was 
created.     He  thought  the  noble  Duke  (the 
Duke  of  Wellington),  when  he  spoke  that 
evening,  did  not  quite  understand  what  the 
noble  Earl  had  sUted  on  that  sulgect ;  hut 
still  it  was  a  proposition  not  unworthy  the 
consideration  of  the  House.     He  was  not 
unaware  that  the  question  of  a  scat  in  that 
House  must  have  presented  itself  lo  the 
consideration  of  those  who  regarded  this 
measure  as  one  of  great  importance.    Look- 
ing at  the  judgment  of  those  to  whom  the 
matter  was  referred,  he  owned  that  great 
weight  was  to  be  attached  to  their  decidon. 
It  would  not  be  difficult  to  show  that  it 
would  be  unreasonable  to  object  to  the  in* 
crease  of  the  spiritual  peers  of  that  Houae 
by  a  comparison  of  the  number  of  lay  peen 
introduc«l.     It  was  undLs-putod  that  since 
the  reformation  the  lay  peerage  had  been 
in  modem  times  increased  four-fdd,  not  ao 
the  spiritual  peers,  who  remained  undtered 
in   number,  notwithstanding  the  vast  in- 
crease of  population.     Loobng  at  all  the 
circumstances  of  the  nation  and  o€  the 
Church,  he  confessed  he  should  not  be 
disposed  to  contend  for  an  additional  seat  in 
that  House  for  a  Bishop  as  a 
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condition  for  the  creation  of  a  new  diocese. 
He  was  not  indifferent  to  the  advantages 
which  he  believed  accrued  to  the  Church 
and  the  nation  from  the  respect  shown  to 
religion  in  admitting  into  their  Lordships' 
House  men  who  held  the  high  calling  to 
which  he  had  the  honour  to  belong.  It 
constituted  one  of  those  links  between  the 
Church  and  State  of  the  country  which  all 
the  friends  of  both  must  be  anxious  to  see 
undisturbed.  It  secured  the  presence  in 
this  House  of  persons  who  might  be  sup- 
posed to  be  best  acquainted  with  those 
matters  relating  to  ecclesiastical  politj 
which  were  so  frequently  the  subject  of 
discussion  by  their  Lordships ;  whilst  at  the 
same  time  it  gave  an  opportunity  of  rais- 
ing members  of  that  Church  to  a  distin- 
guished and  exalted  position  in  the  eyes  of 
the  country,  to  which  they  could  not  have 
a  right  by  any  other  means  to  aspire.  But 
whilst  he  felt  the  temporal  station  and  ho- 
nour which  their  seats  in  their  Lordships' 
House  entitled  them  to,  he  felt  that  these 
honours  should  be  a  help,  and  not  an  in- 
cumbrance to  the  Church.  If  the  difficulty 
in  the  way  of  according  a  seat  in  this 
House  were  always  to  be  an  obstacle  in 
the  way  of  constituting  a  new  Bishopric 
where  it  was  required ;  if  there  were  to 
be  no  more  Bishops  to  attend  to  the  spiri- 
tual welfare  of  the  country,  because  it  was 
considered  inconvenient  to  increase  the 
number  of  spiritual  peers  in  their  Lord- 
ships' House,  then  he  would  submit  that 
the  temporal  honours  should  give  way  to 
the  spiritual  duties  of  the  Church,  and 
that  they  should  constitute  a  Bishopric 
where  it  was  needed,  even  though  it  was 
not  connected  with  a  seat  in  their  Lord- 
ships' House.  To  act  otherwise — to  re- 
strict the  spiritual  efficiency  of  the  Church 
by  the  measure  of  its  temporal  honours, 
would  be  a  subserviency  to  precedent,  a 
chaining  of  the  living  to  the  dead,  a  tem. 
porising  with  the  important  responsibili- 
ties and  high  functions  of  the  Church, 
which  he,  for  one,  could  never  approve  of. 
Except  for  these  two  reasons  to  which  he 
had  referred,  he  had  not  heard  any  others 
tending  in  any  degree  to  establish  the  ne- 
cessity for  the  consolidation  of  these  two 
sees ;  and  he  would,  therefore,  only  say  in 
conclusion,  that,  to  obviate  any  objections 
which  seemed  to  prevail,  he  fully  concurred 
in  all  that  had  been  stated  by  the  most  rev. 
Prelate,  that  it  was  not  intended  by  the 
measure  in  any  degree  to  shake  the  general 
framework  of  the  settlement  come  to  under 
the  labours  of  the  Ecclesiastical  Commis- 


sioners. From  their  measures  he  consi^ 
derably  differed  in  some  respects,  and  he 
hoped  that  the  resolutions  of  that  body 
were  not  of  so  stringent  an  authority,  as 
not  to  be  cabable  of  being  revised.  On  all 
these  grounds  he  would  support  the  second 
reading  of  the  bill. 

The  Bishop  of  London  had  derived  great 
satisfaction  from  having  heard  the  present 
debate,  conducted  with  so  much  equani- 
mity, so  much  calmness,  and  so  much 
courtesy  on  the  part  of  all  who  had  ad- 
dressed their  Loxdsliips  this  evening.  It 
seemed  to  be  admitted  on  all  hands,  that 
to  establish  a  bishopric  at  Manchester  was 
a  step  calculated  to  prove  of  much  ad- 
vantage to  the  Church.  The  effect  of  the 
bill  introduced  by  the  noble  Earl,  and  re- 
commended by  him  with  so  much  candour 
and  calmness  as  to  disarm  the  opposition 
to  it  of  all  hostility— the  result  of  this  bill, 
if  passed  into  a  law,  would  be  to  put  an 
end  to  the  bishopric  of  Manchester ;  because 
the  act  for  the  erection  of  the  bishopric  of 
Manchester  stated  that,  upon  the  union  of 
the  two  sees  of  St  Asaph  and  Bangor,  and 
not  before,  the  bishopric  of  Manchester 
should  be  erected.  Therefore,  if  by  passing 
this  bill  Parliament  declared  that  the 
bishoprics  of  St.  Asaph  and  Bangor  should 
not  be  united,  it  declared  also  that  the 
proposed  bishopric  of  Manchester  should 
not  be  erected.  It  was  true,  it  might 
yet  be  a  point  for  inquiry,  whether  it  mi^t 
not  be  possible  to  erect  a  bishopric  for 
Manchester  by  other  means  than  those  now 
provided  for  it;  but,  considering  all  that 
had  taken  place  since  the  recommendation 
of  the  commissioners  on  this  subject  was 
first  made— considering  that  it  was  only 
within  the  last  two  years  that  any  strong 
expression  of  dissatisfaction  had  reached 
the  Legislature  on  the  subject,  whilst  five 
years  had  elapsed  since  the  proposal  was 
passed  into  a  law-— considering  also  that  it 
was  admitted  by  his  right  rev.  Friend  who 
had  lust  addressed  their  Lordships,  that 
the  chief  ground  of  objection  to  the  mea- 
sure arose  out  of  the  abstraction  of  a  large 
portion  of  the  tithes  belonging  to  the 
bishoprics  from  the  princip^ity  —  con- 
sidering all  these  circumstances,  he  thought 
he  might  be  excused  if  he  abstained 
from  consenting  to  a  bill,  which  would 
put  an  immediate  extinguisher  upon  all 
that  had  been  proposed  and  agreed  to  in 
this  matter.  His  right  rev.  Friend,  in 
whose  general  remarks  he  entirely  concur- 
red, had  pointed  out  some  other  sources 
whence  the  bishopric  of  Manchester  might 
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be  eniowed.     He  apreed  in  the  vnxaAatm 
uf  the  rifl^t  rer.  Piekie  «  deductioiM  fnn 
the  calculations  whidi  he  bad  nade  ;  in* 
iked  he  (the  Bkhop  of  Loodon)  had  him* 
self  thought  of  ncne  fiich  plao  beCicjre.  Bot 
the  re&i  fact  wai,  that  tbeic  would  be  no 
difficulty  in  providing  funds  frir  the  endow* 
ment  of  the  bi»hopncof  Manchester;  the  real 
diAcuicT  in  the  matter  wan  in  cmiinie  a  bi-  | 
^Impric  the  Ivildcr  f#f  which  ftliould  not  be 
entitled  to  a  aeat  in  their  Ixirdships'  House. 
It  should  be  bfime  in  mind  that  the  princi- 
ple iif  the  icheme  now  proposed  in  respect 
111  these   buthopricii   was  one   which   had 
already  been  adopted  in  respect  to  other 
Lish«)prir8,  with  succcm  and  general  ap* 
proval.   The  oonmi&sion  had  recommended 
that  the  bishoprics  of  Gloucester  and  Bris- 
tol should  be  united ;  and  they  were  united 
by  general  consent.    The  oommissimi  also 
recommended  the  founding  of  the  bishop- 
ric of  Kipon,  ond  that  recommendation  had 
been   carried   into  efSecf,  to   the  general 
wtijifaction  of  all  persons.     The  founding 
rif  the  lii*liopric  of  Manchester  had  been  as 
unanimously  reoommendetl  by  the  commis- 
wmeni ;  and  the  question  then  was  as  to 
how  that  bijiho|iric  could  be  constituted, 
'fhey  might  have  recommended  the  creation 
of  a  suffragan  bishop,  or  of  a  bishop  having 
no  scat  in  their  iiord^ips'  House.  He  agreed 
entirely  in  the  propriety  of  not  increasing 
coniiderably  the  number  of  bishops  in  this 
Ifouie.     He  thought  that  the  right  rev. 
Prelates  oocuuying  the  Benches  on  whieh 
lie  sat  were  already  suflicient  in  number  to 
crmstitulc  an  adequate  representation  of 
tiic  Church  in  that  House;  he  thought, 
that  by  their  general  coodua  they  had 
always  deserved  and  commanded   the  le- 
%\KixX  of  their  Lordshi|)S|  and  he  should  be 
sorry  to  Hce  the  time  when  the  leaden  of 
any  powerful  pftrty  in  tlie  State  should  look 
with  anxiety  to  commanding  a  great  num* 
her  of  votes  on  the  ecclesiastical   Bench. 
With  respect  to  the  hibours  of  the  eccle- 
siastical   commissioners,  he  thought   that 
wlieu   tlic   variety  and  difficulty  of   the 
questions  brought  before  them  were  coiisi« 
(Icn-J,  tliey  might  well  be  excused  if  tlieir 
jud|*rocnt  had  not  in  all  particulars  proved 
infallible.     It  should  be  borne   in   mind, 
tliat  this  commission  was  first  instituted 
several  ycur&  ago,  at  a  time  when  a  feeling 
of  iKilitical  liostility  to  the  Church  existed 
to  a  itNiftidcrable  extent  in  the  countiy ; 
at  a  time  too  when  tlu!  Church  had  not 
liegnu  its  own  rufonn,  u  rcfom)  wliicli  it 
had  since  undertaken,  and  which  lie  thought 
would  (k>  more  to  strengthen  its  position 


tfan  wow  act  uee  the  Refarautioii. 
novelty  and  diftcuitr  uf  the  inquirT  hRmglit 
before  them  should  be  amsidefed  aad 
above  all  it  sfaouhl  he  home  ia  mind,  that 
it  was  of  nanmount  importance,  that  in  all 
matters  the  conimisrioiiers  siiouU 
mend  what  was  pncticahk  as  well 
siraUe.  It  was  coosadered  by  the 
aoners  derirable  to  incieaw  the  Bomber  of 
bishops ;  for  it  was  plain  that  the  Bomber 
which  had  been  sofiident  for  bz  or  aeveo 
millions  of  people,  was  not  sufident  for  six- 
teen millions.  But  the  questioa  then  eaow 
for  consideration,  whethor  they  sboold  re- 
commend that  the  new  bkhops  shoold  hove 
seats  in  Parliament  or  not.  With  respect 
to  this  point  he  was  not  prepared  lo  soy 
whether  he  agreed  in  all  that  bad  beeo 
urged  with  so  much  ability  by  his  right 
rev.  Friend  who  had  lost  spoken.  He  ap- 
prehended, that  to  create  certain  hiAnpi 
without  seats  in  this  House  would  lead  to 


mj uncus  comparisons 
those  who  had  seats ;  and,  eveotoaUy,  lo 
a  general  inclination  to  diqienae  with  the 
attendance  of  Bishops  in  the  Hooie  of 
Lords.  He  did  not  apprehend,  that  any 
feeling  of  this  sort  would  exist  in  the 
minds  of  their  Lonlshipa.  For  sisteeo 
years,  during  which  he  hod  had  the  hoooor 
of  a  seat  in  this  House,  he  had  oever  oh* 
served  any  inclination  oo  the  part  of  wuf 
of  their  Lordships  to  dispenre  orilh  iha 
attendance  of  the  right  wvcioud  hody  to 
which  he  belonged,  or  to  treat  their  ooiaiaBt 
with  neglect;  but  he  lieond,thal  if  oHep 
of  the  kind  suggested  woo  carried  ioto 
effect,  there  woiud  grow  op  ff"^^grt  iho 
general  body  of  the  people  iome  Ceeluifi  of 
the  kind  he  had  desorihed.  Anoth<rcaiir» 
had  been  suggested  to  smooth  ooer  this 
difficulty,  which  was,  thai  die  additional 
bishop  ^ould  be  created,  but  that  he  should 
not  have  a  leat  in  the  House  of  Lords,  m 
long  as  there  were  twenty-ttx  fasshopt  ia 
that  House,  but  that  on  the  death  of  aojr 
one  of  them,  he  should  succeed  to  the  seat 
in  that  House,  and  that  the  junior  bishop 
for  the  time  being,  should  alwojra  be  withoot 
aseat  in  the  House.  There  were  aomeadvaoi^ 

r  apparent  in  this  propoaal,  but  there  was 
this  difficulty,  that  by  the  coostitutioo 
of  Parliament,  the  bishops  sat  by  virtue  of 
their  baronies,  and  if  the  precedent  should 
be  introduced  of  a  bishop  who  might  ulti^ 
mately  succeed  to  a  seat,  but  who  did  not 
actually  hold  one  by  virtue  of  his  barony, 
how  was  tlie  consiitulional  principle  upon 
which  bishu|)s  held  their  seats  in  this 
House  to  be  maintained^ 
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diftculty  which^  perhaps,  might  be  got 
over;  but  whether  it  were  got  over  or 
not,  it  was  admitted  on  all  hands,  that  it 
was  highly  desirable  that  a  bidiop  should 
be  appointed  to  Manchester.  Now,  the 
adoption  of  the  bill,  this  evening  moved  by 
the  noble  Earl,  would  deprive  them  of  the 
means  of  establishing  this  bishopric ;  and 
it  was  because  he  considered  the  estaUish- 
ment  of  this  bishopric  indispensably  neces- 
sary to  the  spiritual  welfare  of  the  country, 
that  he  felt  compelled  to  record  his  vote 
against  this  measure. 

1  he  Bishop  of  Ereler  could  assure  their 
Lordships  that  after    the   able  speeches 
which   had  been   addressed  to  them  this 
evening,  he  had  but  a  very  few  remarks  to 
trouble  them  with.     He  must  say,  that  he 
had  derived  the  greatest  gratification  from 
hearing  the  speeches  which  had  fallen  from 
the  right  rev.   Prelates  who  had  last  and 
last  but  one  addressed  their   Lordships. 
He  was  glad  to  hear  from  his  right  rev. 
Friend  who  had  last  spoken  Uiat  he  did 
not  consider  this  question   as  des|ierate. 
He  would  go  along  with  him  in  declaring 
tliat  he  considered  the  establishment  of  a 
bishop  for  Manchester  to  be  absolutely  in- 
dispensable, and   it  was  because    he    so 
thought  that  he  felt  bound  to  vote  for  the 
second  reading  of  the  bill  now  before  their 
Lordships.    If  the  scheme  which  had  been 
adopted  on  this  subject  was  to  be  consi- 
dered as  a  final  measure,  it  must  become 
obvious  that  Manchester   could  have  no 
bishop,  until  both  the  Bishop  of  Bangor 
and  the  Bishop  of  St.  Asaph  bad  ceased 
to  exist.      He  hoped   that   many    years 
would  elapse  before  such  an  opportunity 
could  occur,  and  when  he  looked  at  his 
right  rev.  Friend  near  him,  and  considered 
the  firmness  of  his  constitution,   he  was 
induced  to  hope  that  it  would  be  very  many 
years  before,  under  such  an  arrangement, 
as  that  now  contemplated,  the  bishopric  of 
Manchester,    wouM    be    founded.       He 
would  say,  then,  give  Manchester  at  once 
what  it  was  proved  her  spiritual  welfare 
stood  in  need  of.     It  had  been  admitted 
by  his  right  rev.    Friend  who  had  ItAt 
addressed    their    Lordships,    that    there 
were  fiinds  in  abundance  for  the  purpose 
and  that  the  only  difficulty  was  upon  the 
question  of  the  bishop's  holding  a  seat  in 
that  House.     But  he  really  tbcyught,  that 
the  only  difficulty  attaching  to  that  ques- 
tion, namely,  the  constitutional  principle 
of  bishops  sitting  by  rightof  theiijparonies, 
ought   not   to  prevent   them  from  doing 
that  which  was  proved  to  be  essentially 


necessary  for  the  good  of  the  Church  and 
the  country.     Holding,  as  he  did,  that 
episcopacy  was  necessary  for  the  weal  of 
the  Church,  he  would  ask,  how  was  the 
Church  to  be  made  most  efficient^  unlets 
by  taking  care,  to  have  a  sufficient  number 
of  bishops?      How  many  bishops  there 
ought  to  be  was  another  question;    he 
thought  there  shoukl  be  more  than  theie 
were  at  present.    For  his  own  part,  he 
felt,  ev^y    day  of   his   life,  the  almost 
impossibility    of   adequately  serving  the 
Church  in  all  the  duties  attadiiog  to  his 
episcopal  statiout  and  in  desiring  a  large 
increase  in  the  episcopacy*  he  did  look  for 
a  large  increase  in  the  number  of  bishops 
sitting  in  that  House.     Did  their  Lord- 
ships forget  that  there  was  already  a  large 
integral  portion  of  our  episcopaey  which 
had  not  seats  in  this  House.     He  alluded 
to  the  bishops  in  Ireland,  and  though  he 
thought  the  arrangement  of  their  sitting 
in  turns  for  a  year  at  a  time,  an  inconve- 
nient one  in  many  respects,  yet  he  thought 
that  some  arrangement  might  be  adopted 
to  free  the  principle  of  episcopacy  from  a 
necessary  connection  with  seats  in  that 
House.      At  all  events,   he  thought  it 
would  be  better  to  waire  this  constitutional 
privilege  of  episcopacy,    where    it    was 
found  to  be  necessary  to  the  efficient  ser- 
vice of  the   Church.      With    respect  to 
North  Wales,  he  thought  it  a  great  hard- 
ship that  in  order  to  get  over  a  constitu- 
tional difficulty  of  thb  kind,  that  district 
should  be  deprived  of  one  of  its  bieliops. 
It  was  true  that  the  district  was  not  a  very 
populous  one,  but  it  was  of  very  widle 
extent,  and  under  any  circumstances,  he 
thought  that  it  would  bean  act  of  injustice 
to  deprive  the  inhabitants  of  that  district 
of  any  advantages  which  they  at  present 
enjoyed.     It  might  with  just  as  much 
reason  be  proposed  to  throw  two  rectories 
into  one,  for  the  purpose  of  founding  an 
extra  rectory  in  Lancashire,  where  addi- 
tional churches  were  much  wanted,  as  to 
take  away  the  revenue  of  the  diocese  of 
North  Wales  to  found  a  bishopric    for 
Manchester.    He  considered,  that  this  was 
an  attempt  to  mitigate  the  distress  exist- 
ing in  one  district  by  committing  a  rob- 
bery upon  another;  and  such  Mng  his 
convictiOQ,  he  should  vote  for  the  Second 
reading  of  the  present  bill,  the  object  of 
which  was  to  prevent  sudi  a  step  from 
being  persisted  in. 

The  Bishop  of  St.  Damnffs  said,  great 
excitement  had  prevailed  in  Wales  apoii 
the  sabject  of  the  evppretsioB  of  ^one  of 
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the  tees,  and  the  cause  of  that  excitement 
was  a  very  strong  impression  which  pre- 
vailed in  the  minds  of  the  people  that  an 
iojuitice  had  been  done  to  the  Church — 
that  its  interests  and  honour — that  some- 
thing precious  and  valoable  had  been  sa- 
cri6ced.  The  measure  had  been  defended 
sometimes  on  the  ground  of  necessity, 
and  sometimes  on  the  ground  of  expe- 
diency. Surely  the  first  ground  must 
now  be  given  up ;  at  all  events,  from  the 
admission  made  that  night,  it  did  not  now 
exist.  There  was  one  reason  why  the 
union  of  the  sees  was  deprecated  by  Che 
inhabitants  of  the  principality  of  Wales. 
From  a  national  spirit  they  were  in  the 
habit  of  making  a  distinction  between 
English  Bishops  and  Welch  Bishops. 
They  did  not  consider  that  they  were  two 
numerously  represented  in  that  House, 
and  they  did  not  wish  to  sec  the  number 
of  Welch  Bishops  reduced,  but  the  great 
grievance  complained  of  was,  that  the  re- 
venues of  a  poor  church  would  be  with- 
drawn from  It  in  order  to  endow  and  en- 
rich an  English  one — that  the  overflowings 
of  Welch  poverty  were  to  be  dropt  down 
upon  the  riches  of  Manchester.  He  trusted 
that  some  step  would  be  taken  to  satisfy 
the  inhabitants  of  the  principality  of  that 
subject. 

The  Bishop  of  Lincoln  said,  one  of  his 
right  rev.  Friends  had  placed  the  matter 
on  the  right  footing.  He  said  there  was 
a  very  great  necessity  for  the  erection  of 
a  bishopric  at  Manchester,  but  that  he 
roust  either  forego  the  erection  of  that 
bishopric  or  assent  to  the  union  of  the  two 
sees.  His  right  rev.  Friend  had  had  some 
difliculty  in  deciding  on  the  alternative, 
and  that  was  precisely  the  position  in 
which  he  now  stood.  He  certainly  should 
take  what  he  considered  to  be  the  strongest 
side  of  the  alternative— he  should  adhere 
to  the  recommendation  of  the  commis- 
sioners, and  give  his  vote  against  the 
second  reading  of  the  bill. 

The  Bishop  of  Exeter  ventured  to  sub- 
mil  to  the  noble  Karl  who  had  moved  the 
second  reading  of  the  present  bill,  whether 
what  had  fallen  from  the  right  rev.  com- 
missioners and  the  sentiments  expressed 
by  them  were  not  better  than  even  a  fa- 
vourable vote  on  this  question ;  and 
whether  he  roight  not  withdraw  the  bill, 
and  leave  the  question  on  the  footing 
ou  which  it  was  left  by  those  right  rev. 
Prelates. 

Earl  FiizwUiiam  said,  that  he  was  not 


altogether  utisfied  with  the  Eccletiiatical 
Commission,  and  the  right  rev.  Prelate 
the  Bishop  of  London  himself  was  com* 
pelled  to  make  something  like  an  apology 
for  the  commission.  The  difficulty  Ml 
by  the  commission  was,  whether  they 
should  introduce  into  the  Episcopacy  a 
Bishop  who  should  not  have  a  seat  in  the 
House.  But,  if  they  felt  that  the  number 
of  Bishops  was  not  sufficient,  they  oogfat 
not  to  have  been  actuated  by  so  small  a 
consideration.     Even  if  they  had  recom- 

I  mended  a  large  addition  to  the  number 
of  Bishops,  without  that  privilege,  they 
would  have  had  the  support  of  several 
right  rev.  Prelates.     It  appeared  to  hiOp 

I  however,  from  the  debate,  that  the  measure 
for  the  union  of  the  sees  of  St.  Asaph  and 
Bangor,  instead  of  being,  as  he  had  anti- 
cipated, a  measure  of  reform,  would  be  an 
obstruction  to  measures  of  real  reform. 
Under  these  circumstances  he  felt  bound 


to  give  his  vote  in  favour  of  the  second 
reading  of  the  bill  of  his  noble  Friend. 
He  found  that  the  benefits  to  be  derived 
from  the  contemplated  changes  were  de- 

I  pendent  upon  the  lives  of  two  right  rev- 
Prelates,  one  of  whom  was  present,  and 
he  hoped  the  other  was  likely  to  live  as 
long  as  the  right  rev.  Prelate  who  was 
then  present,  and  gave  promise  from  his 
appearance  of  a  long  life. 

The  Bishop  of  Norwich  could  not  allow 
this  bill  to  pass  without  expressing  his 

j  opinion.  He  should  be  sorry  that  it  should 
go  forth  to  the  public,  that  he  was  hostile 
to  the  continuance  of  bishops  in  Wales. 
So  far  from  it,  he  should  be  desirous  that 

I  these  two  bishops  should  continue,  and  he 
should  be  glad  to  see  the  number  of  the 
bishops  generally  increased,  particolarly 
in  the  larger  dioceses  where  the  work  to 
be  done  was  more  than  could  be  effect  o- 
ally  performed  by  one  individual ;  and  for 
this  reason,  he  should  be  grateful  if  the 
noble  Duke  at  the  head  of  the  Govern- 
ment would  allow  of  the  appointment  of 
another  bishop  in  the  extensive  district 
which  he  (the  Bishop  of  Norwich)  had  lo 
superintend.  But  there  was  another  and 
pressing  consideration  to  be  attended  to— « 
and  here  he  should  have  thought  it  his  duty 
to  trouble  their  Lordships  with  some  statis- 
tical accounts  which  lie  had  drawn  up, 
had  he  not  been  anticipated  by  the  most 
rev.  Prelate  (the  Archbishop  of  Canter- 
bury). He  would,  however,  just  refer  them 
to  the  number  of  benefices  in  a  certaio 
number  of  dioceses  in  support  of  his  views» 
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thus — Lincoln  contained  1072;  Norwich 
897;  Cheater  about  700;  York  690; 
Lichfield  491  ;  St.  David's  454 ;  while 
the  joint  sees  of  St.  Asaph  and  Bangor 
contained  only  258.  That  is  not  much 
more  than  half  the  number  in  St.  David's 
where  there  was  only  one  bishop,  and 
about  one  quarter  only  of  the  number  in 
the  diocese  of  Lincoln.  When  it  was 
therefore  borne  in  mind,  that  the  dioceses 
of  St.  Asaph  and  Bangor  comprised  but 
258  benefices,  and  that  the  district  pro- 
posed for  the  diocese  of  Manchester  con- 
tained 1,340,000  souls,  it  was  hardly 
possible  to  hesitate  in  preferring  the 
interests  of  the  latter.  Anxious  though 
he  was  to  preserve  to  both  the  Welch  sees 
their  bishops,  provided  it  could  be  secured 
without  endangering  more  momentous  in- 
terests. Before  he  sat  down,  he  would 
take  the  liberty  of  turning  their  Lordships' 
attention  to  a  singular  argument  urged  by 
a  writer  of  whose  name  he  had  not  the 
slightest  knowledge,  and  on  whose  opin- 
ion he  might  therefore  animadvert,  with- 
out any  supposed  feelings  of  a  personal 
nature,  for  the  retention  of  two  bishops  in 
North  Wales.  This  writer,  he  begged  to 
observe,  professed  himself  to  be  a  staunch 
friend  to  the  Church,  and  vented  his  dis- 
approbation of  the  conduct  of  the  eccle- 
siastical commissioners  in  no  measured 
terms,  asserting  that — 

'^  His  late  Majesty  was  pleased,  in  an  evil 
hour,  to  issue  a  commission  to  certain  persons 
lay,  as  well  as  ecclesiastic,  to  advise  him  re« 
spectiog  certain  alterations  in  the  spiritual 
state  of  the  kingdom,  which  the  commissioners 
undertook  to  do,  to  the  satisfaction,  as  it 
turned  out,  of  none  but  those  whose  enmity  to 
the  Church  was  notorious." 

That  the  prelates  in  that  day  quailed 
beneath  the  popular  cry.  That  these 
alarming  intermeddlings  with  the  episcopal 
seats  and  diversion  of  the  revenues  of  the 
cathedral  churches  could  be  justified  only 
upon  the  principles  of  the  great  rebellion, 
that  the  union  of  these  two  sees  might  be 
looked  upon  as  a  deed  of  sacrilege — that 
the  division  of  a  diocese  against  the  will 
of  the  bishop  was  a  robbery  upon  him,  and 
such  violent  attacks  upon  the  unity  of  the 
Church  were  of  the  highest  sin.  After 
such  remarks,  the  professed  friend  of  the 
Church  went  on  to  vindicate  the  ne- 
cessity for  the  two  sees,  by  alleging  the  dis- 
reputable character  of  the  clergy,  asserting 
that  the  increase  of  sects  in  that  country 
(North  Wales)  was  beyond  the  imagina- 
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tion  of  those  who  had  never  seen  it,  that 
the  Church  was  literally  desolate,  that 
the  clergy  required  a  careful  and  watchful 
superintendence, — that  being  cut  off  from 
many  of  the  advantages  which  their  more 
favoured  brethren  in  England  possessed, 
they  were  the  more  ready  to  fall  into  ha^* 
bits  of  indolence  or  of  disobedience.  That 
discipline  was  almost  disused  there,  and 
that  habits  of  life  that  would  and  did  shut 
a  man  out  from  worldly  society,  were  not 
so  rare  in  that  country  as  they  ought  to 
be,  and  that,  in  consequence,  these  clergy 
required  most  active  episcopal  superin- 
tendence. Now,  he  (the  Bishop  of  Nor- 
wich) was  prepared  to  say,  that  whatever 
their  conduct  might  have  been  in  the  la- 
mentable state  of  apathy  in  which  the 
Church  had  for  a  season  allowed  to  creep 
over  and  cripple  its  exertions,  such  charges 
were,  at  present,  in  great  measure,  libel- 
lous, ana  he  would  appeal  to  his  right 
rev.  Friend  (the  Bishop  of  Bangor),  whe- 
ther a  change  had  not  taken  place.  He 
could  speak  from  good  authority,  that 
they  were  following  the  example  of  the 
other  clergy  of  England,  and  were  greatly 
advancing  in  spirituality  and  devotion, 
and  fully  participated  in  the  revival  going 
forward  in  the  Church,  sincerely  desirous 
of  upholding  alike  the  efficiency  and  the 
honour  of  their  order,  the  estimation  and 
dignity  of  the  Chuiich,  and  the  real  wel- 
fare of  the  country.  Fully  alive,  then, 
though  he  was,  to  the  importance  of  pre- 
serving as  close  as  possible  a  juxta-posi- 
tion  and  connexion  between  the  dioceses 
and  their  clergy,  he  was  compelled  by  a 
sense  of  duty  to  an  enormous  and  unpro- 
vided population  to  adhere  to  the  existing 
arrangement. 

Lord  Lyttleton  said,  that  after  the  gra- 
tifying speeches  he  had  heard  from  right 
rev.  Prelates,  he  felt  satisfied  that  the  pro- 
posed union  could  not  take  place;  and 
he  doubted  not  that  their  Lordships  felt 
every  desire  to  avoid  it.  There  was  no 
force  in  the  objections  urged  against  en- 
tertaining the  present  proposal,  as,  for  in- 
stance, that  the  surrender  of  the  Bishopric 
of  Manchester  was  involved  in  adopting 
it,  or  the  analogies  suggested  between  the 
present  and  such  cases  as  that  of  Bristol 
and  Gloucester.  As  little  ground  did 
there  appear  to  be  for  the  apprehensions 
hinted,  rather  obscurely,  about  disturbing 
existing  arrangements,  the  fact  being  that 
existing  arrangements  were  only  pro- 
spective, and  as  they  had  effected  as  yet 
2D 
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BMMt    VJJ^npedienl  to  aim  it  wiihoat 

bisho  yjL,  Kbiiiiuted  proviiion  for  to  im- 

■eei.  f^^popnlation  at  that  the  tntereils 

diS<  <jS^  were  at  iiake.     Till  that  object 

and  /*^^fwe>cd — and  glodlv  ihould  he  find 

wh'  ^^he  muit  adhere  to  the  existing  ar- 

ts|i  <J^ienl;    and   he   hoped   the   preicni 

flif   'SmbI  would  be  withdrawn. 

tc  r^^  Biibop  of  London,  in  exfdanition, 

%'    ja^  he  ifaould   wiih   to  coriert  ihu  cani- 

I   ^n  error,  that  ihe  lint  commi'non  exiited 

ig B dcliberalivc  body,  wliere»«it  had  l*eeii 

(■pernedcd    by  the    existing   roinmivion, 

gitablished  hit  the  purpowi  of  eicruiioe' 

the  meaiiirei  rerumftienilcd  bv  ihi'  r'ornier 

MM,  and  Mtiniuiied  bv  Act  of  I'jrii-imriit. 

He  thoiild  \k  happy  to  lind  anv  ni^^iii*  of 
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^  Bpon  me,  and  knowing  that  a  difle rents 

■"*  , ,  (^  (  of  opinion  prevnils  at  to  whether  it  ii  or 

."  ^  I**.*  ^^'hmh  wellnowto^  toadiviiion.    Under 

^      ^■'**^  ipie'oidinary  circumita&cea  I  shonlu  prefer  to 

"    ■-%  ■''  '^    t  WIow  tbe  same  straightforward  course  on 

■-^-n'  I**    ^  iheja  public  question  which   t  ihould  in  pri- 

V,^i"*^'"f'i  ^■.Inie  coDceras,  and,  as  we  are  ail  prepared 
^'^  ^    > '^  „ol   Ibr  it,  conclude  my  motion  by  ^o^  to  a 
''^■^•Jf   Vnone   division.    But  aflerilie  iii:;g.siiona  of  ihe 
■*  ■    '  right  rev.  Pit-late  and  il.c  noble  Mart|ueai 

(Marquess  of  Salisbury),  and  the  nnivenal 
mon::  your  Lordships  in  faroar  of 
the  early  establishment  of  a  Bitboptic  of 
Manchester,  I  think  ii  wilt  be  a  prudeat 
course  for  me,  with  your  Lordshlpa'  per- 
miMion,  to  withilraw  the  bill  for  the  ptc- 
reserviiig  to  myself  the  power  of 
again  bringing  the  subject  to  yoor  Lord- 
ships' notice,  if  satisfactory  measures  are 
not  adopted  in  retpect  of  the  bishopric  of 
Manchester  and  the  bichoprica  of  St. 
Asaph  and  of  Bangor. 

The  Duke  of  WtlVrngton  had  no  ob- 
jection to  )ii^  noble  Friend's  motion 
being  withdrawn.  When  his  noble  Friend 
brought  in  a  bill  another  liae,  he  wouhl 
recommend  him,  in  the  first  instance,  le 
have  the  Queen  s  conient  to  have  the  lah- 
jcct  taken  into  consideration. 

Amendment  and  motion  withdrawn. 
The  House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  past 
twelve  o'clock. 
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Canadian  Wheat  and  Flour, 


Danitk  Clami- 


Ooorge'a,  (M«iil™ei|,  ReAding.  ud  Honh«m,  fiJT  Iho 
RtlHal  of  (he  Com-liin.— By  Mr.  8.  tyariai,  horn  L\- 
merick.  Mr.  FiEBcti.  iml  Lncd  CtMentfUi,  ukI  Mr.  J. 
lyBricn,  from  ihne  other  plKv,  ifaiiut  iJu  Iriiih 
Pnor-liw. — By  GcnerA]  Lygon,  Trom  KiddRminitcr^ 
[tor   Curyii^;  out   nowlud   HUTi  IHui  of  P«t  Of- 


-.  MgtirM  thi 


the  UaiL  Coach  Contnot  to 


fjim  St.  MniBurCi  ud  St. 

ivoui  of  th*  HmlOi  of  Toinx 
BUI.— kniin  riyinauth,  agilml  (he  Turnpike  Roadi  Dill. 
— Prnm  Llierpwli  '>>''  giving  EmplaTniai(  and  Edum. 
linn  u  aU  BitOili  SutjcM  dephnd  o(  (hsi'  Work  bf 
Macliiiuiffy. 

Canadian  Wheat  and  Flour.]  Mr. 
HH}nc  wished  lo  call  the  atteation  of  ilie 
House  to  a  circumstance  which  occurred 
relating  lo  ihe  resolution*  as  lo  Canada 
com  on  which  the  House  had  decided  bit 
night.  In  the  resolutions  as  ihey  had  been 
agreed  to  last  night,  were  the  words,  "  du- 
ties imposed  upon  wheat  and  wheat  flour ;" 
but  in  the  same  resolution  as  published 
in  ihe  voles  of  to-day  were  interpolaie4 
ihe  words,  "  the  produce  of."  Now,  il 
appeared  lo  him  that  theae  words  limited 
llie  concession  to  flour  from  corn  ^own 
in  Canada,  but  ihai  was  Dot  the  sense  in 
which  he  had  voted  for  the  recolutlon.  He 
hoped  ihe  noble  Lord  would  give  »oroe 
explanation  of  the  circuroitance. 

Lord  Stanley  was  sorry  that  ba  and  hii 
hoD.  Ffiends  had  obtained  the  benefit  of 
the  vote  of  the  hon,  H««ber~[Mr.  Hune : 
"  And  my  speech,  too,"] — and  the  bon. 
Member's  speech,  which  be  did  not  vtaa 
to  undervalue,  uoiier  an*  tsisappreben- 
sion,  but  if  the  hon.  Member  really 
v(jied  tinijer  any  such  miiappreliension, 
be  would  have  an  opportunity  of  cor* 
reeling  il  at  a  future  stage  of  the  pro- 
ceedingg  on  the  resolution  :  but,  in  fact, 
the  alteration  of  which  the  bon.  Member 
complained  was  merely  verbal,  and  made 
no  change  in  tite  principle  of  the  measure. 
It  had  been  aslied  six  tinies  pver  since  the 
subject  wa«  6r*t  introduced,  whether  any 
distinction  was  to  be  made  between  flour 
the  produce  of  wheat  grown  in  Canada  and 
flour  the  produce  of  wheat  grown  in  the 
United  States?  and  llie  answer  wa*  that 
there  hsi  lo  be  none  ;  and  that  no  change 
was  10  be  made  in  the  law  respecting 
wheat  and  flour  brought  here  from  America. 
Flour  the  produce  of   AmericAD  wheat 
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ground  in  Canada  was,  he  repealed,  lo  be 
considered  as  if  it  had  beQn  grown  Id  Ca- 
nadi. 


Bubble  Cohfahies  —  Mehchant 
Seamen's  Fund.]  Mr,  XaioucAere  wished 
to  know  from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  (Mr.  Gladstone)  what  was  the 
parliciilar  course  he  intended  lo  pursue 
with  leapect  to  bubble  companies:  He 
should  also  like  to  know  whelher  Govern- 
ment intended  to  adopt  an^  measure  with 
respect  to  the  mal-adminisiration  of  the 
merchant  seamen's  fund? 

Mr.  Gladstone  intended  to  revive  the 
select  commiltee  of  1841,  relating  lo  such 
companies.  The  subject  lo  which  the 
second  question  referred  was  one  involving 
very  complicated  details,  many  of  which 
were  already  under  consideration.  As  to 
tlie  course  which  it  mi^ht  be  advisable  to 
ndopt,  he  was  unwilhog  at  present  to 
pledge  himself  lo  any  particular  measure, 


Dauisii  Claims.]  Mr,  Hawes:  Sir, 
when  I  recollect  how  often  the  subject  of 
iha  Danish  cluims  has  been  brought  under 
the  oonsideraiion  of  the  House  in  the  in- 
terval from  1808  to  ihs  present  lime,  and 
how  often  it  has  been  discussed  by  many 
of  its  roost  distinguished  Members,  1  own 
I  wish  it  bad  fallen  to  the  lot  of  some  one, 
whose  learning  and  authority  would  givf 
weight  to  bis  argument  ia  sdnMating 
these  just  oiairaa,  again  to  solicit  the  at- 
tention of  tbe  House  to  the  subject;  but. 
Sir,  being  requested  by  those  who  ara 
deeply  interettra  in  the  question  to  bring 
it  once  more  before  the  House,  and  be- 
lieving as  I  do  that  these  claims  are 
founded  in  justice,  1  have  yielded  to  their 
vrish.  Sir,  there  are  two  points  of  view 
n  which  1  shall  regard  this  subject.  Fjnt 
f  all,  1  shall  reviev  the  proceedings  of 
he  House  with  regard  to  these  cleimi; 
and  next,  I  shall  briefly  allude  to  the  pe- 
culiar circumstangei  of  the  case,  and  the 
rinciples  of  juMice  and  of  equity  upon 
hich,  without  any  reference  to  the  pro- 
ceediags  of  the  House,  I  believe  theae 
cUiiBt  to  be  founded.  Sir,  I  might  rest 
ly  case  upon  the  proceedings  of  tha 
House  alone,  but  if  I  did  it  would  re- 
n  ma  from  urging  those  claims  of  jus- 
tice, on  which  it  might  be  said  il  ongbt  lo 
rest;  and  though  I  cannot  therefore  sroid 
reopening  the  whole  case,  yet  it  has  but 
so  recently  been  jx>werfully  argued  as  to 
demand  but  a  brief  reeapitiUatioti  of  the 
2D8 
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principal  poinU  involved  in  the  discotsion. 
Sir,  diirin;;  the  late  war  with  France,  io 
1*^07,  it  16  matter  of  history,  the  English 
Government,  apprehending  from  the  coo- 
duct  and  policy  of  France,  of  which  it  had 
secret  intelligence  that  the  Danish  fleet 
would  be  pressed  into  its  service,  and  used 
against  us,  the  more  eflectually  to  maintain 
the  blockade  of  the  Continent  against  our 
commerce,  determined  to  anticipate  the 
designs  of  France,  and  take  possession  of 
the  fleet.  This  act  of  course  led  ulti- 
mately to  a  war  between  England  and 
Denmark ;  and  previously  to  tite  formal 
declaration  of  which,  which  was  deltyed 
for  political  objects,  ships,  and  property, 
belonging  to  the  subjects  of  the  two  coun- 
tries, were  reciprocally  seized  and  confis- 
cated. Out  of  these  acts  arise  the  claims 
of  certain  British  merchants  for  compen- 
sation. During  a  period  of  flve-and- 
thirty  years  their  claims  have  been  urged 
on  the  attention  of  the  Government,  but 
it  was  only  in  1834  they  were  success- 
fully brought  under  the  consideration  of 
the  House  of  Commons.  In  that  year 
they  were  brought  before  the  House  by 
my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Sheflield. 
On  that  occasion,  the  House,  by  a  general 
concurrence  of  opinion  in  their  fairness 
and  justice,  induced  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  of  that  day  to  yield  to  inquiry. 
And  in  consequence  of  the  motion  of  my 
hon.  Friend,  to  which  I  have  referred,  a 
commission  was  appointed  to  inquire  into 
the  nature  and  extent  of  the  claims.  The 
Commissioners  so  appointed  divided  the 
claimants  into  three  distinct  classes  ;  those 
three  classes  were  these ;  the  flrst,  consist- 
in|;  of  the  owners  of  book  debts  confis- 
cated ;  the  second,  of  the  owners  of  goods 
seized  on  shore;  and  the  third,  consisting 
of  the  owners  of  ships  and  cargoes  afloat. 
The  Treasury  left  the  question  to  Parlia- 
ment, to  decide  whether  any  or  all  the&e 
claims  were  to  be  admitted  or  not;  and  I 
br<^  to  remark,  that  the  Treasury,  by  con- 
senting to  the  inquiry,  adopted  at  least 
the  opinion  of  the  House  in  favour  of  the 
general  principles  of  equity  on  which  the 
claims  were  contended  for  by  the  Methber 
for  Sheflield.  In  1S36  Pnrliament  sanc- 
tioned the  payment,  and  the  Treasury 
paid  the  claimants  comprised  within  the 
two  first  classes,  but  refused  to  pay  those 
of  the  third  class,  consisting  of  the  own- 
ers of  ships  and  cargoes  afloat.  The  re- 
fusal to  pay  tiiis  class  was  grounded  on 
the  opinion  gifen  by  the  law  ofllicers  of 


the  Crown,  that  all  ships  and  cargoo, 
whether  in  port  or  on  the  high  mm, 
might  be  seized  and  confiscated,  thoogh 
the  two,  the  Daoisb  and  English  Govern- 
ments were  not  formally  at  war.  At  the 
present  moment  I  do  not  aean  to  raiie 
any  question  with  regard  to  that  decwon 
I  am  now  simply  recalling  the  leveral 
decisions  the  House  has  come  to  from 
time  to  time  when  these  claims  have  been 
brought  under  consideration.  Bat  not- 
withstanding the  opinions  so  said  to  be 
given  by  the  law  officers  of  the  Crown*  in 
the  year  1838  these  claims  were  again 
brought  ander  the  notice  of  Parliament^ 
and  on  that  occasion  the  Hoose,  by  a 
majority  of  thirty-foar,  authorized  the 
fiovfrnment  to  pay  this  third  class.  The 
Treasury  determined  not  to  give  effect  Io 
the  opinion  of  the  Hoase,  and  therefore 
while  it  yielded  to  a  further  inqntry  called 
for  by  the  House,  it  restrained  the  Cob- 
missiooers  from  coming  to  any  judicial  de- 
cision. All,  therefore,  the  Commissiooers 
could  do  was  to  make  the  inquiry,  hot 
without  coming  to  a  judicial  decision. 
This  not  being  satisfaclory  to  those  who 
thought  the  demands  of  the  claimants 
were  just,  in  1 839  the  question  was  again 
brought  before  the  House,  and  a  motion 
carried  that  the  Commissiooers  should  be 
called  upon  to  adjudicate  upon  the  claims 
sent  in.  The  Commissioners  then  embodied 
their  decision  in  a  Report  dated  Maj 
12,  1840,  in  which  they  sUted,  as  the 
result  of  the  whole  investigation,  that 
there  were  116  claims,  amounting,  in  ally 
to  the  sum  of  225,000/.  Notwithstand- 
ing these  repeated  decisions  of  the  Hoose 
of  Commons — decisions  come  to  certainly 
after  considerable  discussion,  in  which 
some  of  the  ablest  Men  in  Parliament  de- 
livered their  opinions  upon  the  subject, 
the  Treasury  still  declined  to  ask  the 
House  for  a  vote  in  liquidation  of  them  ; 
and,  accordingly,  in  1841,  another  mo- 
tion was  made  and  carried  for  a  com- 
mittee of  the  whole  House  to  address 
the  Crown,  and  give  an  assurance  to 
provide  the  sum  necessary  to  meet  the 
claims  ascertained  to  be  due  by  the  com- 
missioners. Still  the  Oovemment  deter- 
mined to  resist,  and  nothing  was  done  m 
cons4>qucnce  of  that  motion.  In  June 
1841,  however,  Mr.  Cress  well,  then  Mem* 
ber  for  Liverpool,  and  since  raised  to  the 
Bench,  whose  name  alone  gives  weight  Io 
the  cause  of  the  claimants,  and  strength- 
ened by  which  I  venture  to  MUm 
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Bgaid  successfully  brought  the  subject 
under  the  consideration  of  the  House,  ex- 
pressing a  strong  opinion  in  favour  of 
them,  and  arguing  in  support  of  them  not 
only  on  legal  but  on  grounds  of  general 
policy  and  justice.  He  was  opposed  on 
that  occasion  by  my  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  near  me,  the  Member  for  Wor- 
cester (Sir  T.  Wilde)  then  Solicitor- 
general.  I  have  now  brought  the  House 
down  to  the  last  motion  made  on  this 
subject ;  and  I  have  shown  that,  by  a 
succession  of  decisions,  the  House  has  re- 
peatedly assented  to  the  justice  of  the 
grounds  on  which  these  claims  are  sup- 
ported. I  shall  just  mention  the  various 
majorities  by  which  the  motions  on  this 
subject  were  carried  in  this  House.  The 
first  majority  amounted  to  34,  the  next  to 
62,  the  third  to  3),  and  the  fourth  and 
most  important  motion,  recognising  the 
third  class  of  claims,  was  carried  by  a 
majority  of  11.  Having  thus  shown  that 
I  have  the  opinion  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons in  my  favour,  I  wish  to  say  one  word 
upon  the  justice  and  the  special  circum- 
stances of  the  case.  It  has  been  said  in 
previous  debates  that  the  payment  of  these 
claims  involved  the  important  question  of 
the  justice  or  injustice  of  the  expedition  to 
Copenhagen.  But  I  raise  no  such  ques- 
tion. It  is  not  necessary  that  I  should  do 
so*  The  question,  however,  that  I  do 
raise  is  this : — Whether,  should  it  be  the 
interest  of  this  country  to  pursue  a  certain 
line  of  policy  for  the  general  safety  of  the 
empire,  demanding  great  secrecy  and 
great  caution  in  order  to  ensure  success — 
whether,  should  that  be  the  case,  it  would 
not  be  a  great  injustice  to  make  British 
merchants,  and  especially  that  class  of 
merchants  most  likely  to  suffer  in  such  a 
case — namely,  the  shipowners  and  parties 
connected  with  the  foreign  trade ;  — 
whether  it  would  not  be  altogether  unjus- 
tifiable to  make  that  class  only  bear  the 
consequences  of  that  course  of  policy 
which,  under  special  circumstances,  the 
Government  thought  it  advisable  to  adopt  ? 
a  course  of  policy  in  this  case  be  it  re- 
membered quite  without  a  parallel,  and 
unlike  every  other  act  committed  during 
the  period  of  our  long  and  arduous  conflict 
with  France.  I  know  it  has  been  urged, 
and  urged  very  strongly  by  the  noble 
Lord,  the  Member  for  the  City  of  London, 
that  this  injury  to  our  merchants  and  ship- 
owners was  an  unavoidable  injury,  in  the 
ordinary  course  of  war.    But  that  I  dis- 


tinctly deny.  It  was  not  under  the  or- 
dinary circumstances  of  war  that  these 
losses  were  incurred.  War  did  not  for- 
mally commence  till  a  period  after  the 
seizure  of  the  ships  in  question,  and  I 
believe  I  may  safely  say,  that  no  prece- 
dent can  be  quoted  of  hostilities  being 
commenced  or  having  risen  under  similar 
circumstances.  There  is  no  precedent  of 
the  kind.  I  find  no  trace  of  an  allusion 
to  any  parallel  case  in  the  course  of  the 
previous  debates  upon  the  subject;  and  I 
am,  therefore,  entitled  to  consider  this  as 
a  wholly  special  case,  not  likely  to  be 
quoted  hereafter,  and  not  likely  to  lead  to 
other  claims  upon  the  Government.  It  is 
a  case  so  distinct  in  all  the  circumstances 
accompanying  it,  that  if  the  House  accede 
to  my  proposition  there  can  be  no  ground 
for  the  apprehensions  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer, that  future  claims  will  arise  in  con- 
sequence of  yielding  to  a  claim  of  justice 
in  this  case.  I  think  I  am  quite  entitled 
to  take  this  view  of  the  case,  even  from 
what  has  fallen  on  a  former  occasion  from 
my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Member 
for  Worcester.  My  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  has  in  fact  shown  that  this  is  a 
special  and  peculiar  case,  both  as  to  the 
principle  of  the  claims,  and  therefore  as 
to  the  consequences  which  would  follow 
their  acknowledgement.  My  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  has  asked  whether  the 
seizure  of  the  goods  of  British  merchants 
in  a  time  of  war,  would  involve  a  claim  for 
compensation  ?  I  admit  that  it  might  not. 
But  that  is  not  the  case.  The  policy  pur- 
sued in  this  instance  was  a  policy  of  a 
peculiar  character,  necessarily  involving 
perfect  secrecy,  which  deprived  our  mer- 
chants of  all  the  ordinary  means  of  pro- 
tecting their  interests.  My  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  stated  on  a  former  occa- 
sion, that  the  Government  had  obtained 
secret  information  that  it  was  intended 
that  the  Danish  fleet  should  be  used 
against  this  country,  that  there  was  a 
secret  article  in  the  treaty  of  Tilsit  to  that 
effect,  and  that  the  Government  having 
received  information  of  it,  had  anticipated 
and  defeated  the  project^  But  then  a 
Govemnient  acting  in  anticipation  of  the 
presumed  arrangements  of  a  treaty  for  na- 
tional interests,  let  it  be  admitted,  on  that 
account,  is  surely  under  stronger  obliga- 
tions generously  to  consider  the  peculiar 
interests  of  the  owners  of  goods  and  ships 
afloat.    Such  wai  the  argument  of  my 
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hon.  and  learned  Friend,  and  without 
combating  his  argument,  1  rest  my  ca»e 
upon  tho  special  circumstaoces  attending 
it,  as  admitted  by  him.  With  the  policy 
of  that  anticipation  of  the  secret  article  of 
the  treaty  of  Tilsit  I  do  not  quarrel— with 
the  policy  where  the  interests  of  the  coun- 
try were  concerned,  of  maintaining  perfect 
secrecy,  and  acting  with  promptitude  and 
vigour,  I  do  not  quarrel;  but  I  do  say, 
that  the  merchauts  were  deprived  of  all 
the  ordinary  forewarnings  of  hostilities, 
and  that  their  claims  are  entitled  to  a 
more  favourable  consideration,  because  it 
was  utterly  impossible  that  they  could 
have  exercised  tnat  caution  and  vigilauce 
which,  on  ordinary  occasions,  they  are 
lx)und  to  exercise  to  guard  against  Josses 
of  the  kind  in  question,  llierefore,  upon 
my  hon.  Friend's  own  statement,  the  Go- 
vernment acted  upon  secret  information, 
in  anticipation  of  something  which  they 
thought  might  happen ;  and  if  so,  that 
has  invested  this  case  with  a  peculiar  cha- 
racter, and  has  given  to  these  merchants 
a  claim,  iu  my  opinion,  to  compensation 
from  the  country^  which  is  novel  and 
special,  and  such  a  claim  as  can  hardly 
ever  arise  again.  It  must  also  be  recol- 
lected that  it  was  strongly  argued  by  my 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  that  tiie  known 
fact  of  the  fleet  having  been  fitted  out, 
and  having  arrived  on  the  coast  of  Den- 
mark, ought  to  have  been  a  warning  to 
British  subjects.  Now,  Sir,  I  have  been 
looking  over  the  former  debates,  and  I 
find  it  stated  that  the  fleet  was  not  sent 
out  for  the  purpose  of  immediate  hostili- 
ties, but  to  aid  in  carrying  oo  negotia- 
tions; and  the  presence  of  the  fleet  was 
made  the  groundwork  of  negotiations — 
negotiations  begun,  and  renewed  even 
after  the  attack  on  Copenhagen,  and  the 
very  first  proclamation  of  the  British  ad. 
miral,  which  first  threw  light  upon  the 
object  of  the  expedition  expressly  declared 
so.  I  iind  Mr.  Canning  stating  that  the 
declaration  of  war  was  actually  delayed 
in  the  hope  that  negotiations  might  even 
after  that  event  be  successfully  renewed. 
Now,  if  that  were  the  case,  I  think  it 
anything  but  a  fair  argument  ou  the  part 
of  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  to  say, 
that  British  merchants  ought  to  have  taken 
warning  from  the  fitting  out  of  the  fleet. 
The  statement  of  Mr.  Canning  entitles 
these  claimants  to  great  consideration. 
It  was  also  raeDtioned  during  the  late 
debate,  that  all  these  claims  kui  occurred 


after  the  I6thof  August,  1807,  when  a 
proclamation    had    been   issued   by  the 
Danish   government,    which    was  tanta- 
mount to  a  declaratioD  of  war,  but  that 
proclamation    was  never  so  considered; 
and  this  is  proved  by  the  proceedings  io 
the  case,  of  the  ship  Orion,  taken  the  10th 
of  October,  which  was  made  the  subject 
of  litigation  in  the  Admiralty  Court,  and 
in  which    the  Court  decided   that   the 
seizure  had  taken  place  prior  to  the  do- 
claration  of  hostilities.    1  take  that  deci- 
sion of  the  Court  as  an  authority  oo  that 
subject  greater  than  the  statement  of  the 
hoD.  and  learned  Gentleman.     My  hon. 
and  learned   Friend  takes   the   16th  of 
August  as  the  date  of  a  formal  and  ofiicial 
declaration  of  war.     But  the  fact  is  not 
so.     I  find,  only  on  the  4th  of  November, 
three  months  after  a  formal  declaration  of 
war  against  Denmark,  on  the  part  of  Eog. 
land.     In  fact,  the  Danish  prodamatioo, 
dated  Gluckstadt,   16th  of  August,  was 
not  a  declaration  of  war,  because  negotia- 
tions were  not  broken  off ;  and  the  Danish 
declaration  of  war  was  not  issued  until  as 
late  as  the  24th  of  December.     Now,  Sir, 
I  think,  therefore,  I  am  free  to  say  that  I 
have  shown  there  are  very  special  circum- 
stances in  the  case,  that  compensation  to 
these  claimants  is  not  likely  to  be  quoted 
as  a  precedent ;  and  if  then,  io  addition, 
I  show  that  my  cause  is  just — and  1  have 
a  right  to  assume  that  it  is  from  tlie  fre- 
quent decisions  of  this  House — if  1  show 
that,  and  further  that  it  is  a  special  case, 
I  overcome  a  great  portion  of  the  objec- 
tions which  the  present  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  has  taken,  on  naore  occasions 
than  one,  to  the  settlement  of  these  claims. 
It  has  been  said,  however,  that  the  claioi- 
ants  have    been    guilty  of  laches,  and 
thereby  have  forfeited  their  claim  to  the 
attention  of  the  House.    That,  however, 
is  an  unfounded  statement     There  was  a 
memorial  presented  to  the  Treasunf  iu 
1808,  another  in  1809,  to  which  Mr.  Wil- 
berforce  was  a  party  ;  there  were  also  ne- 
niorials  in   1810,  in  1818,  and  in  1820. 
It  is  true,  that  from  1825  to  1834,  iheic 
docs  not  appear  to  have  been  any  pro- 
ceedings instituted  on  the  subject,  either 
with  respect  to  the  Treasury  or  the  House 
of  Commons,  —  perhaps    the    inporUiU 
events,  and  the  frequent  changes  in  the 
administration  during  those  years,   maj 
account  for  this.     I  trust,  however,  in  de* 
cidiog    this  question    to-day,    tliat    the 
House  will  keep  in  mind  the  bige  aawiHit 
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of  moDey  thai  came  into  the  possession  of 
the  British  Government— 1,100,000/.— by 
the  con6scation  of  Danish  property.  That 
property  ought  to  have  been  held  as  9 
trust  fund,  out  of  which  the  claims  of  this 
nature  might  be  paid  were  to  be  liqui- 
dated,—and  it  was  at  one  time  so  consi- 
dered^ inasmuch  as  in  1810^  Mr.  Perceval 
stated  that  the  confiscated  Danish  pro- 
perty was  a  fund  out  of  which  British 
merchants  might  have  their  just  claims 
satisfied.  And  in  another  point  of  view  it 
appears  to  me  this  fund  is  justly  liable  to 
pay  these  claims.  I  think  I  have  shown 
that  this  seizure  did  not  take  place  during 
a  time  of  war,  and  I  do  not  know  to  what 
document  or  what  date  the  hon.  Gentle* 
man  opposite,  who  dissents  from  me, 
refers,  when  he  says  that  there  was  a  prior 
declaration  of  war.  I  contend  that  the 
declaration  which  has  been  said  to  be  a 
declaration  of  war  is  no  such  declaration. 
If,  therefore,  these  seizures  took  place  be- 
fore the  formal  declaration  of  war,— and 
that  they  did  so  Mr.  Canning  is  an  unim- 
peacable  evidence, — then  I  say,  they  are 
to  be  looked  upon  in  the  light  of  reprisals. 
As  we  raised  a  large  fund  by  the  seizure  of 
Danish  property,  I  think  our  own  mer- 
chants have  a  fair  right  to  consider  a  fund 
obtained  by  acts  of  reprisal  on  Danish 
property,  a  fund  out  of  which  their  claims 
arising  out  of  the  seizure  of  English  ships 
and  cargoes  ought  to  be  paid.  But  I 
should  not  presume  to  urge  this  argument 
upon  the  House  so  confidently  as  I  do, 
were  I  not  supported  in  it  by  others  who 
have  preceded  me,  in  comparison  with 
whose  opinions  my  own  must  be  of  very 
little  value.  I  can,  however,  refer  to  an 
opinion  of  the  greatest  weight  concurring 
with  the  views  which  I  now  take  the 
liberty  to  state  on  this  subject, — I  mean 
that  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
the  Solicitor-general  opposite.  I  find  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Solicitor- 
general  said,  in  183G,  in  an  opinion  upon 
a  case  submitted  to  him, 

*'  It  appears  to  me  that  the  claimants  for 
losses  by  the  seizure  of  their  ships  and  cargoes 
make  out  a  very  strong  case  for  the  equitable 
considctration  of  the  Government." 

Now,  this,  the  equity  and  justice  of  the 
case,  is  the  main  grouiK)  on  which  I  rely. 
I  do  not  rely  upon  technicalities.  I  rest 
upon  the  broad  ground  of  justice.  Nor  does 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  stand 
alone  in  his  opinion.  He  speaks  in  con- 
juQctioQ  with  another  emiaent  lawyer^ — a 


lawyer  peculiarly  qualified  to  pronounce 
an  opinion  on  a  case  of  this  nature,  oa 
account  of  his  great  acquaintance  with 
international  law.  Dr.  Lushiogton,  the 
present  judge  of  the  High  Court  oC  Admi- 
ralty, the  very  highest  authority  in  this 
country  upon  this  subject,  and  in  a  branch 
of  law  to  which  this  question  peculiarly 
belongs,  gave  a  similar  opinion,  and  said^ 
in  1835,  that 

^'The  retention  of  Danish  jproperty,  without 
coropeosatiog  the  British  sufferers,  is  not  con- 
sistent with  my  notions  of  justice.  The  ground 
upon  which  the  claimants  rest  is  that  it  is  a 
great  hardsiiip  for  British  subjects  to  lose  their 
property  by  Acts  of  the  Crowo,  when  those 
very  Acts  of  the  Crown  brought  to  the  country 
a  much  greater  property  than  it  lost" 

Dr.  Lushington  said,  in  fact,  that  the 
British  Crown,  having  obtained  by  this 
act — whether  rightly  or  wrongly,  I  do  not 
now  inquire— more  property  than  the  sub- 
jects of  the  Crown  had  lost,  the  subjects  of 
the  Crown  might  fairly  look  to  that  fund 
or  compensation.  I  nope,  therefore,  the 
Solicitor-general  will  not  now  oppose  a 
motion  which  in  1836  he  thought  fairly 
entitled  to  the  equitable  consideration  of 
the  House.  Now,  Sir,  before  I  conclude 
my  case,  I  must  refer  the  House  to  one  or 
two  of  the  names  of  Members  who  voted 
for  those  claims.  A  very  large  number  of 
the  Gentlemen  opposite  voted  for  their 
liquidation,  and  it  will  not  now,  I  am 
sure,  be  considered  a  party  question.  It 
is  one  which  I  trust  will  be  decided  on 
equitable  considerations,  and  without  re- 
ference to  parties.  On  former  occasions 
such  was  the  intermingling  of  parties,  that 
it  was  impossible  for  any  one  to  know  be- 
forehand what  the  decision  of  the  House 
would  be  from  the  party  in  power.  So  I 
trust  it  will  be  on  the  present  occasion, 
and  I  hope  that  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
will  recollect  the  votes  they  gave  on  former 
occasions,  and  will  not  alter  their  opinions 
from  the  imperfect  manner  in  which  I 
have  stated  the  case.  There  were  seventy- 
five  members  who  voted  for  the  liquida- 
tion of  tbe^  claims,  and  amongst  them  I 
find  the  name  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Woodstock,  whom  I  specially 
name,  because  his  vote  was  given  after  the 
question  had  been  legally  argued.  1  also 
find  the  name  of  Mr.  Freshfield,  also  a 
lawyer  of  great  experience,  and  if  1  men- 
tion ihese  only,  it  is  because  they  as 
lawyen  were  ccdied  upon  to  vote,  and  did 
irote  vpon  a  quettioD  which  iovolved  legal 
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upon  the  subject  he  h&d  brought  under 
their  consideration.  He  had  no  hesitation 
ill  saying  that  it  was  a  disgrace  to  the  Go- 
vernment to  have  so  lung  refused  a  claim 
admitted  by  tlie  House. 

Sir  R.  Peel  said,  that  his  experience 
with  respect  to  grants  of  money  made  by 
the  House  o(  Commons,  convinced  him 
that  it  was  advisable  strictly  to  adhere  to 
the  forms  of  the  House  upon  such  sub- 
jects. The  hoQ.  Gentleman  had  not  ad- 
duced any  instance  of  a  departure  on  the 
part  of  ihe  House  from  the  course  uiually 
adopted  with  respect  to  money  grants, 
and  which  had  been  laid  down  by  the 
Speaker.  The  hon.  Gentleman  might 
give  a  notice  for  another  day  of  a  particu- 
lar mode  in  which  the  grant  should  be 
made.  That  was  the  course  which  had 
been  adopted  by  Mr.  Cresiwell,  and  to 
which  be  thought  the  bon.  Gentleman 
ought  to  conform.  He  should  repeat, 
that  his  experieuce  convinced  him  that  it 
would  be  wise,  in  all  cases  of  money 
grant*,  to  adhere  to  the  strict  and  techni- 
cal rules  of  the  House. 

Motion  withdrawn. 

Knutsford  Gaol.  Mr.  T.Dtincombe 
said,  that  ia  rising  to  call  the  attention  of 
the  House  to  the  motion  of  which  he  had 
given  notice,  he  might  be  allowed  to  ex- 
plain bow  one  so  totally  unconnected  with 
the  county  of  Chester,  came  to  be  mixed 
up  in  a  question  apparently  of  a  local 
character.  When,  on  the  22d  of  Fe- 
bruary, he  rose  lo  call  the  attention  of 
the  House  to  the  conduct  of  the  Lord 
Chief  Baron  (Lord  Abinger),  at  the  spe- 
cial commission,  held  last  October,  while 
he(Mr.  T.  Duncombe)  found  fault  with 
someof  the  sentences  passed  by  that  noble 
and  learned  Lord,  he  said  that  the  severity, 
of  these  sentences  was  much  aggravated  by 
the  severity,  with  which  the  prisoners  were 
treated  in  the  gaol  at  Knutsford.  On  the 
followingdaythehon.  Member  for  Cheshire 
asked  why  he  had  not  given  him  notice  of 
his  intentioo  to  allude  to  the  discipline  en- 
forced at  Knutsford,  and  at  the  same  time 
the  hon.  Member  said  that  he  had  been 
altogether  misinformed  on  the  subject. 
He  immediately  wrote  to  his  informant  to 
say  that  bis  statements  were  likely  to  be 
disputed.  The  statements  which  he  had 
made  relative  to  the  treatment  of  the  pri- 
sooeis  at  Knutsford,  amounted  to  this ; 
thai  the  Chartist  pTisoaen  complained 
that  flu  theii  aiiiru  at  the  piiiOB,  they 
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had  been  addressed  in  very  violent  and 


insolent  language  by  the  gaoler;  secondly, 
that  some  of  those  prisoners  were  put 
upon  the  treadmill  out  of  their  lurn  for 
the  amusement  of  some  ladies  and  gen- 
tlemen who  visited  the  prison  ;  ihinlly, 
that  Ihe  overseer  of  those  prisoners  was 
himself  a  felon,  and  that  these  prisoners 
were  thus  compelled  to  associate  with  a 
felon  ;  and  fourthly,  that  their  food  waa 
insufficient  both  in  quantity  and  quality. 
On  the  following  Monday,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Cheshire  gave  a  most  uhoualified 
contradiction  to  the  statement  wnich  he 
bad  made  on  the  authority  of  his  inform- 
ant, a  gentleman  resident  at  Stockport, 
and  the  testimony  of  one  of  the  prisoners 
was  produced  in  support  of  the  contra- 
diction. He  immediately  observed  that 
such  contradictions  coming  from  prisoner!, 
under  the  control  of  the  magiatrates, 
ought  to  be  received  with  extreme  cau- 
tion, and  therefore  he  be^ed  leave  to 
adhere  to  the  statement  he  had  originally 
made.  After  that  contrediction,  he  might 
fairly  complain  that  an  attempt  had  been 
made  to  mislead  the  House.  If  be  had 
himself  given  way  on  that  occasion,  per- 
haps not  one  of  the  iniquities  connected 
with  this  prison  would  ever  have  come  to 
light.  In  consequence,  however,  of  his 
perseverance  in  adhering  to  his  statement, 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  opposite  announced 
his  iotenlion  to  send  down  an  inspector  to 
investigate  the  circumstances  connected 
with  the  case.  Captain  Williams  accord- 
ingly proceeded  to  institute  an  investiga- 
tion into  the  case,  and  among  other  wit- 
nesses, examined  the  chaplain  of  the 
prison ;  and  if  hon.  Gentlemen  would  take 
Ihe  (rouble  lo  read  the  report  of  Captain 
Williams,  they  would  find  that  every 
statement  made  by  him  was  fully  proved 
and  substantiated  by  that  report.  With 
respect  lo  the  charge  against  the  governor 
of  having  used  to  the  prisoners  violent 
and  insulting  language,  the  inspector  said 
that,  upon  the  concurrent  teitimony  of  the 
prisoners  themselves,  corroborated  in  a 
considerable  degree  by  the  evidence  of 
Mr.  Tracy,  an  officer  of  the  county  gaol, 
it  appeared  that  the  word*  addressed  to 
prisoners  by  the  governor,  on  their  arrival^ 
were  to  the  following  effect : — 

"  Now,  you  special  commission  men,  you 
were  sent  here  to  bs  punished,  and  70a  shall 
be  punished.  The  discipline  of  this  prison  is 
so  rigorously  enforced,  and  the  laws  so  strict, 
tW  if  1  bava  W  puiiiab  Boy  of  you,  it  wiUhave 
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budi  fio  effect  upoo  your  coasiilutioiu,  that 
even  uuder  the  most  fiivourable  circuiDstancca^ 
the  strongest  man  among  you  won't  have  a 
constitution  that  I  would  give  twopence  fur 
when  your  sentence  shall  expire.*' 

Mr.  Tracy  described  this  as  **  harsh 
laoguage,**  but  he  believed  the  House 
would  agree  with  him  that  it  was  a 
most  brutal  speech.  The  report  after- 
wards proceeded : 

**  The  chaplain  also  deposes,  that  on  the  5th 
of  December  the  governor  met  htm  in  the 
prison  yard,  and  apparently  under  considerable 
irritation,  addressed  him  in  these  words: 
'  Fairhurst,  and  some  of  these  Chartists,  have 
been  oomplaining  about  their  beef;'  and  faiw 
ther  said,  '  Damn  these  Chartists,  Til  give 
them  their  belly-full  before  I  have  dooe  with 
them/  " 

It  appeared,  when  this  speech  was 
niadci  no  third  person  was  present.  [Mr. 
EgeitoH  *'  kccu'^].  From  that  cheer  it  was 
evident  that  the  bon.  Member  intended  to 
give  credence  to  the  testimony  of  the 
governor  in  preference  to  a  man  of  re- 
spectability like  the  Re?.  Chaplain  of  the 
gaol.  If  the  governor  denied  the  acco- 
racy  of  the  charge^  why  had  he  not  crose- 
examined  the  chaplain  on  that  point  ?  In 
consequence  of  what  had  taken  place,  he 
had  other  testimony  respecting  the  lan- 
guage which  Mr.  Burgess,  the  governor, 
was  in  the  habit  of  using  with  respect  to 
his  prisoners.  It  was  a  letter  from  a 
tradesman  of  Knutsford,  who  was  quite 
ready  to  come  before  a  committee  of  the 
House,  if  a  committee  should  be  granted. 
The  letter  ran  thus;— 

^Knuisfordy  Mwrch^  IT,  1843. 

"Sir — After  perusing  your  remarks  lately 
made  in  the  House  of  Commons  relative  to 
the  House  of  Correction  at  Knutsford,  I  beg 
leave  to  state  that  Burgess,  who  is  the  head 
gaoler,  lias  in  the  most  unfeeling  manner  pub- 
licly boasted  in  tlie  midst  of  a  promiscuous 
company,  in  the  bar  of  the  George  Inn,  where 
he  occasionally  goes  to  pass  his  evenings, '  of 
the  short  time  in  which  by  his  prison  disci- 
nline  he  can  break  down  (as  he  expressed 
himself)  the  constitutions  of  prisoners,'  who 
unfortunately  by  their  misdeeds  placed  them- 
selves under  his  tender  mercies;  such  is  this 
man's  boast,  his  favourite  tlieue ;  no  person 
of  any  respectability  will  in  tlie  most  oislan  t 
manner  associate  with  him.  He  had  orders 
from  the  hostess  of  the  George  Inn  to  take  a 
room  whenever  he  came  there,  as  peopl«;  who 
fre<iuciit  the  inn   retire  with  horror  from   his 

{ircsencc  on  account  of  the  merciless  remarks 
le  habitually  indulges  in,  relative  to  the  treat- 
ment of  his  prisoners.*' 

For  hm  pan  be  bdicied  Mr.  hiomm^ 


and  he  did  not  believe  Mr.  Burgess;  and 
he  thought  there  would  be  great  difficulty 
in  finding  any  one  out  of  that  House  to 
believe  that  Mr.  Burgess  did  not  use  the 
words  attributed  to  him  by  Mr.  Bcown. 
The  report  went  on  to  say— 

"  It  is  alleged  that  certain  of  the  prisooeis 
were,  on  Thursday,  the  20th  of  October,  in 
the  sessions  week,  placed  upon  the  tread- 
wheel,  out  of  their  regular  turn,  for  the  pur- 
pose of  showing  it  working  to  strangers  TisitiDg 
the  house  of  corvectioB.  It  appears  to  be 
customary  for  the  grand  jury  at  every  sessioos 
and  adjourned  sessioos,  to  go  tbrough  the 
house  of  correction  previous  to  their  discharge, 
and  that  they  are  oocasionailj  acoompanied 
by  females ;  that  at  such  times  if  the  tread- 
wheel  is  not  at  work,  prisoners  are  called  out 
from  their  wards  and  placed  upon  it  for  a 
short  time,  to  show  the  manner  of  its  woffking . 
The  complaint  nude  by  the  piisoncfi  of 
having  on  ooe  occasion  been  placed  oa  the 
wheel  for  such  purpose  in  the  sessions  week,  is 
I  consider,  ju»t,  and  that  the  practice  is  at  all 
times  objectionable." 

Here  again  the  inspector  fully  bore  him 
out  in  the  charge  he  had  made.  At  the 
General  Quarter  Sessions,  held  on  the 
17th  of  last  mouth,  the  magistrates  there 
assembled  agreed  to  a  report  to  the  Secre- 
tary of  Slate,  in  reply  to  the  teporl  of 
the  inspector.  In  speaking  of  the  prac- 
tice of  placing  prisoners  on  the  tread- 
wheel,  for  the  purpose  of  showing  its 
working  to  visitors,  the  report  of  the  ma- 
gistrates said— 

^'  It  appears  to  the  court  that  the  practice 
lias  prevailed  upon  the  occasions  of  the  visits 
of  the  grand  jury,  and,  as  Captain  Williams 
alleges,  on  some  other  occasions  ;  but,  as  the 
latter  instances  appear  to  have  occurred  al* 
ways  in  the  presence  of  a  magistiate,  this 
court  considers  the  governor  lo  be  «• 
oneratad.'* 

He  wu  ready  to  prove  that  the  ilaie- 
menC  that  this  was  never  dooe  except  in 
presence  of  a  magistrate  was  false.  He 
could  prove  that  last  sammer  a  party 
went  to  see  the  prisoo,  between  four  and 
five  in  the  afternoon,  and  that 
prisoners  were  called  out  for  the  ami 
ment  of  the  visitors  to  show  the  working 
of  tlie  wheel,  and  that  neither  a  governor 
nor  a  nsagistrate  was  present.  The  em- 
ployment of  a  felon  aa  overseer  was  ad* 
mitted.    Tlie  magistrate  said— 

^  It  appears  to  the  court  that  a  prisoner 
convicted  of  felony  has  been  appointed  by  the 
governor  to  instruct  mtsdcaeaoants  ia  tlw 
weaving,  but  be  had  no  aatbority  over  lhem« 
and  was  never  with  them,  anlem  be  was  called 

faby  them  to  fetch  matmials  or  Id  •^■*— — ^ 
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ibem.  Thii  court  have  given  direcliona  iliat 
such  practice  iball  not  occur  for  the  futurt;." 
The  insufficiency  of  food  wai  alia  ad- 
mitted, and  thuB  wai  eacli  of  hJi  chorgus 
fully  bonie  out  by  the  report  of  the  in- 
■pector.  It  appeared  that  the  magiBtratcs 
called  tlie  cbiplajn  before  them  on  the 
I7tb  of  Mircb,  and  subjected  bim  to  un 
eiBminatioD,  requotling  him  to  itate  wliat 
had  piMod  between  him  and  the  in- 
spector. The  magiatrate*  knew  very  well 
what  bad  occurred,  for  many  of  them  had 
been  present  at  the  examination  of  ihc 
chaplain  by  Captain  Williams.  It  would 
have  been  better,  certainly,  under  those 
ciicumitances.ifthechaplainhedBDswetcU 
it  once,  and  had  aaid,  "  Yea,  I  did  say  so 
and  so;  1  did  give  this  information  ;  1  was 
my  oath,  and  bound  to  apeak  ibe 
h"     ■■  
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truth.  He  waa  aslied  why  he  had 
ioformed  the  maKiatrales  at  the  time  the 
word*  were  used  by  the  governor?  lie 
said  be  had  received  orders,  several  years 
ago,  to  conBne  hinuelf  to  hi*  apiriiunl 
duties.  He  had,  however,  repcatedty  en. 
lered  on  the  journal  caac*  of  irregularity 
on  the  part  of  the  governor,  such  as  non- 
attendance  at  prayers,  or  diviae  service, 
which,  according  to  the  rules,  he  wah 
bound  to  attend.  The  result  of  aU  ibis 
bad  been  the  disini*Ml  of  Mr.  Brown,  the 
chapUiu.  One  charge  brought  agsinsi 
Mr.  Brown  was,  that  ne  was  in  the  habit 
of  correiponding  with  him  (Hr.  Dun- 
combe).  He  had  not  been  aware  that 
there  was  any  very  seriou*  wron^  in  a 
man's  corresponding  with  him,  but  if 
there  wat,  it  was  an  offence  Mr.  Brown 
WB(  wholly  innocentof  j  for  uolil  heb«nrd 
of  hi*  dismissal,  he  had  never  known  of 
Mr.  Brown's  existence.  The  fight  lion. 
Barooet  the  Sacretary  of  Stale  for  the 
Home  Department,  in  a  iMter  addressed 
to  tba  Chairnian  of  the  CeoeraL  Quarter 
Seasiona  for  the  county  of  Cheater  had 
pionouttcad  fa  is  opioion  on  the  eondact  of 
the  Oovemor,  in  these  words— 

"  I  have  the  honour  (o  transnit  to  you  a 
copy  of  tho  report  of  the  inspector  of  prisons 
Tor  the  northein  district,  on  an  inquiry  iiilo 
llie  tisBtnient  of  priaoaen  in  Ibe  KnulGrord 
Uouae  of  CorreUion,  It  is  unneocssaty  tor 
lue  to  enclose  a  copy  of  tb«  report  whidi  1  re- 
ceived ircim  the  visiting  Jiuticei  soon  after  the 
lermination  of  the  inquiry,  as  Ihey  v,i]\ 
doubtless  already  have  tTansmilted  to  you  a 
copy  for  the  information  of  the  magistrate.^  ; 
but  I  eeclMe  a  copy  of  the  inspector's  re- 
marks Ml  the  latter  part  al  Ikat  report,  relai- 
iog  to  cedaiD  puliciiiaa  ■fakb  wan  apt  coi^ 


nected  with  the  inquiry,  but  which  the  in- 
apecior  deemed  necessary  to  bring  before  the 
attention  of  the  visiting  justices.  I  have  to 
request  that  you  will  submit  these  several 
statements  to  the  magistrates  of  Ibe  county,  at 
their  flnt  general  meeting  in  quarter  sessions, 
and  request  their  attention  moit  especially  to 
those  which  relate  lo  the  conduct  of  the  go- 
veinor,  that  they  may  determine  whether,aftar 
what  has  occurred,  they  can,  with  confidsoce 
end  with  safety,  continue  him  in  an  office  of 
sucb  responsibility.  I  forbear  poiutinR  out 
the  various  particulars  which  show  tudiscre- 
tion   in    the  governor  and  inattention  to  his 

stance  in  which  he  appears  lo  me  to  bave 
been  guilty  of  very  grsat  misconduct,  I  refar 
to  a  certain  case  lo  nhich,  after  the  express 
directions  of  the  surgeon,  that  aotporal  pun. 
ishment  should  ceate,  he  insisted  that  it  should 
be  continued,  and  it  was  continued  accord- 
ingly. The  magistrates  are  fully  aware  that 
if  on  that  occasion,  life  had  been  endangered, 
and  death  had  ensued,  the  governor  must  have 
been  tried  ou  a  charge  no  less  tlun  of  bomi- 
cide.  And  I  am  persuaded  the  magistrates 
wilt  be  sensible  of  the  great  responiibility 
which  must  be  incurred  by  them  from  subject- 
ing  prisoners  any  longer  to  the  custody  of^one 
who  could  so  misconduct  himself." 

The  magistrates,  however,  bad  addreued 
the  Secretary  in  these  lermg  ;— 

"This  court  remarks,  that  it  would  be  very 
convenient  and  conducive  lo  the  discipline  of 
the  prison,  if  the  inspector  would  report  to 
the  visiting  magistrates  any  misconduct  in  the 
officers,  or  any  other  matter  requiring  theii 
notice,  as  soon  as  it  came  to  his  knowledge, 
to  which  the  magistrates  will  pay  immediate 
attention.  'Hiis  court  concludes  by  saying, 
that  after  a  careful  inveitigUion  of  the  charges 
referred  to  its  consideration,  it  is  of  opinion, 
that  with  the  excepiion  of  the  case  of  the  boy 
Trainer  (which  has  already  been  adjudicated 
upon),  such  ciiarges  are  in  themselves  not  of 
much  importanoe,  and  their  recurrence  pro- 
vided against,  and  are  not  such  ■>  to  deprive 
the  governor  of  the  ooo&dence  wWiA  the  ma- 
gistrates have  liilherto  reposed  in  hin,  and 
which  his  general  good  ooodud,  and  the  dis- 
cipline which  he  has  maintaioed  in  the  prison 
have  appeared  to  deserve." 

He  woold  mainUin  agato,  that  all  hi* 
charges  had  been  fully  borne  out  by  the 
in^wctot's  report,  and  if  the  correcloasa 
of  that  report  wo*  doubted,  that  waa  an 
additioMl  leason  why  Ibis  commtUee,  for 
which  he  was  about  to  move,  ought  to  be 
granted.  A«oiig  other  cliarg«g  sgajnat 
the  governor  was,  that  he  had  nsgiectsd 
to  affix  the  rules  in  a  proper  part  of  (be 
prison.  This  was  treatod  as  a  matter  ot 
little  importaace,  but  be  tbouglit  there 
an  fut  ottba  j/di<a  ngi^tiarn  at 
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morn  importatice  to  the  unfortunate  pri- 
Boneri,  to  whom  it  was  of  the  highest  im- 
portance to  know  the  rules  by  which  they 
were  governed,  and  the  nature  of  the 
rights  of  which  they  were  not  deprived. 
It  was  found,  that  the  gaoler  had  em 
ployed  the  prisoners,  contrary  to  law,  in 
mending  his  gig ;  the  iron  was  said  to  be 
only  worth  6d.,but  he  (Mr.T.  Duncombc) 
believed  it  to  be  really  worth  3s,  6d,  But 
suppose  it  to  be  only  worth  6cf.,  they  saw 
men  committed  every  day  for  stealing  a 
few  halfpence  worth  of  apples  or  turnip- 
tops.  Then  as  to  the  circumstances  con- 
nected with  the  whipping  of  the  boy, 
Edward  Trainer,  the  case  was  said  to  have 
been  adjudicated  upon  ;  but  the  fact  was, 
that  he  had  been  merely  reprimanded  by 
the  magistrates.  There  was  another  case 
in  which  a  boy  named  Beacroft,  had  beeo 
flogged  previously  to  his  removal  to  Park- 
hurst  prison ;  and  he  was  flogpged  so  care- 
lesslv,  that  his  eye  was  severely  injured  by 
the  tliong.  He  understood  that  when  a 
person  was  to  be  flogged  in  this  gaol,  the 
town  crier  of  Knutsford  was  called  in  to 
inflict  the  punishment  at  the  rate  of  2s. 
for  each  person.  It  was  often  the  case, 
that  no  surgeon,  or  assistant-surgeon,  at- 
tended to  witness  the  flogging  adminis- 
tered, but  merely  an  apprentice.  The 
report  of  the  surgeon,  Mr.  Deane,  on  the 
state  of  the  gaol,  prison  diet,  &c.,  stated, 
that  since  his  appointment  to  the  office, 
he  had  noticed  the  falling  away  of  the 
men  employed  in  labour  ;  that  bis  con- 
viction was,  that  after  an  experience  of 
fifteen  years,  it  was  impossible  to  keep 
men  undergoing  a  long  sentence  of  impri- 
sonment, in  ordinary  health,  on  a  reduced 
allowance  of  food,  and  he,  therefore,  re- 
commended that  the  allowance  should  be 
increased.  Instead,  however,  of  the  gaoler 
giving  the  prisoners  an  increase  of  food, 
as  recommended  by  the  surgeon,  the  pun- 
ishment  continually  resorted  to  was  a 
stoppage  of  their  food.  During  the  three 
months,  ending  the  10th  of  March,  1843, 
the  stoppages  of  diet  had  been,  on  the 
average,  392  daily.  [An  bon.  Member  : 
**  No ;  that  was  the  number  of  prisoners/*]] 
Stoppage  of  diet  was  the  only  description 
of  punishment  resorted  to,  and  it  fell  fre- 
quently on  the  same  individual.  The 
magistrates,  however,  seemed  to  think, 
that  all  these  matters  were  of  no  conse- 

3uence;    they   retained   the  gaoler,  but 
ismissed  the  chaplain.     If  they  thought 

the  cbapUia  an  improper  penooi  why 


had  they  given  him  all  favouribhi  tea- 
timonials  when  applying  for  the  chaplaincy 
of  the  Pentonville  prison.  In  July,  1842, 
the  magistrates  spoke  of  the  asstduooa 
manner  in  which  he  had  performed  bis 
duties  as  chaplain— -of  his  upright  and 
moral  character  as  a  clergyman  and  a 
Christian,  although  in  their  report  to  the 
Secretary  of  State,  they  said  be  was  not 
entitled  to  their  confidence,  and  had  not 
been  so  for  the  last  three  yean.  The 
gaoler,  the  surgeon,  the  achoolmatleTy  the 
taskmaster,  and  the  matron,  all  added 
their  testimony  to  the  exemplary  conduct 
of  the  chaplain.  [The  hon.  Member  read 
a  variety  of  testimonials  in  favour  of  Mr. 
Brown,  including  one  signed  by  tan 
magistrates.]  Mr.  Brown  might,  indeed, 
be  well  proud  of  forfeiting  the  coofidence 
of  such  magistrates.  They,  however,  lud 
made  up  their  minds  six  weeks  before  lo 
dismiss  the  chaplain,  and  they  did  not 
condescend  to  argue  the  matter  with  those 
who  defended  his  interests,  Mr.  G.  WiU 
braham,  Mr.  E.  Stanley,  and  Mr.  Daven- 
port. One  of  the  magistrates  asked,  **  It 
this  gaol  to  be  governed  by  the  Secretary 
of  State  or  the  magistrates  of  the  coonty  t 
The  Secretary  of  State  wrote  to  the  ? isitp 
ing  justices,  stating  his  regret  thai  the 
governor  of  the  gaol  should  have  bean 
considered  fit  to  be  continued  in  his 
place,  and  expressing  an  opinion  that  the 
conduct  he  had  followed,  should  have  led 
to  his  immediate  dismissaL  That  letter, 
he  thought,  reflected  great  credit  on  the 
right  hon.  Baronet.  It  was  a  bold  and 
true  statement  of  the  case — a  bold  and 
true  censure  on  those  for  whom  he  might 
be  supposed  to  have  had  some  political 
predilection.  The  right  hon.  Baronet  had 
proved  that  he  was  above  political  feeling 
on  this  important  occasion,  and  had 
passed  a  censure  on  the  macistrales,  to 
which  he  was  satisfied  the  whole  public 
would  respond.  But  now  that  the  Sec- 
retary of  State  had  done  hb  duty,  he 
maintained  that  it  was  for  Parliament  to 
do  theirs.  It  was  impossible  that  the 
question  could  stop  where  it  was.  The 
responsibility,  saki  the  right  hon.  Baronet, 
lay  on  the  magistrates,  but  he  maintained, 
that  it  lay  on  Parliament.  He  did  not 
think  the  right  hon.  Baronet  could  carry 
the  matter  further  than  he  had  done.  He 
might  certainly  have  cancelled  the  com* 
mission,  and  remodelled  it;  but  that 
would  lay  a  responsibility  oo  the  right 

bon.  Baroneti  which  no  maa  had  a  i%ht 
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10  impoie.  It  wa«  now  for  Parliament  to  '  lloute.  thnl  he  hat  been  dismiued  by  the  mt- 
inlerfere.  He  did  not  ihinlt  they  had  i  gisiratea,  after  giving  evidence  zgaiott  the 
yet  probed  to  the  bottom  the  iniquities  |  S°^^rnor,  ^^J^^^J}^^  !"^°I°h  h.  f^'^'*' 
and  corruptions  of  this  gaol ;  he  believed,  """"  (>  CTiiminBiinn  imiitntB  »  <.ir.  .»_ 
that  Htill  greater  existed  than  appeared 
on  tbe  face  of  the  report, 
thii  reason,  he  asked  for  a  commit- 
tee. He  was  prepared  to  prove,  that 
withio  these  few  days.  Burgess,  the 
gaoler,  had  collected  some  of  the  prison 
officers,  and  told  them  that  the  magis- 
Iratea  were  determined  to  stand  no  more 
of  thii  nonsense,  and  that  if  any  of'  resolved, tha't 
tbe  officers  were  found  divulging  any- 
thing that  passed  in  the  prison,  they 
would  be  immediately  dismissed.  This 
was  a  speech  lately  made  by  this  roan, 
who  poaaessed  the  confidance  of  (he 
majority  of  the  Cheshire  magistrates.  It 
ought  not  to  be  foi^otten,  that  from  2,000 
to  3,000  individuals  passed  annually 
through  this  gaol,  and,  therefore,  the 
administration  of  it  was  of  some  import- 
ance. If  nothing  further  were  to  be  di- 
vulged respecting  it,  the  inspectors  of 
prisons  would  never  be  able  to  arrive  at 
the  truth.  If  the  magiitrales  doubted  ihe 
accuracy  of  the  inspector's  report  in  this 
instance,  and  thought  he  had  misled  the 
Secretary  of  State  that  was  an  additional 
reason  for  grsnting  tbe  committee.  But 
at  all  events,  he  thought  that  Parlia- 
ment would  see  the  necessity  of  strength- 
ening the  hands  of  tbe  Secretary  of  Stale, 
and  granting  further  powers  for  the  regu- 
lation of  a  system  so  devoid  of  justice  and 
humanity,  as  had  prevailed  with  reference 
toihisprisoo.  Thebon. MembercoQcluded 
by  moving  the  following  resolution  :— 

"That  it  appsaring  to  this  House  that  the 
SecreUry  of  Slate  for  the  Home  Department, 
after  inquiry  made  under  his  authority  into 
certain  circumstances  connected  witli  the  dis< 
cipline  and  maoagenient  of  the  Knutiford 
Hooae  of  Correction,  in  tbe  county  of  Chester, 
has  tboaght  it  riglii  to  advise  that ihe  governor 
of  Ihe  said  House  of  Correction  should  be  ie> 
moved  ;  and  it  also  appearing,  thai  tbe  ma- 
gistrates, in  sessions  assembled,  have,  after  an 
alleged  careful  examination,  deemed  the 
charges  referred  to  them  by  the  Sectetary  of 
Slate,  with  one  exception,  not  of  much  im. 
portnnce,  nor  such  as  to  deprive  the  governor 
of  tlie  confideDce  repoied  in  him,  and  which, 
as  Ihey  allege,  his  general  good  conduct,  and 
■he  discipline  he  had  maintained,  appeared  to 
deserve ;  and,  therefore,  that  such  governor, 
contrary  to  the  recommendation  of  the  Secre- 
tary of  Stale,  lias  been  continued  in  his  office  ; 
and  it  being  alledged  by  the  rev,  William 
Browne,  in  his  petition    presented    to  tliis 


ipon   the  examination   instituted   by  such  in. 
spector,  under  the  autliorily  of  the  Secretary 
'  I  of  State;  and  this  House  considering  that  tbe 

d  for  I  due  ^ud  proper  management  of  ihe  said  gaol 
■■  '  must  be  of  importance  to  the  public,  and 
that  Ihe  same  must  most  materiaUT  depend 
upon  the  character  and  conduct  of  Ihe  governor 
thereof,  and  upon  the  protection  being  afforded 
to  persons  who  may  from  lime  to  time  be 
called  upon  to  give  evidence  before  the  in- 
I  spector  of  prisons  in  respect  thereof:  it  is 
resolved,  that  a  select  committee  be  appointed, 
to  inquire  into  Ihe  couduct  and  management 
of  the  said  House  of  Correction,  in  respect  la 
the  matters  referred  to  in  the  report  of  tbe 
magistrates,  and  also  into  the  circumstances 
connected  with  the  dismissal  of  the  lev. 
William  Browne,  Ihe  late  chaplain  of  the  laid 
House  of  Correction;  the  said  committee  to 
report  the  evidence  taken,  and  iheiropioioD 
thereon,  to  the  House.'' 

Mr.  Tatton  Egertoa  said,  there  wu 
the  greatest  anxiety  on  the  part  of 
the  magistrates  of  the  county  to  meet 
fairly  and  openly  the  chsrge*  of  the  bon. 
Gentleman.  The  bon.  Oenlteman  had 
attempted  to  carry  the  House  from  the 
consideration  of  tbe  real  question,  which 
was,  the  conduct  of  the  chaplain  of  tbe 
gaol.  The  bon.  Gentleman  had  sah) 
acarcely  one  word  upon  that  subject,  and 
all  his  arguments  went  to  the  conduct  of 
the  magistrates  sod  the  governor  of  tbe 
gaol.  He  did  not  appear  there  aa  the 
apologist  of  the  governor.  Tbe  hon. 
Gentleman  said  the  governor  poatesied 
the  confidence  of  tbe  magistrates.  He 
did  not  entirely  agree  with  Uiat,  for  the 
governor  did  not  enjoy  bis  confidence. 
But  the  magistrates  did  not  shrink  from 
the  consideration  of  this  subject.  They 
might  have  erred  in  judgment  as  to  the  con- 
duct of  the  governor;  but  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman bed  alleged  against  them  no  one 
single  corrupt  or  unworthy  motive.  He 
regretted  their  decision  ;  but  ia  justice  to 
a  very  large  body,  consisting  of  tnirt  j-four 
gentleman  actuated  by  no  political  motives 
residing  on  tbe  spot  and  accurately  ac- 
quainted with  the  whole  circumstances  of 
the  case,  having  minutely  investigated  It 
two  or  three  timei,  he  must  say,  with  all 
deference,  that  they  were  better  judges 
than  that  House  might  be  what  was  tbe 
real  state  of  the  question.  They  might 
have  been  led  away  by  a  feeling  of  attwh- 
menl  to  the  governor  fiom  his  long  service, 
and  he  gave  ibem  credit  for  the  best  mi>< 
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tivea  when,  id  the  face  of  twojetten  from 
ihe  SecreUry  of  State  they  retained  the 
gtolor  in  his  office.  But  when  tlie  House 
«a»  told  so  much  cf  the  erron  of  magii- 
tiBtes,  he  might  ask  was  the  inspector  fres 
from  error?  The  right  hoc.  Baronet  in 
hia  letter  said,  the  gaoler  as  soon  as  such 
■niicoDiliict  was  known  should  have  been 
dismiased;  but  for  himself,  he  could  nj, 
that  he  knew  nothing  of  the  circumstances 
until  within  the  last  few  days.  The  case 
of  the  boy,  mentioned  by  the  hon.  Gentle- 
inan,  look  place  in  November  1840,  In 
January  1841  the  inspector  knew  the  cir- 
cumatancea  connected  with  it  i  but  did  he 
otMisidcr  it  ilia  duty  to  report  it  to  the 
Secretary  of  State.  No ;  and  when  his 
report  came  out,  (here  was  not  one  word 
asid,  with  respect  to  it.  But  in  the  teeth 
of  these  very  things  of  which  he  was  cog- 
nisant, he  reported  roost  highly  of  tha 
governor,  and  slated  him  to  be  worthy  of 
tlte  greatest  confidence,  and  even  advised 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment to  send  down  persons  fioai  the 
Pentonville  prison  to  be  inatiucted  under 
thKt  gaoler  in  the  beat  manner  of  perform- 
iag  their  duty.  The  hon.  Gentleman  had 
alluded  to  the  circumstances  in  which  had 
orie;inated  the  whole  of  this  inquiry,  but 
hi  had  not  quite  fairly  stated  the  matter, 
He(Mr.  Egerton)  bad  never  denied,  that 
Mrong  language  bad  been  used  ;  ihs  only 
thing  he  denisa  wai,  tha  siatMnent  that  the 
conduct  of  the  gaoler  was  calculated  to 
caufe  breoches  of  prison  discipline.  The 
hon, Gentleman  would  he*eieen  thal.ifbe 
bad  read  other  p«rts  of  the  inspector's  re- 
port. The  hoD.  Gentleman  observed,  that 
the  surgeon  bad  complained  of  Uie  rulea  of 
diet.  All  those  rules  were  established  by 
the  tnagistraus  and  alluded  to  by  the  in- 
spector* in  Lheir  reports,  and  ihey  must 
have  been  well  known  to  the  right  hoa, 
Geolleman  opposiu  (Mr.  F.  Meule)  when 
he  was  Under-Secretary  of  State.  ]n 
every  one  of  those  rules  stoppage  of  bread 
as  a  puniihment  was  laid  down,  therefore 
it  was  not  in  the  power  of  the  governor 
to  alter  it.  The  surgeon  had  slated  that 
he  bad  to  increase  the  diet  of  those  [ter. 
sons  who  were  confined  for  political 
ofTences;  tlurc  were  .tOO  prisoners  there, 
and  the  surgeon  said  he  could  not  recom- 
mend the  magistrates  to  increaac  the 
whole  diet — a  diet  approved  of  by  suc- 
c«uive  Secretaiies  of  State  ;  but  in  every 
uue  of  the  cases  of  [wlitical  oSeiiders  the 
diet   was  increased  in  refanl   to  tnilkf 


cheese,  and  lo  on ;  but  the  main  subject 
for  the  consideration  of  the  House  was 
that  from  which  the  hon.  Gentleman  had 
attempted  to  distract  ita  atleotioa— the 
conduct  and  diamissal  of  the  chaplain,  of 
whom  tlie  hon.  Qeailemaa  bad  spoken  in 
Buch  high  terms,  Ho  was  sorry  to  differ 
from  the  hon.  Gentleman  upon  that  head, 
because  it  was  a  most  painful  thing  for 
Tor  him  to  say  anything  against  a  person 
bearing  a  clerical  character  ;  but  a  ^atar 
lisiue  of  misrepresentation  and  falsehood 
lie  had  never  seeo.  What  was  the  charge 
which  the  chaplain  made  against  a  highlj 
respectable  body  of  magistrates?  The 
rev.  gentleman  stated  openly,  and  the  hon. 
Gentleman  had  insinuated,  that  tbey  were 
influenced  by  political  motives,  and  that 
for  political  reasons  alone  they  had  dis- 
missed him  from  his  situation.  It  was 
not  the  first  time  he  had  heard  the  saser- 
tion  that  judges  learned  in  the  U«  ot 
magistrates  must  necessarily  be  actuated 
by  political  feeling  in  the  discharge  of 
their  duties  when  certain  political  offendera 
were  concerned.  The  petitioner  staled, 
that  he, 

"  Was  warned  by  one  of  the  magistiaUs 
(an  entire  strancer  to  bin))that  if  his  poliiics 
were  a*  reported,  different  frvra  those  of  Ibe 
choinnan  of  quarter  sessimii  and  a  giaal  ■■- 
jority  of  tlia  magislrates,  ba  nrast  kacp  tboa 
to  himself  if  Ite  wiibad  to  ralain  bis  situaiioa, 
for  frooi  what  traupired  at  bis  s[i[iiiininaai, 
DO  Jotttit  the  first  opponuaity  would  be  takas 
'~  get  rid  of  liiiii." 

Now,  whoever  that  mBgistrale  tn»,  ba 
had  libelled  the  magistrates  of  tba  couaty 
of  Chester.  \Vlio  appoiDtwl  that  chap- 
lain ?  Wby,  his  hoD.  Friend  aoit  Col- 
league  wu  one  of  those  who  appointed 
him.  Those  magistrates  had  increiaad  his 
salary  from  ISOf.  to  300f.  a  year.  Who 
moved  his  dismissal  ?  lite  chairman  of 
the  visiting  justices,  a  Liberal,  a  mu 
strongly  oppoiad  to  bim  (Mr.  Sgertod)  iB 
political  pnnciples.  The  vMlia(  Hagia- 
trales  of  the  gaol  unanimoosly  eauM  to 
the  conclusion,  that  if  that  re*.  gcnllMRan 
continued,  discipline  and  good  oidereoatd 
not  be  maintained  in  the  gaol;  and  one 
half  of  ihem  were  Libera]  magistrates. 
He  only  wished  that  the  has.  Gentlenan 
had  seen  a  letter  whicb  bad  been  ad- 
dretsed  to  his  hun.  Colleague,  and  then  ba 
lid  have  a  different  opioion  of  the  feel- 
ing  and  principln  of  those  parties.  Who 
dismissed  the  chaplain  ?  A  majorily  of 
tfairtv-lbur  magistrate!  to  five.  Doe-lhinl 
ot  •bom  weu  (wrsou  wboie  politica  wn 
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liberal.  When  the  House  considered  all 
those  things,  he  thought  the  statements 
of  the  prisoner  would  not  go  for  much 
The  next  point  in  the  petition  was : — 
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''That  your  petitioner,  according  to  his 
duty,  reported  the  keeper's  contiuued  absence 
from  divine  service,  for  which. he  was  repri- 
manded by  the  chairman  of  the  quarter  ses- 
sions, who  told  him  that  prayers  were  not 
divine  service,  and  he  must  not  report  them 
as  such  in  future.  That  he  was  desired  by  the 
chairman  on  this  occasion  (April,  1840)  to 
confine  himself  solely  to  his  spiritual  duties, 
and  not  interfere;  that  he  (the  chairman) 
would  not  have  an  wtporium  in  imperio,** 

That  statement  was  perfectly  false  from 
beginning  to  end.  The  following  was  an 
extract  from  the  minute-book,  November 

28,  1840:  — 

*'  The  attention  of  the  gaoler  is  called  to  the 
prison  rule  requiring  bis  attendance  at  the 
chapel  at  the  performance  of  divine  service, 
lie  states  to  the  committee  that  he  attends 
service  only  on  the  Sunday,  and  says  he  makes 
a  distinction  between  prayers  only  and  divine 
service,  and  that  he  complies  with  the  prison 
rule  by  attending  diapel  when  full  service, 
and  not  prayers  only,  is  performed.  The  com* 
mittee  are  of  opinion  that  the  gaoler's  con- 
struction of  the  rule  is  not  correct,  but  that  be 
is  bound  in  pursuance  of  it  to  attend  the 
chapel  whenever  a  public  and  general  service 
is  performed,  whether  that  service  consist  of 
prayers  only  or  of  the  full  service  of  the 
Church,  unless  he  has  good  cause  for  his 
absence,  to  be  entered  on  the  Journal,  and  be 
is  therefore  enjoined  to  observe  the  prison  rule 
according  to  the  committee's  construction 
of  it." 

Now  that  minute*  it  mutt  be  ackoow* 
ledged,  was  wholly  opposed  to  the  whole 
letter  and  tenor  of  the  rev.  gentleman's 
statement.  Again,  with  respect  to  the 
chairman's  conduct,  he  would  quota  a 
minute,  dated  October,  1840 : — 

**  In  consequence  of  the  chaplain  having  in- 
terfered in  a  case  of  the  conviction  of  a  female 
at  the  sessions,  and  also  in  the  case  of  the  sen* 
teoce  of  a  court-martial,  under  which  a  soldier 
was  confined  in  the  house  of  correction,  an 
inquiry  was  directed  by  the  quarter  sessions^ 
and  the  chairman  was  desired  to  reprimand 
the  chaplain ;  in  the  course  of  which  he  told 
him  that  he  ought  to  have  reported  any  cir- 
cumstances which  might  have  come  to  his 
knowledge  to  the  visiting  magistrates,  whose 
province  it  was  to  consider  them  and  act 
thereon ;  his  province  was  to  attend  to  his 
spiritual  duties.  In  the  course  of  this  exa- 
mination it  was  proved  that  the  chaplain  was 
constantly  interfering  in  the  interior  manage- 
ment of  the  gaol ;  so  much  so,  that  when  the 


constantly  told  that  they  would  apply  to  the 
chaplain." 

Now  that  was  rather  different  from  the 
statement  of  the  rev.  Gentleman.  But  he 
had  omitted  to  state  another  circumstance 
which  he  stated  before  the  inspector, 
and  that  was,  that  he  did  not  consider 
it  his  duty  to  report  because  he  hitd  been 
desired  not  to  report.  Now,  the  minute 
of  the  gaol  committee  dated  February 
27th,  1841,  was :-« 

''In  consequence  of  the  chaplain  having 
made  incorrect  entries  in  his  journal  respects 
ing  the  surgeon,  and  altering  and  erasing  ori- 
ginal entries  in  the  journal  submitted  to  and 
signed  by  the  (quarter  sessions,  he  apologised 
to  the  visiting  justices^  and  the  minute  on  the 
report  was  read  to  him,  and  he  was  directed  in 
future  to  report  each  meeting  of  the  eaol  com- 
mittee on  the  state  of  the  gaol,  and  any  oh* 
servations  be  had  to  make  on  the  discipline  of 
the  gaol." 

Now,  how  the  rev.  Gentleman  could 
have  the  face  to  tell  the  inspector  that  he 
considered  himself  bound  not  to  report, 
he  could  not  understand.  But  to  go  on 
with  the  assertions  of  the  petitioner,  which 
he  should  be  able  to  prove  were  perfect 
fallacies.    The  next  was:— 

''  That  your  petitioner  afterwards  reported 
the  keeper  for  employing  prisoners  to  his  own 
profit  and  to  their  detriment,  emptying  the 
sewers  of  the  gaol,  and  in  wtthdrawmg  thir* 
teen  prisoners,  on  one  occasion  (Oeetmbtr 
lathj  1643)  from  prayers,  to  fill  carts  whb  the 
ordure  from  behind  the  solitary  cells,  where  it 
had  been  deposited  and  mixed;  that  this  entij 
on  his  journal  remained  unnoticed  by  the  vu 
siting  justices**' 

Quite  the  contrary  was  the  case.  What 
was  the  entry  upon  the  rev.  gentleman's 
journal  of  that  very  date  ? 

''Two  services  at  chapel  at  nine  o'l^ock 
a.  m. ;  present,  taskmasters,  warders,  thirteei^ 
felons  detained  to  fill  the  carts  with  dung  from 
the  heap  behind  the  solitary  cells.  Service  at 
half-past  twelve ;  present,  female  warders  and 
one  male ;  thirteen  fekms  detained  from  moruA 
ing  service  present."  ' 

The  magistrates  did  not  entertain  com- 
plaints of  irregularities  without  ghring  an 
opportunity  to  the  parties  to  explain  them- 
selves. Captain  Williams  bore  them  out 
in  this,  for  he  said : — 

'^  I  am  inelined  to  this  reoonmeodation  by 
observing  eeitain  entries,  calcoleled  to  pro- 
duce unfavourable  impressions  of  the  officers, 
of  whom,  if  cofliplaints  were  necessary,  they 
should  have  been  made  at  the  time  personaUy 
to  the  jttstioes.    It  should  be  recollected,  that 
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lion  may  on  the  one  hand  defeat  the  ends  of 
justice,  and,  on  the  other,  form  hereafter  a 
very  incorrect  record  reflecting  on  character." 

But  the  petitioner  further  stated : — 

''  That  the  governor  employed  prisoners  to 
empty  the  main  sewer,  and  that  its  contents 
were  deposited  behind  the  solitary  cells,  and 
mixed  up  by  prisoners  into  a  large  heap  during 
the  hot  weather,  in  the  month  of  August  last. 
The  smell  was  very  offensive,  these  cells  being 
used  both  for  punishment  and  sleeping  cells. 
That  on  December  the  13th,  1842,  thirteen 
felons  were  detained  from  chapel  to  fill  dung- 
carts  from  the  heap  behind  the  solitary  cells ; 
that  your  petitioner  had  made  an  entry  of  this 
transaction  on  his  journal,  and  no  notice  had 
been  taken  of  this  entry  ;  that  prisoners  were 
constantly  employed  in  cleaning  at  the  go- 
vernor's house,  and  that  the  petitioner  had 
seen  one  of  the  governor's  female  servants  one 
morning  tap  at  the  window  to  a  felon  on  the 
opposite  side  of  the  yard,  when  the  prisoners 
were  going  to  chapel,  and  that  he  went  into 
the  governor's  house,  and  that  your  petitioner 
sent  for  him  to  come  to  chapel ;  also  that  pri- 
soners were  often  employed  in  cleaning  at  the 
houses  of  the  subordinate  officers,  all  contrary 
to  the  statute  and  gaol  regulations." 

The  first  time  that  one  siogle  word  of 
that  statement  came  before  the  magistrates 
was,  that  when  the  report  was  commuui- 
cated  in  certain  minutes  left  by  Captain 
Williams.  [An  hon.  Member:  That  does 
not  make  bis  statements  false.]  He  left 
the  House  to  judge,  after  what  he  had 
stated,  what  reliance  could  be  placed  upon 
the  allegations  of  the  rev.  gentleman.  The 
magistrates  were  anxious  for  the  fullest 
investigation  into  the  circumstances  which 
had  led  to  the  dismissal  of  the  chaplain. 
The  inspector  had  been  sent  down,  the 
chaplain  was  examined,  and  the  inspector 
received  certain  memoranda,  not  only  from 
the  chaplain,  but  from  some  of  the  magis- 
trates, so  far  were  they  from  wishing  to 
shut  up  inquiry.  A  liberal  magistrate  thus 
reported  respecting  the  conduct  of  the 
chaplain  after  having  examined  several 
witnesses: — 

*^  The  chaplain  visits  the  hospital  daily ;  he 
never  remains  there  above  seven  or  eight  mi- 
nutes. He  has  never  spoken  to  one  of  the 
sick  on  any  religious  subject,  nor  inquired  of 
what  religion  they  are.  To  a  prisoner  who 
die<l  of  :i  lingering  disease,  during  the  whole 
time  he  was  ill  the  chaplain  never  oflfored  any 
spiritual  consolation  till  requested  tu  do  so. 
On  Friday  he  reads  prayers  on  the  landing- 
place  of  the  stairs,  that  he  may  be  heard  in  all 
the  three  rooms ;  these  prayers,  with  an  ex- 
hortation u|)on  a  text,  never  last  above  ten 
minutes  altogether.  His  visits  have  been  more 


frequent  to  the  prisoners  since  this  inquiry  has 
been  going  on." 

He  would  ask  the  House  now,  whe- 
ther they  could  wonder  at  the  dismissal 
of  the  chaplain  ?  That  hon.  Gentleman 
had  stated  things  that  were  not  cor- 
rect. The  hon.  Gentleman  took  a  very 
easy  course  of  proceeding  for  his  pur- 
pose. But  why  did  he  not  produce 
confirmation  of  the  statements  in  the  peti- 
tion? In  pressing  his  motion  upon  the 
House  the  hon.  Gentleman  bad  torned* 
attention  to  the  conduct  of  the  Govern- 
ment, but  tly  real  question  was  the  con- 
duct of  the  chaplain.  He  thought  he  had 
sufficiently  proved  how  unfounded  were 
the  statements  of  the  petitioner.  He 
should  oppose  the  motion  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman. 

Sir  G.  Strickland  said  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man seemed  to  desire  a  full  investigation  ; 
so  did  he,  and  the  public  too  would  expect 
it.  The  public  were  under  great  obligation 
to  the  hon.  Member  for  Finsbury  for  hav- 
ing brought  this  question  forward  in  so 
fearless  a  manner.  During  the  ten  or 
twelve  years  he  had  been  a  Member  of 
that  House,  he  had  never  lost  an  oppor- 
tunity of  defending  the  '*  great  unpaid  ** 
magistrates,  and  sometimes  when  it  wai 
not  at  all  a  popular  course  to  take.  The 
case  of  Knutsford  gaol  was  diis, — that 
there  had  been  gross  mismanagement  bj 
the  gaoler ;  that  there  had  been  cormp- 
tion ;  that  he  had  misapplied  the  poblie 
property,  having  used  iron  and  manure 
that  was  not  his  own ;  that  he  bad  de- 
prived the  prisoners  in  an  injudicious,  if  not 
m  an  illegal  manner,  of  their  qoantities  of 
food.  But,  after  all,  there  was  that  ease 
of  punishment  of  the  boy  who  was  flogged 
in  such  a  manner  that  the  surgeon  said  it 
ought  to  be  stopped,  but  it  was  not 
stopped.  What  was  the  sUtement  of  the 
surgeon  ?  That  if  the  boy  bad  died,  the 
gaoler  must  have  been  tried  for  nnrder. 
But  though  the  boy  survived,  ought  the 
gaoler  to  escape  punishment  ?  Ought  be 
not  to  be  tried  for  a  most  gross  act  of  in- 
justice and  cruelty  ?  Was  he  to  escape 
altogether,  because  the  extreme  conse- 
quence of  his  act  had  not  followed  f  It 
was  quite  obvious,  that  the  magistratet 
dismissed  the  chaplain  because  be  tboaght 
proper  to  speak  of  that  subject.  An  at- 
tempt had  been  made  to  mcnlpete  the 
chaplain  ;  but  ten  of  those  very  magis- 
trates had  given  the  chaplain  a  good  cha. 
racter.    The  matter  could  not  cest  where 
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it  was.    If  the  committee  were  not  ap' 

E  ID  ted,  perhaps  loiiie  other  means  might 
devised  to  obtaia  a  full  inveitigation 
iolo  the  circumstaDces  of  his  suspension. 
He  agreed  with  the  seotiment  expressed  in 
the  letter  of  the  right  hoo.  Baronet,  who 
said  :— 

"  The  responsibility  of  Iheae  proceeding;! 
the  general   quarter   sessions    is   upon   those 
magiitraies  who  recommended  aod  adopted 
that  decision." 

That  was  all  he  said  ;  and  he  thought 
thai  if  all  the  allegations  could  be  proved, 
although  the  mal-practices  had  been  con- 
nived at  bv  persons  of  high  name  and  cha- 
racter,  their  position  should  not  free  them 
from  the  consequences  of  their  conduct. 
If  the  inquiry  was  resisted,  it  would  give 
the  greatest  blow  ever  jet  given  to  the 
unpaid  magistracy.  He  trusted  that  the 
committee,  if  granted,  would  whitewash 
the  magistracy  from  the  charges  brought 
against  them. 

Mr,  Curleii  had  listened  to  the  state- 
ment of  the  boo.  Member  for  Finsbuiy 
wilb  tome  degree  of  prejudice,  thinking 
that  it  might  have  been  made  the  vehicle 
of  some  wit  and  pleasantry,  and  a  little  of 
party  spirit,  but  after  having  heard  the 
speech  of  the  bon.  Member,  and  having 
al.w  heard  the  reply  made  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  North  Cheshire,  be  had  come 
to  the  conclusion  that  the  House  ought  to 
grant  the  committee  asked  for.  He  bore 
willing  testimony  to  the  excellence  oF  the 
letters  written  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
the  Secietary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment, and  if  full  effect  were  given  to 
them,  they  would,  in  his  opinion,  prove  of 
great  beoeiit  to  the  community.  The  real 
secret  of  the  matter  appeared  to  him  to  be 
this— the  magistrates  did  not  like  to  be  in- 
terfered with  by  the  Secretary  of  State.  But 
in  hit  opinion,  the  Secretary  of  State  was  a 
very  proper  person  to  ioterfere  and  arbi- 
trate between  the  chaplain  and  tlie  gaoler. 
If  the  House  shrunk  from  an  investigation 
into  this  case,  he  was  firmly  of  opinion  it 
would  do  great  damage  to  the  character 
and  reputation  of  the  magistracy  of  the 
country.  This  was  no  party  question, 
and  he  therefore  called  upon  hon.  Mem- 
bers on  both  sides  of  the  House  to  assist 
in  giving  effect  to  the  admirable  principles 
laid  down  in  the  letters  of  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department. 

Sir  J.  Graham  was  happy  to  say  thai 

VOL.  LXIX.    {S^) 


it  would  not  be  necessary  for  him  to  de- 
tain the  House  at  any  very  great  length. 
In  the  first  place,  he  was  bound  to  ac- 
knowledge that  the  hoo.  Member  for 
Finsbury,  after  what  had  occurred  on  this 
particular  subject,  was  fully  justiSed  in 
bringing  ibis  matter  to  the  consideration  of 
the  House.  More  than  that,  he  must  be 
permitted  to  say  that  the  hon.  Member 
had  brought  it  forward  in  a  most  dispas- 
sionate, clear,  and  able  manner.  He  would 
very  shortly  address  himself  to  what  he 
conceived  to  be  the  real  point  for  conside- 
ration in  the  motion  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  a  committee  to  investigate  still  further 
into  this  matter.  He  quite  agreed  with 
the  hon.  Baronet,  the  Member  for  Preston 
(Sir  G.  Strickland),  that  this  was  a  sub- 
ject  in  which  complete  investigation  was 
indispensable.  And  if  he  saw  any  advan- 
tage  that  could  result  from  any  further 
inquiry — if  he  thought,  by  pursuing  the 
matter  further,  any  new  or  concealed  facta 
would  be  brought  to  light,  he  would  not 
oppose  the  motion.  But  the  facts  of  the 
case,  be  believed,  were  all  clearly  before 
them,  and  further  inquiry  could  therefore 
be  productive  of  no  benefit.  It  had  been 
alleged,  and  truly,  that  the  prison  inspec- 
tors bad  no  power  to  interfere  with  or  to 
alter  the  gaol  regulations.  It  was  true 
that  the  powers  granted  to  the  prison  in- 
spectors by  law,  under  the  direction  of  the 
SecretaryofState,  waste  inquire  and  report 
as  to  the  state  of  the  several  gaols ;  but 
tbey  bad  no  power  to  control,  to  make  or 
lo  alter  the  regulations  which  it  was  the 
duty  of  the  visiting  magistrates  to  make, 
in  one  respect,  he  must  be  allowed  (o 
differ  from  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Cheshire.  He  thought  the  case  of  the 
chaplain  was  settled,  and  that  it  was  not 
advisable  to  revive  it.  With  regard  lo  the 
conduct  of  that  gentleman,  he  was  not 
prepared  to  offer  any  opinion.  He  bad  no 
knowledge  of  the  leading  facts  on  which 
his  hon.  Friend  had  relied.  The  pritoo 
inspector  bad  not  preferred  any  charge 
against  hira,  but  that  gentleman  differed 
from  the  chaplain  in  one  particular.  The 
prison  inspector  had  reported  to  him,  that 
no  communication  maJde  to  him  on  the 
part  of  the  chaplain  was  confidential ;  on 
the  contrary,  the  inspector  distinctly  told 
the  chaplain  that  any  communicstion 
made  to  him  would  be  considered  official^ 
and  not  confidential.  The  bon.  Member 
for  Finsbury  complained  that  all  the  re- 
ports of  the  prison  inspectors  bad  not  been 
2E 
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laid  on  the  Table.     But  the  great  object  i 
of  the  control  which  was  vetted  in  the  Se-  | 
cretary  of  State,  over  the  management  of 
prisons,  would  be  in  a  great  measure  de- 
feated, if  not  altogether  frustrated*  unless 
the  reports  of  the  prison  inspectors  made 
under  his  direction  were  considered  of  a 
confidential  nature,  and  if  they  were  to 
be  laid  indiscriminately  before  the  House, 
that  confidential  nature  would  be  at  once 
destroyed.     So  also  in  regard  to  the  com- 
munications between  the  Secretary  of  State 
and  the  bench  of  magistrates  in  reference  to 
prison  regulations— -he  did  not  agree  that 
on  all  occasions  it  would  be  advisable  that 
those  communications  should  be  laid  be- 
fore Parliament ;  at  the  same  time,  in  refer- 
ence to  the  present  case,  looking  at  the 
particular  circumstances,  he  did  not  think 
it  woidd  have  been  right  to  refuse  to  lay 
on  the  Table  the  communications  which 
had  passed  between  himself  and  the  magis- 
trates, and  the  opinions  which  upon  full 
consideration  he  had  formed  in  reference 
to  it.     With  regard  to  the  conduct  of  the 
magistrates  in  retaining  the  governor  of 
the  gaol,  contrary  to  the  opinion  of  the 
Home-office,  he  must  say,  the  charges 
against  that  officer  were  either  admitted  or 
denied.     He  was  bound  to  state  that  the 
control   and    management   of  the  gaols 
in  this  country  formed  a  most  difficult  and 
onerous  part  of  the  duties  of  the  Secretary 
of  State ;  but  in  the  performance  of  that 
duty  he  had  received  from  the  magistrates 
generally  the  most  effective  assistance  and 
co-operatioo.     He  must  further  state  his 
deliberate  opinion  that  any  change  in  the 
law  which  should  take  the  control  and 
superintendence  of  gaols  out  of  the  hands 
of  the  visiting  magistrates  and  vest  it  in 
the  Secretary  of  State  would  not  conduce 
to  the  public  good.      No  Secretary  of 
Slate,  with  the  aid  of  any  number  of  prison 
ins|>ectors,  however  diligent,  would  by  his 
own  individual  authority,  be  able  to  eier- 
cisc  that  effective  control  and  superintend- 
ence of  the  gaols  which  was  now  exercised 
by  the  visiting  magistrates.     And,  further, 
if  the  visiting  magistrates  were  to  exercise 
that  effective  control  which  he  held  to  be 
imliiipensable,  the  power  of  appointing  the 
oHic(>rs  of  the  gaul  must   be   vested   in 
thcMii.      He  did  not    think    the    control 
could  be  effectual  unless  they  also  had  the 
power  of  removing  as  well  as  of  appoint* 
iiii;  thvse  olHcers.     lie  would  not  <li«pnte 
tlir  proper  exercise  of  that  authority  on  the 
pari  of  the  magistrates  of  Cheshire  in  the 


dismissal  of  the  chaplain  of  Knuttfbrd 
Gaol,  but  in  respect  to  the  exercise  of  the 
power  of  the  magistrates  in  maintmining 
the  governor  of  the  g^ol  in  his  office,  upon 
that  point  his  opinion  was  upon  record. 
He  was  bound  to  say  that,  in  his  opinion, 
the   magistrates  of  that  county  bad  in 
this  respect  acted  without  due  considera- 
tion.    He  did  not  impugn  their  motives, 
but  he  regretted  their  decision.  He  agreed 
with  his  hon.  Friend  who  represented  the 
county,  and  whose  statement  was  to  be  re- 
lied on,  that  the  majority  in  favour  of  main- 
taining the  gaoler  in  his  office  was  over- 
whelming. [Mr.  T.Egerton—**  It  wasuna- 
nimous**].    He  had  thought  that  the  deci- 
sion was  that  of  a  large  majority,  but  hit 
hon.  Friend  reminded  him  that  it  was  una- 
nimous.     He  had,  however,  understood 
that  an  overwhelming  majority,  composed 
of  men  of  opposite  opinions,  had  decided 
upon  retaining  the   gaoler  in  hit  office, 
contrary  to  his  recommendation.     He  was 
quite  satisfied  that  there  was  nothing  cor- 
rupt in  the  motives  which  had  inflneoced 
that  decision,  he  was  rather  disposed  to 
adopt  the  opinion  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Rye  (Mr.  Curteis)  that  there  was  tome 
slight  feeling  of  jealousy  on  the  part  of 
the  magistrates  arising  from  the  interfer* 
ence  which  he  in  the  discharge  of  bit  dntj 
had  thought  it  necetsary  to  offer.    That 
being  his  opinion  he  was  not  willing  to 
tpeak  harthW  of  the  decition  of  the  magit> 
tratet,  though  at  he  already  taki,  be  coold 
not  regard  it  at  a  judiciont  exerciae  of  the 
power  which  they  undoubtedly  poasetted. 
He  repeated  that  he  taw  no  advantage 
that  could  result  from  any  further  inqoiry 
—  all  the  facts  of  the  case  had  already 
been  ascertained.     He  wat  of  opinion  that 
the  power  of  appointing  and  ditmitting 
the  officert  of  gaolt  should  remain  in  the 
hands  of  the    magistrates;  but  without 
pledging  himself  to  any  ulterior  tlep— and 
he  hoped  the  House  would  acquit  him  of 
any  disposition  to  extend  the  powers  of 
the  office  he  held — without  pledging  hinu 
self  to  any  ulterior  step,  he  could  conceive 
that  it  might  be  necetsary  to  give  to  the 
Secretary  of  State  a  concurrent  power  of 
dismissal  with  the  magistrates.     Tlie  exer- 
cise of  that  power  should  be  the  exceptioD 
and  not  the  rule — for  its  due  exercise  the 
Secretary  of  State  would  be  always  ret* 
ponsible,  and  if  he  exercised  it  lightly  or 
capriciously,    the   representatives  of  the 
local  magistracy  in  that  House  would  have 
an  opportunity  of  calling  htm  to  an  ac- 
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count.  The  exercise  of  guch  a  power 
should  be  rare ;  but  judging^  from  his  ex- 
perience—and again  be  trusted  the  House 
would  acquit  him  of  desiring  to  extend 
the  powers  of  his  office,  judging  from  his 
experience,  he  was  disposed  to  think  it 
would  be  beneficial  to  the  country  that 
the  Secretary  of  State  should  have,  not 
the  power  to  appoint,  but  a  concurrent 
power  with  the  magistrates  in  the  dismissal 
of  the  prison  officers.  With  regard  to 
the  motion  he  must  agree  that  no  ground 
for  the  proposed  inquiry  had  been  shown. 
He  thought  with  the  hon.  Gentleman  op- 
posite, that  after  what  had  occurred  tne 
question  could  not  stand  on  its  present 
footing ;  and  he  had  stated  to  the  House» 
without  pledging  himself  to  legislative 
interference,  what  he  thought  was  a  better 
course  than  the  proposed  inquiry.  He 
advocated  with  the  hon.  Member  for 
Preston  the  propriety  of  retaining  the 
power  in  the  local  authorities  rather  than 
in  the  executive,  but  at  the  same  time  he 
thought  some  control  in  respect  to  the 
dismissal  of  officers  was  necessary.  He 
would  strongly  urge  upon  the  hon.  Mem« 
ber  for  Finsbury  the  propriety  of  not 
forciog  the  question  to  a  division  on  that 
occasion ;  if  he  should  insist  upon  doing 
so  he  should  feel  it  his  duty  to  resist  the 
motion.  Whether  the  boo.  Member 
adopted  his  suggestion  or  not,  he  would 
say  this,  that  the  matter  would  be  carefully 
considered  by  the  Goveromeot,  and,  with- 
out giving  any  pledge  on  the  subject,  b« 
was  disposed,  as  at  present  advised,  to 
suggest  some  legislative  remedy  daring 
the  present  Session. 

Sir  T,  WUdCf  who  was  suffering  under 
a  severe  cold,  was  understood  to  say,  that, 
however  much  h^d  been  made  known  to 
the  House  of  ^)6  conduct  and  manage- 
ment of  the  |(aol  at  Chester,  yet  there 
was  much  more  that  the  House  did  not 
know.  He  was  quite  content  with  the 
remedy  which  had  been  suggested  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman — that  of  giving  a 
concurrent  power  ot  dismissal  to  the  Se- 
cretary of  State,  because  that  power  would 
be  exercised  under  a  sense  of  responsi- 
bility, and  be  was  sure  it  would  not  be 
administered  with  any  feeling  of  fear  of 
offending  the  magistrates.  The  facts 
brought  before  the  House  formed  the 
most  overwhelming  case  he  had  ever  read 
or  heard  of  in  his  life,  and  unless  the 
House  had  full  confidence  that  it  was  a 
matter  which  wouU  receive  ample  atten- 


tion from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and 
the  Government,  he  was  of  opinion  that 
the  proper  course  to  be  taken  was  the 
appointment  of  a  committee  of  inquiry. 
There  was  a  case  upon  record  which 
might  serve  as  a  precedent,  if  any  were 
wanted ;  it  was  that  of  the  warden  of  the 
Fleet,  who  held  a  patent  office :  on  one 
occasion,  he  grossly  misconducted  himself, 
and  the  House  granted  a  committee  of  in- 
quiry notwithstanding  he  was  irremove- 
able.  He  recommended,  that  his  hon. 
Friend,  the  Member  for  Finsbury  should 
leave  the  matter  in  the  hands  of  the  Se- 
cretary of  State,  who  had  promised  to 
take  all  the  necessary  steps  for  accom- 
plishing the  objects  of  the  petition. 

Mr.  W,  O,  Stanley  regretted  the  impu- 
tations which  had  been  thrown  out,  and 
the  language  which  had  been  used  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  North  Cheshire,  in  re- 
ference to  one  of  the  parties  principally 
implicated.  If  the  hon.  Member  had  only 
remembered  that  the  evidence  of  that  in- 
dividual had  been  given  on  oath^  he  was 
sure  that  the  hon.  Member  would  not 
have  thought  of  using  such  expressions^ 
The  speech  of  that  hon.  Member  had  cer- 
tainly done  much  to  confirm  his  impres- 
sion that  inquiry  into  this  case  was  highly 
necessary,  and  he  thought  it  was  only  on 
receiving  the  assurance  of  the  Home  Se- 
cretary that  he  would  not  let  this  matter 
rest  where  it  was;  but  would  viodicate 

the  authority  of  the  Home-office,  thai 
they  ought  to  conseut  to  forego  a  divisioo 
on  the  present  motion.  He  should  not  go 
into  the  facte  of  this  ease,  but  he  could 
not  help  observing,  that  be  thought  there 
was  no  sufficient  cause  for  the  dismissal 
of  the  chaplain.  With  respect  to  one 
fact  connected  with  that  officer,  be 
wished  to  correct  what  be  believ^  to 
be  an  erroneous  impression.  He  believed 
that  the  chaplain  had  never  been  shown 
the  minute  of  the  magistrates ;  and  that 
he  had  never  been  called  upon  by  them  to 
send  in  any  monthly  report.  He  rejoiced 
that  the  question  had  been  calmly  consi- 
dered; and  he  hoped  the  magistrates 
would  derive  a  lesson  from  what  had  been 
said,  and  that  the  whole  discussion  would 
tend  to  a  beneficial  alteration  of  the  pre* 
sent  system*  He  hoped,  too«  that  it 
wouU  not  be  without  its  good  effeet 
upon  the  Government,  by  teaching  them 
the  advisability  of  instituting  a  better 
system  of  gaol  discipline. 
Mr.  Leah  wished,  before  this  discosiioci 
2E2 
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closed,  to  read  a  single  extract  from  the 
surgeon's  report.     It  was  as  follows  : — 

**  Ever  since  roy  appointment  as  surgeon  to 
the  gaol,  I  have  noticed  with  regret  the  gra- 
dual falling  away  of  the  men  sentenced  to  long 
terms  of  imprisonment  and  I  have  endea- 
voured by  various  means  to  obviate  this.  I 
have  exempted  them  from  the  ordinary  gaol 
labour,  employed  them  in  irregular  labour  in 
tlie  yards,  increased  and  varied  their  food,  but 
without  any  very  satisfactory  results.  My 
conviction  after  fifteen  years'  experience  is, 
that  it  is  impossible  to  keep  men  under  long 
sentences  of  imprisonment  in  robust  health  ;  it 
is  not  that  they  fall  actually  sick,  but  that  they 
become  pallid,  care-worn,  and  enfeebled,  and 
loose  all  their  energy  and  exertion.  This  is 
not  the  cfl'ect  of  the  diet  or  the  labour,  the  lo- 
cality or  discipline  of  the  gaol,  but  arises  I  be- 
lieve solely  from  their  being  in  confinement, 
and  the  depressing  circumstances  attending 
that  confinement/' 

With  respect  to  the  statement  of  the 
bon.  Member  for  Anglesea,  to  the  effect 
that  the  magistrates  minute  had  not  been 
communicated  to  the  chaplain,  he  could 
not  from  his  own  knowledge  positively 
assert  the  contrary,  but  he  was  instructed 
to  say,  that  the  minute  was  communicated 
to  that  officer,  and  that  that  view  was  cor- 
roborated by  the  minute  made  at  the  jus- 
tices special  meeting : — 

"  Mr.  Dean  stated,  that  having  seen  the  en- 
try in  the  journal,  he  wrote  to  Mr.  Browne 
complaining  of  it,  but  Mr.  Browne  had  not  re- 
plied to  that  note,  but  had  shown  it  in  the 
town,  and  the  subject  had  been  freely  can- 
vassed. The  chaplain's  journal  was  produced, 
and,  an  erasure  appearing  in  the  entry  of  the 
Kith  of  June  last,  lie  was  asked  whether  that 
erasure  was  made  previous  to  the  journal  beiu); 
:iiibmitted  to  the  court  of  quarter  sessions  on 
the  v!Oth  of  June  last,  to  which  he  answerc^d 
that  he  believed  it  was.  The  chaplain  stated, 
that  in  making  the  entry,  he  had  done  on  the 
IGth  of  June  Inst,  he  had  no  intention  to  make 
any  charge  against  Mr.  Dean,  or  to  reflect  on 
his  conduct  as  surgeon.  The  chaplain  upoln. 
gi'zed  to  the  visiting  justices  and  to  the  sur^con 
for  the  entry  m.iJe  in  his  journal  on  the  Itilh 
of  June  last.  The  committee  arc  of  opinion, 
that  the  chaplain  should  in  future  report  to 
each  meeting  of  the  gaol  committee  on  the 
state  of  the  gaol,  and  any  observation  he  has 
to  make  on  the  discipline.*' 

At  the  proceedings  connected  with  this 
matter,  he  was  not  himself  present,  and 
therefore  he  should  not  then  trouble  the 
House  at  any  greater  length  than  to  say, 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  Finsbury  had 
referred  to  the  prtsent  state  of  the  gnol, 
undt'r  the  influence  of  a  total  misappre- 
heusion.     He  had  stated,  that  the  average 


Dumber  of  punishments  was  392.  That, 
however,  was  the  daily  number  of  priso* 
ners,  while  the  daily  average  of  punish- 
ments was  only  twelve*  As  to  the  cod* 
duct  of  the  chaplain,  he  did  not  take 
on  himself  to  pronounce  any  opinioD  upon 
that. 

Mr.  Henley  wished  to  say  a  few  words 
lest  his  silence  should  be  construed  into 
an  acquiescence  in  principles  and  proceed- 
ings to  which  he  altogether  objected.  lo 
the  first  place,  he  wished  to  express  his 
full  conviction  that  the  subject  of  prison 
discipline  must  undergo  a  complete  revi- 
sion, and  be  subjected  to  an  entire  change. 
He  was  fully  persuaded,  that  no  patch- 
work system  ever  would  do.  Ag^in,  he 
could  not  help  noticing  the  operation  of 
the  various  new  rules  and  new  practices 
which  had  been  introduced  into  prisons. 
The  chaplain  was  independent  of  the 
gaoler,  and  the  gaoler  of  the  chaplain. 
The  duties  of  those  parties  might  clashv 
and  then  the  inspectors  might  come  down 
and  interfere  with  either,  being  indepen- 
dent of  both.  The  governors  might  have 
their  view  of  improvement,  and  the  in- 
spectors might  have  theirs  —  one  man 
might  have  one  crotchet,  and  one  might 
have  another,  and  each  might  labour  in 
opposite  directions  for  the  accomplishment 
of  the  objects  which  they  had  severallv  in 
view.  This  was  surely  a  state  of  thfngs 
which  could  not  be  allowed  to  continue. 
He  had  recently  seen  the  report  respecting 
the  prison  at  Northleach.  The  statements 
made  with  respect  to  that  place  of  eonfioe- 
ment,  showed  very  clearly  that  it  was  by 
no  means  the  best  conducted  of  all  the 
prisons.  There  was  no  one  who  read  the 
report,  and  who  took  a  view  more  or  less 
accurate  of  the  statements  which  it  con- 
tained, but  must  be  struck  with  the  fact 
that  there  existed  no  com|)etcnt  local 
authority— nothing  to  make  the  parlies 
concerned  to  act  in  unison.  The  justices 
possessed  no  authority— every  official  per- 
son connected  with  the  system  was  inde- 
pendent of  every  other,  and  no  means 
existed  to  make  them  work  harmoniously 
together. 

Mr.  T,  Duncombe  in  reply,  obsenred, 
that  from  the  beginning  he  stated  that  he 
went  far  beyond  the  dismissal  of  Mr. 
Browne.  There  were  several  points  in 
the  oase^that  was  one  of  them;  but  it 
did  not  constitute  the  whole  of  the  case. 
Mr.  Browne  did  not  dispute  the  power  of 
the  magistrates  to  dismiss  him;  all  tbftt 
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he  did  wai»  to  pray  tb€  House  to  institute 
an  inquiry.  After  what  fell  from  the  right 
hon.  Baronet,  he  felt  that  he  could  not 
press  his  motion  any  further.  He  hoped 
that  no  such  occurrences  as  tliose  which 
had  been  made  the  subject  of  complaint, 
would  ever  take  place  again  ;  and  feel- 
ing satisfied  that  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet would  redeem  the  pledge  he  had 
given,  he  should  consent  to  withdraw  his 
motion. 

Motion  withdrawn. 

MiLLBANK  Prison.]  On  the  Order 
of  the  Day  for  the  Third  Reading  of  the 
Millbank  Prison  Bill, 

Mr.  T.  Buncombe  said,  that  those  per- 
sons who  had  become  insane  in  conse- 
quence of  their  confinement  were  by  this 
bill  to  be  removed  to  a  lunatic  asylum.  It 
was  also  provided,  that  if  a  cure  should  be 
effected  in  the  asylum  before  the  term  of 
imprisonment  had  expired,  they  should 
then  be  removed  back  to  the  prison.  Now 
that  was  a  cruel  provision  in  any  Act  of 
Parliament,  for  it  was  very  likely,  he 
thought,  that  in  such  cases  the  insanity 
would  return.  Such  a  clause,  in  his 
opinion,  ought  not  to  be  continued  in  the 
bill. 

Sir  «/.  Graham  said,  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man was  mistaken  if  he  supposed  that 
this  provision  was  peculiar  to  this  bill.  It 
was  part  of  the  general  law  of  the  land. 
When  a  prisoner  was  proved  to  the  satis- 
faction of  the  medical  officers  of  the  pri- 
son to  be  lunatic,  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department  had  power  to 
remove  him  to  a  lunatic  asylum  ;  and, 
again,  when  the  officers  of  the  lunatic 
asylum  certified  that  he  was  recovered,  to 
send  him  back  to  prison  and  let  the  law 
resume  its  force ;  unless  in  the  exercise  of 
his  discretion  he  should  advise  the  Crown 
to  exercise  its  prerogative  of  mercy  and  to 
remit  the  rest  of  the  punishment.  He 
had  every  day  to  advise  the  Crown  in 
such  cases.  He  was  not  prepared  to  alter 
this  general  principle  of  the  law.  It  worked 
well  and  safely,  and  its  enforcement  might 
with  propriety  be  left  to  the  judgment  of 
the  advisers  of  the  Crown. 

Mr.  Henley  said,  that  Millbank  Peni- 
tentiary was  extremely  unhealthy.  Some 
years  since  epidemics  arose  there  from 
shortness  of  food.  What  bad  occurred  in 
it  showed  that  we  were  not  sure  to  escape 
great  mischief  because  a  prison  was  under 
the  control  of  Government*     Yet,  this 


new  priiob  was  to  be  solely  under  the 
control  of  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  and  the  inspectors  ap* 
pointed  by  him,  and  no  other  human 
being  was  to  know  what  took  place  within 
it. 

Sir  /.  Graham  hoped,  after  what  had 
fallen  from  the  hon.  Gentleman,  that  the 
House  would  allow  him  to  explain  the 
real  intent  and  object  of  this  measure. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  was  right  in  stating 
that  Millbank  Prison  was  generally  un- 
healthy. It  was  now  quite  clear  that  long 
confinement  there  on  low  diet  was  fatal 
to  the  constitution.  Since  the  alteration 
of  the  diet  experience  had  proved  that, 
from  the  site  of  the  prison,  long  confine- 
ment there  with  even  the  fullest  diet  could 
not  be  consistent  with  health.  This  was 
the  unanimous  opinion  of  the  medical  au- 
thorities and  others  who  had  been  con- 
sulted. As,  therefore,  the  idea  of  using 
this  prison  as  a  penitentiary  was  aban- 
doned, the  next  thing  which  the  Govern- 
ment  had  to  consider  was,  what  use  might 
be  made  of  it ;  for  it  was  a  large  building 
and  had  many  conveniences  as  a  prison. 
He  had  on  a  former  occasion  stated  to  the 
House  the  earnest  endeavours  made  by 
him  and  his  colleagues  for  the  classifica- 
tion of  prisoners.  For  juvenile  offenders 
there  was  the  prison  at  Parkhurst,  where 
they  would  remain  till  they  were  eighteen 
years  of  age,  before  which  age  it  was  not 
considered  desirable  that  they  should  be 
sent  to  Pentonville,  which  was  to  be  ap« 
propriated  to  adults ;  and  for  older  offend, 
ers  there  were  the  penal  colonies.  They 
had  lately  introduced  a  complete  system 
of  classification  which  was  known  to  the 
judges.  Speaking  generally  of  sentences 
of  transportation  at  the  sessions  or  as- 
sizes, the  general  rule  was  that  the  sen- 
tence was  to  be  carried  into  execution. 
But  the  criminals  were  to  be  divided  into 
three  classes.  The  first  was  to  consist  of 
those  who  could  get  tickets  of  leave  on 
their  arrival  on  account  of  their  general 
good  conduct.  The  second  class  was  to 
consist  of  those  whose  reformation  was 
certain,  and  to  whom  tickets  of  leave 
would  be  granted  after  some  probation  in 
the  colony,  if  their  conduct  should  be  sa- 
tisfactory. The  third  class  was  to  consist 
of  those  who  were  completely  depraved, 
and  who  would  suffer  the  utmost  punish- 
ment awarded  to  them.  It  was  desirable, 
with  a  view  to  classification,  that  there 
should  be  a  term  of  probation  before  the 
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tlassification  tliould  be  deterraiDed.  Pur 
this  purpose  there  should  be  a  general  dr- 
pi')t  for  all  conticts,  in  which  they  would 
not  be  kept  more  than  nine  or  twelve 
months— experience  showing^  that  con- 
finement in  Millbank — which  was  selecteil 
fur  the  dcpAt ;  beyond  that  period  would  not 
be  quite  consistent  with  health,  lo  that 
period  some  opinion  might  be  formed  as 
to  the  character  of  the  convicts.  From 
that  dep/>t  the  juveniica  would  be  sent  to 
Parkhurst,  the  adults  to  Pentonville,  and 
the  others  on  board  the  hulks.  In  making 
this  classification,  he  acted  in  conformity 
with  the  views  of  the  Committee  of  Ma- 
na^ment  of  Pentonville  Penitentiary, 
who  thought  that  the  discretion  as  to  clas- 
sification should  be  left  with  the  Crown. 

Bill  read  a  third  time  and  passed. 
Queen's  Bench  Offices  Bill  was  read  a 
second  time. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  past  ten. 
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Muri'TRKj    BfLiA    rkMk.— I*    Tomnheiid  P«9cn0C 
2'    Rrimwi  CiUliolie  UMIii(lRtaad)|  Voaad  BraKh  ud 

l»TO'au^^V*-  Marypnrt  ami  Cariulc  Railway. 

Repnrini. — Hull  HV  aterworfcc :  Biaiochm7  Raihny ;  Lough 
Foyle  I>niiiiaf(P ;  Bannbridgc  Road ;  Dean  ForcM  and 
(ikxjciittT  Railway. 

o '  aiid  iiaacil : — Oxnam**  Efttatc ;  SouthampCoD  Ducks ; 
sowcrby  and  Scylaad  InckMure;  Bcir«t  and  Can-hiU 
H.iilway. 
rBTirii»*«s  Prrhiivtbu.  Dy  Manni.  M.  GilMon,  R.  Wood, 
s.  rra^rmd,  Blackslone,  Hicanlo,  Wodehoiuc,  Stawliah, 
W.  KlliH,  llirmc,  I*.  Howard,  Brothcitnn,  and  Kwart,  Dr. 
Iltiwring,  Lord  A.  I/cnnox,  Sir  iu  Stiicklaiiil,  and  Lord 
Alfinrd,  frtm  am  iintncnic  number  of  places,  agaimt  ttio 
FartiviCH  RilL— By  Mr.  M.  Glbnn,  and  Mr.  B.  Wood, 
fmin  Mandiciilcr  and  dticr  placet,  ror  Ukc  Total  and  Ib> 
mediaU>  Repeal  of  Uic  (;uni4aw«. — By  Mr.  Bladutonc, 
from  Wallingford  and  other  placa,  ogalnit  the  (Tanada 
<  orii  llill.—By  Six  R.  H.  Ingliii,  flmm  the  Clergy  of  Pirn- 
pt-me,  nitalnil  tba  L'nkia  (if  tha  Sec*  of  St.  Aiaph  and 
Haiigor. — From  ievcral  idacoi,  in  favour  of  tht  Factork* 
Bill.— Fniin  Nottingham, BRainit  the  Eoclaiaitical  Courts 
Bill.— Fnim  Tnim,  and  other  placvn  agahot  the  Turn- 
pike Rnwli  Bill. -Fitim  a  i*ariiih  In  Brntol,  agaioat 
tlHr  licallh  (iTTowiih  Ilill.-.i-FnNn  Brutul.andSL  Gcorgc^i 
I  lie  M.ir1yr,  (<<iuthwark),  af^iisl  the  County  CouTts  Bill. 

—  Frirtn  Vanley,  agalntt  the  DmlnagG  of  Lands  MIL— 
Fniiii  Roinm7  Marsh  L'nioii,  agwnut  tht  Beer  Aet.*— 
Fnitii  Niittiiigluun,  and  a  iiuinlwr  of  other  places,  ftir 
(  nrryiiii*  init  Rowland  Hill's  I'laii  of  nitt-offkc  Reform. 

—  Fnmi  the  Nmthwark  LKvnry  and  >>eicntiAe  fntUtutlon, 
for  Kxinii|itj(in  (tvm  the  Payment  of  Rata  anil  Taxes. — 
Fnmi  Newark,  fiHT  Amcndioent  of  Bankrui<ey  Actw-* 
Fnnn  t.liorley,  agaimt  the  Trvck  SyHmi. 

(*tiARiTARr.R  Tru^t^.]  Sif  G.  Grey 
inov(.*d  the  Order  of  the  Day  Tor  the  second 
rt»adinf(  of  the  Charitable  Trusts  Bill. 

On  the  question  that  ihc  bill  be  read  a 
second  time, 

Mr.  litma  did  not  riso  to  offer  any  ob» 


jection  to  tha  motion,  bal  Co  call  the  at- 
tention of  the  GofernineDt  to  this  BMMt 
important  subject.  Had  be  been  aware 
that  the  bill  would  be  brought  on  for  a 
second  reading  that  evening  he  would 
have  brought  down  with  him  a  variety  of 
details,  showing  the  immense  amouutor 
property  in  land  and  funds  which  vaa 
vested  in  trustees,  many  of  whom  acted 
as  if  they  were  subject  to  do  public  re- 
sponsibility. It  could  be  shown  that  the 
property  of  this  descriptioo  aasouDted  to 
not  less  than  6,000,000/.,  over  which 
there  did  not  exist  that  salutary  control 
which  the  public  had  a  right  to  expect 
with  regard  to  such  an  amount  of  funds 
invested  for  such  useful  porpoaes.  What 
he  thought  the  Government  ought  to  do 
was  to  establish  a  board  for  the  supervision 
of  such  trusts,  and  to  which  each  of  the 
trusts  respectively  should  be  bound  to 
transmit  an  account  of  its  procoedinga; 
ao  that  it  could  be  aeen  at  once  what  waa 
the  nature  of  the  trust,  what  the  intentions 
of  its  founder,  and  how  fiir  those  inten- 
tions were  carried  into  effect.  A  board 
of  this  kind  had  been  establiahed  in  Ire- 
land, which  had  been  attended  with  very 
salutary  results,  and  a  large  amount  cif 
funds,  which  had  been  diverted  from  the 
purposes  for  which  they  were  originally 
intended,  had  been  restored  to  their  le- 
gitimate objects.  Similar  resulta  would, 
he  had  no  doubt,  be  produced  in  Bngland 
by  the  eatablishment  of  a  board  with  simi- 
lar powen. 

Sir  R.  H.  Inglis  thought,  the  bill  too 
seaeral  and  sweeping  iu  ita  enactmenta. 
It  was  moat  important  to  know  whether 
the  bill  was  to  apply  to  100  or  500  or 
1,000  charitable  trusU:  but  he  feared 
that,  for  good  or  for  evil,  more  than  that 
number  of  trusts  would  be  afteted  by  it. 
He  would  admit  that  it  was  most  deairable 
that  for  any  abtiae  ariaing  in  any  irust 
there  should  be  a  cheaper  remedy  than 
that  which  could  be  afforded  by  a  Chan- 
cery suit,  which,  however  amicably  con- 
ducted, would  swallow  up  thu  eniiiw  fuada 
of  many  of  those  trusts.  On  another 
ground,  he  thought  the  bill  too  geneini, 
for  it  gave  power  to  the  AtSoraty-genemI 
to  visit  every  charitable  traat,  ao  matter 
whether  the  trustees  were  fbood  onpnble 
of  managing  the  tnist  or  not.  Whh  theae 
views  of  the  bill,  he  had  great  donbudhe- 
ther  he  could  support  its  further  prograaa. 

The  Atiormef-GtnmU  had  kmg 
ofopinioa  that  aoaaa  inrgn 
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bensiTe  meMure  was  necessary  to  meet 
the  evils  wbick  had  ariseo  in  connexion 
with  charitable  trusts,  and  if  when  he 
staled  that  such  a  measure  was  under  the 
consideration  of  Government  and  would 
be  brought  forward,  the  right  bon.  Gen< 
tleman  (Sir  G.  Grey)  would  consent  to 
withdraw  bis  bill,  he  would  not  trouble  the 
House  with  any  further  observations  on 
the  subject.  The  bon.  Member  for  Mon- 
trose had  not  at  all  overstated  the  amount 
of  property  vested  in  trusts  for  charitable 
purposes  in  various  parts  of  the  kingdom, 
great  portions  of  which  were  subjected  to 
very  bad  management.  It  was  not  too 
much  to  say,  that  trusts  amounting  to  up- 
wards of  1 ,000,000/.  per  annum  thus  in- 
vested called  for  investigation,  which 
would,  no  doubt,  have  the  effect  of  not 
only  restoring  it  to  its  legitimate  destina- 
tion, but  of  also  greatly  improving  it  in 
amount.  He  considered  it  advisable  that 
some  comprehensive  scheme  in  connexion 
with  this  subject  should  be  adopted  in 
order  that  these  charities  might  be  under 
proper  visitation,  instead  of  the  present 
expensive  and  complicated  process.  He 
hoped  that  the  right  bon.  Gentleman 
would  not  press  his  bill.  He  expected  to 
be  able  during  the  present  Session  of 
Parliament  to  bring  in  a  bill  for  the  re- 
gulation of  these  charitable  and  trust 
funds. 

Sir  G.  Grey  could  not  consent  to 
abandon  the  bill  altogether.  He  was 
gratified  at  hearing  from  the  Attorney- 
general  that  the  subject  had  engaged  the 
attention  of  the  Government,  and  relying 
on  his  pledge  that  some  measure  would 
be  brought  forward  by  the  Government 
during  the  course  of  the  present  Session, 
he  would  withdraw  hit  bill  for  the  present, 
and  place  it  on  the  paper  for  this  day 
three  weeks.  He  should  be  sorry  to 
abandon  the  hope  that  the  bill  would  pass 
during  the  course  of  the  present  Session. 
He  hoped  the  House  would  consent  to  the 
second  reading  of  the  bill,  and  he  would 
postpone  the  further  consideration  of  it  to 
this  day  three  weeks. 

Sir  J.  Oraham  desired  to  guard  the 
right  boo.  Gentleman  against  any  miscon- 
struction of  what  had  (alien  from  his  bon. 
Friend  the  Attorney-general.  The  sub- 
ject was  one  of  great  magnitude  and  im- 
portance, and  had  engaged  the  serious  at- 
tention of  the  Government.  The  Lord 
Chancellor  had  devoted  a  considerable 
portion  of  attention  to  tfae  subject,  which 


was  a  most  difficult  one.  He  could  not 
pledge  himself  that  the  Government 
would  bring  forward  a  measure  on  the 
subject,  which  would  be  passed  into  law 
during  the  present  Session.  He  hoped 
the  measure  would  be  sufficiently  matured 
to  be  laid  upon  the  Table  during  the 
course  of  the  present  Session,  but  he 
could  by  no  means  pledge  himself  that 
the  Government  would  be  enabled  to  pass 
a  law  on  the  subject.  He  was  anxious, 
however,  to  have  it  distinctly  understood, 
that  under  no  circumstances  could  he 
consent  to  the  second  reading  of  this  bill. 
When  the  bill  was  first  proposed,  he  had 
stated  that  he  had  considerable  doubts 
upon  the  subject,  and,  upon  mature  con- 
sideration, all  those  doubts  had  been  con- 
firmed. The  bill  proposed  to  introduce  a 
new  principle  in  dealing  with  these  trusts. 
He  objected  to  deal  with  these  trusts  in 
any  way  but  judicially.  Now  the  present 
bill  proposed  to  give  the  executive  Go- 
vernment power  to  deal  with  these  trusts, 
and  he  thought  that  power  ought  to  be 
entrusted  only  to  a  court  of  justice.  He 
must  therefore  oppose  the  second  reading 
of  the  bill. 

Mr.  Brotherton  approved  highly  of  any 
general  system  by  which  the  public  could 
be  made  acquainted  with  the  annual  in- 
come and  expenditure  of  those  trusts,  for 
he  thought  an  exposition  of  their  nature 
and  extent  would  tend  to  prevent  their 
misappropriation. 

Colonel  Sibthorp  hoped  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  below  him  (Sir  James 
Graham)  would  bring  in  some  measure 
on  this  subject,  as  there  could  be  no  doubt 
that  the  funds  of  these  trusts  were  grossly 
mal-appropriated  for  election  purposes. 
He  regretted  to  hear  that  nothing  would 
be  done  on  so  important  a  subject  in  the 
present  Session,  and  he  thought  the  House 
ought  not  to  allow  Parliament  to  be  pro- 
rogued before  a  bill  was  passed  and  re- 
ceived the  royal  assent. 

Mr.  fVyse  said,  the  only  objection  which 
he  entertained  to  the  measure  was  on  ac- 
count of  its  incompleteness  j  he  thought 
it  fell  short  of  the  necessities  of  the  case. 
The  Legislature  should,  no  doubt,  be 
cautious  in  departing  from  the  objects  of 
the  founders  of  those  trusts  ;  but  it  should 
also  be  borne  in  mind  that  a  different  state 
of  society  required  different  institutions. 
Many  of  the  most  valuable  establishments 
OB  the  continent  were  old  establishments 
which  had  been  remodelled. 
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Mr.  Ev,arl  thooght  it  wofild  be  ferj   uam  way,  itwre  «»  a  re^;«ktiM  tkn  Am 
dfititMe  that  the  (hawemmenl  sKoold  in-   certificate  or  original  affidavit  of 
tf/iduce  a  mea^ore  with  respect  to  the  ad*   shoaLd  be  coDcTo^tve,  altlkwuh  the 
inintfttration  of  thiMe  tmsts  before  the  pro-    fiauance  of  the  oath  was  boc  all 
rogation  of  Parliament,  which  might  be   lacooAiatenc  with  that  acL     Scill 
considered  in  a  fotore  Sestion.  pearcd  to  his   thai  the  coostmelioB  cf 

The  second  reading  of  the  bill  post-    that  act  was  to  repeal  the  Rooaa 
poned  to  June  I4tb.  :  oath— it  had  been  so  decided  by  two 

;  mittecs  of  that  House ;  and  in  •■  ii 

Rom A3J  Catholic  Oaths.]    Mr.  Rou  '  ^^^^^  ^  ^  ^JTCLi^  "J^-  tewlered. 
moted  the  second  readiDg  of  the  Roman  ■  ^^""^ "J  "^^^"^ ^ ^  "^      „ 
Catholic  Oaths  (Ireland)  Bill.  '  ^  ^^^l  *^*  J«"'°5  ^  ^^^??*-    " 

.S.r  IL  InrjUs  opposed  the  bill.     The    J^  circnmstances  he  ^S^t  ^^JJ* 
oaths  impo.^  on  llonian  Catholic,  had  '  ^^f,  "^  ?^  f^io^his  a»»t  to  the  bilL 
been   frail^d  as  a  certain  secnfitj  to  be  |      g'"  '^^*  "^  T*  .  _i;«     - 
uken  prior  to  toting  at  elections,  and  was  i      "^"  adjowncd  at  tweotj^-fite  an 

tendered  as  such  security  at  the  passing  of '  ^  ■*^"-         ^^ 

the  Catholic  Relief  Bill.     It  appeared,  ac-  '  " 

rorriing  to  the  hon.  Member,  that  con-;  HOUSE  OF  COMMONS, 

flicnng  ficcisions  had  been  given  since  the  !  Thmndaw  Mam  25   1843. 

passin;^  the  Reform  Bill,  whether  the  oath  *_      *^ 

JibofilrJ    be   Uken  or   not.     Prior   to  the    ^^^.^1!^  'S^aJ^Z^  "*" 

passing  of  the  Iteform  Bill,  there  could  be     ^mmu^H^ported^-^itai.  North  of 

no  doubt  that  the  oath  was  to  be  ukco. ;  J**'*'Jl^^ 

TJift  doubi,  therefore,  might  a.*  easily  be  :  prrr^nS^Z^'^Bj 

resolf  <.d  in  the  affirmative  as  the  negative.  I     wauon.  Taaocd,  runca,  p. 

'Win  bill  r*:«ilv#:d  it  in  the  negative.     Now  "     T.""?' .  ™f"**'  9T^*J^^^     ^ 

i^iii  !••        rw      '       •.f*»lwn,  Jems,  CoUen,  M.  nilipi^  T» 

he  fthould  ]irtji>tjMe  to  rcioUe  it  in  theaffir-       «.  bjuj,  o.  ccfe.  AkUm. 

lUwM,  Ciiinmt,  and  SCaMAcU.  Dr. 

Lcaanx,  Lord  A.  Hcrvey,  s>ir  J. 

Lan^toQ*  C4|iCaia  Rooi,  Lonl  Diumsb,  Sir  J. : 

Htmidt,  and  bit  Q.  Grey,  flrom  an  < 

plaou,  agaimt   the   Factories  BiD;    aad 

plarei,  in  fiiTOur  at  the 

(.''i64in,  and  M.  i'hiUips,  ihana  *^"g%^  flf 

ilic  TfjcaJ  and  Immcdute  Repeal  of  Uie  Com 

Dy  Mr.  T.  lluMrjmbc,  from  Lekertcr.  agnart  Hm 

vzpr.Ticnecd  bf  Che  prisnocr  Cooper. — Vmm 

Vn  further  Limiung  Utc  iluun  of  Laboor  !■ 

Kf'Jin  ^vcnl  ptaisA  agaiiut  the  Union  of  Ihe 

SL  Awfihand  BanKor^-FramtheGkiueertenH 

AMrjciatma,  fur  Medial  RcCarm. — Pram  Ike 

fmjfrhfda,  agaiut  Night-work-^Fraai  Drnftwla,  Ghrt. 

and  fftluT  plaeei,  af^ftit  the  four  Rdirf  iIidMid) 

frrjfn  locraJ  plaeis,  againit  the 

f'ruin  ICijchdale,  ^puntt  the  ^'irlrTrr*- 

Fn/m    Kilhrogan,   and   Malluw,   fbr 

Churrh  ildiuaiioa  Society  Schools.->Frara 

(.'wfc,  againa  any  further  CnnC  to  McyDOOd 

YrtMn  Maccks&eld,  and   another  piaoCp  for 

Literary  and  Scientific  InstitutkiDt  flroia  the 

Rates  ami  Taxes.— From  Kunderiaml.  for  Ai 

R(v;ulat»ons  of  the   Merchant  Soamcnli 

RfM,  againrt  tlw   Malt-ux.— From  NutthMptoa, 

CliestiT,  against  the  New  Bankruptcy 

places,  ai;wmt  the  Tumpikc  Roads  BilL — I 

chtttiT.  Badger,  and  other  pUees.  far  Chaich 

— Fruiii    Dublin,   against   the   MuaidpiJ 

<  I  It-land)   Act. — From  Jamc^  Hey  wood, 

<>ath«   imposed   by   the    Univeriitiei   of 

Cambridge— FYom   W.   CubbeU,  i^hmK    tte 

Bench  l>nsao  BilL 


ffiaMvf:,  and  rf.'iuire  ihal  every  person  pro- 
U%\\u\i^  (he  Roman  f  Catholic  religion  should 
fakr:  the  o^ith  prior  to  voting  at  elections. ' 
\*»*:U,xt:  dividing  the  House  he  waited  to 
lirrir  what  d^'r;Mion  h';r  Majesty's  Govern- 
rn#:nt  harj  corne  to. 

Mr.  y,  ij.  SmiUi  (Ai to rney- general  for 
Ir^.-Und;  %aid  it   wa%  |>erfcctly  true  that, 
from  ll»<:  tirnc  of  p;iH3in'^  the  llfiiiian  Ca- 
(holif:  IN.-li^f  f$i||  down   to  the  passing  of 
th#!    liiMi   lUlorm   liill,   every  voter   wjh 
bound    to  lake  that  oath ;  hut  the  (|ucs- 
tioii  Wri.-i  now  as  to  :hc  construction  of  the  ; 
\t\Ai  kf  roim  Act,  and  whether  the  oath  , 
rrM|itin:d  hy  the   10th  of  George  4th  wab  | 
ic|M.';i|i:d   by   that  uct.     And,  first,  upon  ' 
this  ihr;rc  aiose  a  (jucstiou  of  construction 
u|ioii  the  Kurdish  Act.     According  to  that  j 
art,  rc^^istration  was  to  be  couclusive,  and 
crrtuifi  fjue»tions  only  were  to  be  put,  iis 
to  whether  the  voter  held  the  same  quali- 
fic.iifun,  wheiher  he  was  the  party  regis- 
icrcd,  and  whether  he  had  already  voted, 
'i'hat  net  waH  open  to  the  same  question 
as  to  i<,oman  Catholic  voters  as  the  Irish 
Reform  bill ;  but  since  the  passing  that 
act  he  did  not  Gnd  that  a  siogic  Roman 
(*utholic  voter   had  been  called  upon  to 
take  the  Roman  Catholic  oath  in  Eng- 
land.   Id  the  Irish  Reform  Bill,  in  the 


Public    Works    (Irelavd^.] 
Jiedington  wished   to  know'   wbetl 


Mr. 

lether  it 
were  true  that  cootmunicatioQ  had  iioea 
made  to  the  Board  oi  Public  Woika  ia 
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Ireland,  stating  that  the  government  could 
not  sanction  any  further  grants  of  public 
money  for  the  purpose  of  public  works  in 
Ireland  ? 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  said, 
a  sum  of  50,000/.  had  been  appropriated 
in  the  reign  of  her  present  Majesty,  to  be 
applied  either  as  grants  or  loans,  accord- 
ing to  the  discretion  of  the  Treasury,  to 
the  Board  of  Public  Works  in  Ireland. 
In  a  minute  subsequently  issued  by  the 
Treasury,  a  strong  opinion  was  expressed 
that  the  system  of  loans  was  the  least 
advisable  to  be  carried  into  effect.  It  so 
happened  that  in  the  execution  of  the 
Act  the  Commissioners  of  Public  Works 
of  Ireland  did  not  revert  to  that  minute, 
but  appropriated  46,000/.  out  of  the 
50,000/.  as  loans,  instead  of  appropriating 
it  as  grants.  On  his  accession  to  office 
he  found  things  in  this  situation,  and  he 
communicated  to  the  Board  of  Works 
that,  under  the  existing  circumstances,  all 
the  Treasury  was  empowered  to  do  was  to 
advance  the  4,000/.  remaining  of  the 
whole  sum  for  the  grants,  for  which  the 
board  might  have  made  engagements.  He 
was  about  to  introduce  a  bill  for  the  pur- 
pose of  making  the  grants  for  the  public 
works  of  Ireland  analogous  to  those  of 
England,  but  giving  to  Ireland  this  ad- 
vantage, that  there  should  be  a  fund 
in  that  country  to  be  distributed  by  the 
commissioners,  at  the  same  time  preserving 
to  Ireland  the  claim  she  had  upon  the 
fund  in  this  country.  Intimation  had 
been  made  to  the  parties  that  means  were 
being  taken  to  correct  the  error  into  which 
the  commissioners  had  fallen,  and  that 
21,000/.,  which  had  been  appropriated  as 
loans  instead  of  grants,  should  be  re- 
transferred  to  grants,  instead  of  loans. 
At  the  same  time  he  expressed  his  opinion 
to  the  commissioners  that  they  were  not, 
under  the  circumstances,  to  give  encou- 
ragement to  the  system  of  loans. 

Idolatry  in  India,]  Sir  R,  Inglis 
wished  to  put  three  questions  relating  to 
any  encouragements  which  had  been 
given  to  idolatrous  worship  in  India.  The 
opinion  of  the  House  had  been  so  unani- 
mously expressed  on  this  subject  about 
three  years  ago,  that  it  was  wholly  unne- 
cessary for  him  to  trouble  it  with  any 
observations  on  it  at  present.  He  would 
ask  his  right  hon.  Friend  at  the  bead  of 
the  Government  what  steps  had  been  taken 
in  order  to  separate  finally  the  connexion 


between  the  Government  of  India  and 
the  worship  of  its  heathen  and  Mussul- 
man subjects  ?  He  would  next  ask  what 
steps  had  been  taken  to  separate  the  con- 
nexion of  the  company's  officers  not  alone 
from  the  interior  management  of  the  pa. 
godas,  but  also  from  the  management  of 
the  lands  appropriated  to  their  use  ?  He 
was  glad  to  find,  that  partly  owing  to  the 
exertions  of  the  late,  and  partly  owing  to 
those  of  the  present  Government,  a  great 
advance  had  been  made  in  this  latter 
respect.  His  third  question  was,  what 
steps  had  been  taken  to  discontinue  the 
grant  of  60,000  rupees  which  had  been 
made  to  support  the  temple  of  Jugger- 
naut? 

Sir  R,  Peel  said,  that  previous  to  the 
accession  of  the  present  Government  to 
office,  in  the  month  of  August,  1841,  the 
late  President  of  the  Board  of  Control  had 
signified  to  the  Governor- general  of  India 
the  wish  of  her  Majesty's  Government 
that  all  connexion  between  the  officers  of 
the  East  India  Company  and  the  ceremo- 
nies and  worship  in  mosques  and  pagodas 
should  cease,  and  also  that  all  interference 
on  tfie  part  of  those  officers  in  the  man* 
agement  of  the  landed  and  other  revenues 
of  those  mosques  and  pagodas  should  be 
discontinued.  Orders  to  that  effect  were 
issued,  and  inquiries  were  directed  to  be 
made  as  to  the  facility  with  which  the 
connexion  referred  to  might  be  severed* 
From  the  reports  of  the  collectors  of  eight 
revenue  districts  in  the  Madras  presidency, 
he  had  the  satisfaction  of  saying  that  it 
was  their  concurrent  opinion  that  there 
would  be  no  difficulty  whatever  in  sepa- 
rating the  connexion  between  the  com- 
pany's officers  and  the  worship  of  the 
natives  in  the  mosques  and  pagodas,  and 
at  the  present  moment  he  believed  that  in 
consequence  of  directions  from  the  Home 
Government,  the  personal  service  of  the 
company's  officers  at  those  places  of  wor- 
ship had  been  dispensed  with.  As  to  the 
management  of  the  estates  destined  for 
the  support  of  those  places  of  Hindoo  and 
Mussulman  worship,  it  was  evident  that 
some  time  must  elapse  before  that  manage- 
ment could  be  transferred  to  native  officen, 
and  some  general  and  uniform  arrangement 
devised,  by  which  the  management  being 
left  to  Hindoos  and  Mussulmans  them- 
selves the  connection  of  the  compan/s 
officers  with  them  would  be  completely  at 
an  end.  With  respect  to  the  payment  of 
the  annual  sum  of  60,000  rupees  for  tli9 
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sapport  of  the  temple  of  Juggeniaat,  he 
wat  aware  that  a  statemeot  on  the  subject 
bad  been  published,  which,  being  consi- 
dered a  proper  subject  for  inquiry,  the 
attention  of  the  Governor- general  bad 
been  directed  to  it,  and  the  circumstances 
under  which  the  Government  had  entered 
into  this  engagement  were  undergoing 
close  investigation.  As  to  the  statement 
that  natifes  had  been  compelled  to  draw 
the  car  of  Juggernaut,  he  had  no  means 
of  knowing  how  the  fact  stood,  but  in> 
structions  had  been  sent  out  to  prevent 
any  such  compulsory  service,  and  the 
police  had  received  strict  injunctions  on 
that  head.  The  whole  sutgect  was  in 
progress  of  close  investigation,  and  he 
assured  his  hon.  Friend,  that  as  soon  as 
he  should  be  in  a  condition  to  lay  the 
result  before  the  House,  he  would  gladly 
do  so. 

Colonial  Corv.]  Mr.  Darby  wished 
to  put  a  question  to  the  noble  Lord  the 
Colonial  Secretary,  connected  with  the 
measure  for  allowing  com  and  flour  to 
come  into  this  country  from  Canada.  He 
saw  a  notice  given  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Bolton,  the  object  of  which  was,  the 
eitension  of  the  same  boon  to  some  others 
of  our  colonial  possessions.  He  also 
learnt,  that  it  was  the  opinion  of  others 
that  the  same  privilege  should  be  eitended 
to  Prince  Edward's  Island,  New  Bruns- 
wick, and  NoTa  Scotia.  What  he  wished 
to  know  was^  whether  it  were  the  intention 
of  Government  to  extend  to  any  of  our 
other  colonial  possessions  the  measure  ap- 
plied to  Canada  T 

Lord  Stanley  said,  that  if  his  hon. 
Friend  who  had  put  the  question  would 
refer  to  the  returns  which  were  on  the 
Table,  he  would  find  that  the  only  colony 
interested  in  this  matter  was  Canada,  as  it 
was  the  only  colony  which  had  a  surplus 
produce  of  corn  to  export.  Canada  had 
for  years  been  petitioning  for  this  boon. 
It  was  for  this,  that  the  present  bill  was 
introduced,  namely,  to  fulfil  the  engage- 
ment made  by  the  Government  with  Ca« 
nada,  and  with  Canada  alone.  He  might 
add,  that  the  discussion  of  the  whole  Corn- 
law  turned  on  this  one  point,  and  the  conse- 
quence to  which  it  led  afforded  another 
proof  of  the  inconvenience  of  entering  into 
the  whole  question  on  a  mstter  so  little 
affecting  it.  The  engagement  of  the 
Government  was^  be  repetted,  with  Ca- 
nada, and  Canada  only.    It  IhhI  saade 


none  with  any  other  colony^  and  had  no 
intention  of  distnrbing  the  principle  of 
the  Corn-laws  by  any  further  extension  of 
the  principle  applied  to  Canada. 

Mr.  Labowihere  wished  to  know  whether 
he  understood  the  noble  Lord  correctly 
in  this,— that  it  was  not  the  intention  of 
the  Government  in  this  Session  to  extend 
the  boon  given  lo  Canada  to  Prince 
Edward's  Island,  Nova  Scotia,  and  New 
Brunswick  ?  Did  the  noble  Lord  mean  to 
say,  that  under  no  circumstances  he  would 
extend  the  principle  of  the  Canadian 
measure  to  the  colonics  he  had  named, 
even  should  they  earnestiv  desire  it—and 
place  a  doty  on  foreign  wheat  as  high  as 
on  that  of  Canada  ? 

Lord  SiamUy :  I  wish  it  to  be  diatinclly 
understood  that  he  coarse  the  Government 
has  taken  is  in  accordance  with  the  en- 
gagements entered  into  with  Canada,  and 
u  not  intended  to  justify  other  colonics  in 
saying,  **  we  have  complied  with  the  sense 
conditions,  and  we  call  on  yon  to  give  us 
similar  advantages.'^  It  is  our  desire,  that 
we  should  not  be  called  upon  lo  disturb 
existing  arrangements,  on  the  ground  of 
what  we  have  done  with  respeet  to  Ca- 
nada; and  it  is  our  opinion^  that  if  we 
shoold  be  so  called  upon,  audi  a  eonrae 
would  merely  tend  to  disturb  an  extensive 
settlement  for  an  unimportant  object. 

Sir  G.  Grey :  As  the  noble  Lord  says, 
that  by  reference  to  the  returns  we  can 
see  that  Canada  is  the  only  colony  that 
has  any  snrplas  corn  to  export,  perhaps 
he  will  state  what  return  shows  that,  as 
the  fact  was  much  disputed  in  the  late 
debate. 

Lord  Stanley :  If  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman will  refer  to  the  returns  obtained 
on  the  motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Bristol,  he  will  see,  that,  of  all  the  com 
imported  from  oar  oolooiesy  Canada  sup- 
plies nine-tenths.  1  don't  say  that  this  is 
altogether  the  produce  of  Canada ;  but, 
so  far  as  we  have  an  opportunity  of  know- 
ing, it  ia  Canadian.  New  Brunswick,  and 
Nova  Scotia  notoriously  are  deficient  in 
the  supply  necessary  for  hooie  eonsunp* 
tion. 

Dr.  Bowring  said,  that  as  the  subject 
was  now  before  the  House,  be  might, 
perhaps,  save  time,  if  he  were  allowed  to 
pot  a  question  which  stood  as  a  notice 
for  to-morrow.  He  had  been  infbnsed, 
that  the  Legislature  of  Prince  Edwaid's 
Ishmd  had  htely  imposed  a  duty  oo  the 
im|NMtaliOB  of  con  UMck  heatier  than 
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hitherto.  Now,  he  wished  to  know  from 
the  noble  Lord,  whether,  if  the  legislature 
of  that  colony  should  solicit  a  boon  simi- 
lar to  that  given  to  Canada,  the  Govern- 
ment would  say,  ''No"  to  the  applica- 
tion. 

Lord  Stanley  said,  the  hon.  Member's 
question  assumed  that  the  legislature  of 
Prince  Edward's  Island  had  laid  a  duty  on 
foreign  corn  heavier  than  heretofore,  but 
he  had  no  official  report  of  any  such  act 
having  been  passed.  He  had,  however, 
reason  to  believe  that  certain  resolutions 
had  been  passsed,  imposing  a  duty  on  fo- 
reign wheat,  as  a  means  of  increasing  the 
revenue  of  this  year.  The  resolutions, 
however,  had  not  yet  been  passed  into  a 
law,  but  even  if  they  had  it  would  be  only 
for  a  sibgle  year. 

CaVADA  —  DiVISIOMS  IK   THE   HOUSB 

OP  Assembly.]  Mr.  V.  Smith  wished  to 
ask  the  noble  Lord,  whether  any  divisions 
had  taken  place  in  the  legislative  assembly 
of  Canada  upon  the  resolution  to  impose 
a  duty  of  ds.  per  quarter  on  American 
wheat?  and  also  what  was  the  noble 
Lord's  authority  for  stating  that  the  re- 
solution referred  to  bad  the  unanimous 
approbation  of  the  legislative  assembly. 

Lord  St€ailey  said,  the  hon.  Member  for 
Montrose  had  already  referred  him  to 
some  divisions  which  had  taken  place  on 
the  29th  of  September  last,  with  respect 
to  the  duty  on  American  corn,  and  had 
read  some  extracts  from  a  Canadian  news- 
paper on  the  subject.  But  he  bad  at  that 
moment  copies  of  the  journals  of  the 
House  of  Assembly  before  him,  and  he 
could  find  no  mention  of  the  divisions  to 
which  the  hon.  Member  referred.  There 
had,  however,  been  a  division  upon  a  mo- 
tion to  lay  an  additional  tax  upon  agricul- 
tural produce  coming  from  America.  That 
motion  was  negatived.  There  had  also 
been  a  division  on  the  question  that  the 
bill  should  not  pss  until  a  corresponding 
measure  should  have  passed  the  Parlia- 
ment of  this  country,  and  that  motion  had 
been  negatived.  ITiere  had  been  no  divi- 
sion on  the  general  principle  of  the  bill, 
for  the  second  and  third  reading  were 
passed  without  any.  He  thought  tber»> 
fore,  that  he  was  justi6ed  in  saying  that 
the  bill  bad  the  general  assent  of  the  Ca- 
nadian Legislature. 

Sees  of  St»  Asa?r  akd  Bakoor. 
Mr.  GKve:  1  beg U>  ari^  Ky  hon.  Fi»d 


the  Member  for  Anglesea,  whether  he  is 
disposed  to  postpone  the  motion  of  which 
he  has  given  notice  for  this  day  ?  I  am 
induced  to  put  this  question  in  consequence 
of  a  discussion  that  has  lately  taken  place 
elsewhere,  and  of  the  opinions  expressed 
by  those  deeply  interested  in  the  welfare 
of  the  church  and  principality,  who  are 
desirous  of  such  postponement. 

Mr.  TF.  0.  Stanley.'^ln  answer  to  the 
question  put  to  me  by  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  South  Shropshire,  I  can  assure 
him  I  have  but  one  common  object  with 
him — namely,  the  advancement  of  the 
spiritual  welfare  of  the  principality.  I 
should  be  most  unwilling  to  put  myself 
forward  in  opposition  to  the  feelings  of 
those  hon.  Friends  with  whom  I  have  been 
acting  so  long  and  so  cordially ;  and  should 
be  most  sorry  to  bring  forwaird  the  motion 
that  stands  on  the  votes  of  the  House  for 
this  evening,  if  it  were  considered  that  my 
doing  so  would  prejudkse  the  cause  we 
were  adrocating  in  common.  I  would 
most  willingly  postpone  that  motion  pn^- 
vided  I  could  obtain  some  assurance  from 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Prime  Minister, 
that  he  will  apply  any  surpliu  funds  to  be 
derived  from  episcopal  revenues  in  the 
dioceses  of  St.  Asaph  and  Bangor  to  the 
augmentation  of  poor  and  populous  vicar- 
ages and  curacies  in  the  principality  ? 

•Sir  jR.  Peel  wished  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber had  exercised  hu  own  discretion  in  the 
matter.  He  wished  to  intimate  to  him 
that  if  he  did  exercise  his  own  discretion, 
and  brought  forward  a  motion  for  the  re- 
peal of  this  act,  which  passed  both  Houses 
of  Pariiament  with  but  little  opposition, 
which  act  united  the  bishoprics  of  St. 
Asaph  and  Bangor, — if  the  hon.  Member, 
pursuant  to  his  notice,  moved  that  that 
act  be  repealed,  he  would  exercise  his  own 
discretion,  and  offiir  the  motion  of  the  bon. 
Member  hb  most  decided  opposition. 
Tliat  act  was  proposed  to  the  House  upon 
the  recommendation  of  the  Ecclesiastical 
Commissioners*  It  was  brought  forward 
by  the  late  Adosinistration,  and  passed 
through  Parliament  with  but  little  oppo- 
sition, although  he  iras  aware  that  out  of 
doors  it  had  met  with  great  oppositioo. 
With  regard  to  the  appropriation  of  any 
surf^us  fund  which  might  exist  in  conM- 
quence  of  the  union  of  the  sees  he  conki 
give  the  hon.  Member  no  assuranoe.  He 
wouM  adhere  to  the  declaration  of  Parlia- 
ment with  respect  lo  ihe  union  of  4he 
sees.    He  couM  only  any,  if  the  see  of 
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Maocbetter  were  foooded,  and  foods  not 
originallj  cooleinplaied  were  appropriated 
for  itt  endowment,  and  if  the  lees  of  St. 
Aflapb  and  Etengor  were  endowed  out  of  ibe 
i;reat  titbet  of  the  neighbouring  parishes, 
he  should  with  great  reluctance  see  ibem 
applied  to  the  eodownent  of  the  new 
bisbopric  of  Manchester.  He  should 
reserve  to  himself  the  full  power  of 
considering  whether  the  surplus  revenue 
of  the  church  ought  to  be  first  applied 
to  the  endowment  and  allotment  of  liv- 
ings in  North  Wales. 

Mr.  W.  O.  Stanley  said,  tha  after  what 
had  fallen  from  tlie  right  hon.  Baronet,  be 
should  best  consult  the  interest  of  those 
whom  be  represented  by  not  bringing  for- 
ward his  motion. 

Oaths  iir  Tiir.  Uxiversities.]  Mr. 
fVilUam  I),  Chriilie : '  1  rise  to  move  for 
leave  to  bring  in  the  Bill,  of  which  I  have 
given  notice, "  to  abolish  certain  oaths  and 
subscriptions  in  the  Universities  of  Oxford 
and  Cambridge,  and  to  eitend  education 
in  the  Universities  to  persons  who  are  not 
members  of  the  Church  of  England ;" 
and  if  1  do  not  take  up  the  time  of  the 
House  by  apologies  for  putting  myself 
forward  in  a  question  which  has  so  many 
important  bearings,  and  affects  such  old 
and  powerful  interests,  I  trust  i  shall  not 
therefore  be  supposed  insensible  to  the 
importance  of  the  task  which  1  have  un- 
dertaken, and  the  performance  of  which, 
self-imposed  tlioii«;h  it  has  been,  1  now 
approach  with  unaffected  diffidence.  This, 
1  trust,  it  will  be  permitted  to  say,  that 
I  have  thought,  from  the  time  which  has 
been  suffered  to  elapse  since  this  question 
was  lasi  agitated,  that  those  who  might 
be  looked  to  in  this  House  to  move  for 
the  rcdrcu  of  any  religious  grievance 
have  probably  been  deterred  from  this 
particular  question  by  the  many  technical 
details  and  difficulties  which  embarrass  it, 
and  I  have  thought  also  that  my  own 
comparatively  recent  residence  in  one  of 
the  Universities  might  so  far  give  me  an 
advantage  for  dealing  with  the  techni- 
calities of  this  question.  Be  this,  how- 
ever, as  it  may,  1  may  at  least  hope  that 
the  freshness  of  my  recollection  of  one 
University,  and  of  my  feelings  towards 
her,  will  secure  me  from  adopting  any 
tone  towards  the  Universities  that  might 
prejudice  my  purpose,  or  any  argument 


*  From  a  corrected  report. 


tending  to  depreciate  the  advaotagta,  to 
a  participatioD  in  which  I  ask  to  adait 
Dissenters  from  the  Established  Church  ; 
and  I  am  indeed  anxioos  to  assure  the 
House  that  I  approach  this  question  in  no 
spirit  of  irreverence  towards  those  ancieat 
and  venerable  institutions,  which  were  the 
cradles  of  learning  in  this  country,  and 
have  borne  so  great  a  part  in  feeding  tbe 
intellects  and  forming  the  characters  of 
the  great  men  who  have  been  aosoog  oi, 
and  which,  though  time  may  have  ren- 
dered many  changes  necessary,  and  self 
government  introduced  corruplionSp  yet  I 
do  believe — little  though  1  know  ny  testi* 
mony  can  be  worth,  yet  standing  here  for 
the  purpose  that  1  do,  1  shall  at  lenat  be 
absolved  from  the  presumption  that  would 
attach  to  me  were  1  gratuitooaly  to  offer 
it— which  I  yet  do  believe  to  possen  the 
elements  of  fitness  to  impart  a  liberal  and 
manly  education,  superior  to  those  of  any 
Universities  which  Scotland,  or  Amenca, 
or  France,  or  even  Germany  can  boast  of. 
And  yet  it  is  no  injury,  as  I  conceive,  which 
I  purpose  to  inflict,  but  rather  a  benefit  to 
confer,  ou  tlie  Universities,  whose  naefni- 
ncss  will  be  extended,  from  whoae  eaeut- 
clieons  a  deep  stain  of  injustice  will  be 
wiped  out,  and  whose  hold  on  the  national 
respect  and  affection,  will  be  strengthened 
by  granting — this  boon  I  will  not  call  it— 
this  rightful  claim  of  the  numerous  mem* 
hers  of  our  political  community^  whose 
consciences  will  not  permit  them  to  adopt 
the  articles  and  the  formolariea  of  the 
Church  that  is  established.  I  am  met  at 
tbe  very  threshold  of  this  question  by  the 
denial  of  tlic  right  of  Parliament  to  inter- 
fere. Now  let  us  understand  what  tbe 
Universities  are.  They  are  corpontiooa 
of  a  public  character — civil  lay  corpora^ 
tious  as  the  law  knows  them^bolding 
charters  under  the  authority  of  an  Act  of 
Parliament  (13  Eliz.  c.  29),  which  de- 
scribes  their  objects  as  *'  the  maintenance 
of  good  and  godly  literature  and  the  vir- 
tuous education  of  youth,** — pi>f tiffing  in 
virtue  of  these  charters  the  powers  and 
privileges  necessary  for  carrying  out  their 
objects--and  invested  by  the  State,  in 
conskleration  of  their  high  character  and 
usefulness,  with  otiier  privileges,  such  as 
the  return  by  each  of  them  of  two  Members 
to  this  House  of  Parliament.  They  have 
the  powers  necessary  for  the  free  fulfilment 
of  their  functions,  and  with  the  eaercise 
of  these  powers  the  State  wodd  not  do 
right  ia  interfering,  except  whan  Ihoj  §m 
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exceeded,  or  are  used  to  alter  indirectly^ 
but  essentially,  the  character  of  the  cor- 
porations, or  to  do  anything  which  has  an 
injurious  bearing  on  the  public  interests  of 
the  Stale.  But  while  they  have  these 
powers,  they  eiist,  it  must  be  remembered, 
for  a  public  purpose,  and  in  a  relation  to 
the  State,  which  renders  it  necessary  that 
they  should  be  amenable  to  the  control  of 
the  supreme  legislative  authority.  The 
Legislature  would  not  allow  the  Universi- 
ties to  maintain,  as  a  condition  for  re- 
ceiving the  benefits  which  they  dispense,  a 
reIic:ion  different  from  that  which  is  estab- 
lished  by  the  State.  So  I  contend  that 
it  ought  not  to  allow  the  Universities  to 
establish  or  maintain  restrictions,  which 
confine  their  benefits  only  to  a  portion  of 
those  for  whom  they  are  justly  available, 
and  which  are  at  variance  with  those  prin- 
ciples of  religious  liberty  which  so  emi- 
nently conduce  to  the  well-being  of  the 
State.  So  much  for  the  Universities.  In 
peculiar  connection  with  them  exist  a  set 
of  other  corporations,  of  a  different  cha- 
racter, I  mean  the  Colleges,  which  are 
originally  private  corporations — created  by 
royal  charter  in  order  to  give  effect  to  the 
charitable  intentions  of  individual  found- 
ers, and  governed  by  rules  given  by  the 
founders  with  the  sanction  of  the  Crown  ; 
with  which  rules  the  State  will  not  inter- 
fere, unless  their  observance  becomes  in  a 
public  point  of  view  injurious.  But  these 
colleges,  though  originally,  as  I  have  said, 
private  corporations,  are  now  become,  by 
the  nature  of  the  connection  noW  subsist- 
ing between  them  and  the  Universities,  as 
public  as  the  Universities  themselves. 
They  were  originally  founded  solely  for 
the  pecuniary  benefit  of  the  persons  de- 
signated in  the  respective  instruments  of 
foundation,  and  in  order  to  give  those 
persons  the  power  to  partake  in  the  edu- 
cation of  the  universities,  within  the  con- 
fines of  which,  for  this  purpose,  the  col- 
leges were  placed.  But  in  course  of  time, 
and  by  a  series  of  steps,  which  it  is  not  my 
purpose  to  detain  the  House  by  tracing, 
but  which  have  been  traced  verv  minutely, 
and  clearly  for  both  the  universities— lis 
regards  the  University  of  Oxford  by  Sir 
William  Hamilton,  in  some  well  known 
articles  in  the  Edinburgh  Review ,  and  as 
regards  the  University  of  Cambridge  by 
Dr.  Peacock,  the  Deao  of  Ely,  in  his  most 
useful  work  on  the  Statutes  of  the  Uni- 
versity of  Cambridge—the  colleges  have 
become,  or  I  may  say  have  made  them- 


selves to  all  intents  and  purposes  the  oni. 
versities.  Now,  as  is  known  to  every  ooe 
no  one  can  obtain  admission  to  either 
university  except  through  the  medium  of 
a  college ;  and  the  heads  of  colleges  are 
virtually  the  governing  bodies  in  both 
universities.  Under  these  circumstances, 
I  contend  that  the  colleges  have  merged 
their  original  private  character  in  the  pub- 
lie  character  of  the  universities ;  and  that 
legislative  interference,  if  it  be  necessary, 
with  the  colleges  would  stand  upon  the 
same  footing  as  legislative  interference 
with  the  universities.  But,  Sir,  I  may 
state  at  once,  that  it  is  not  my  intention 
to  propose  to  interfere  compulsorily  with 
the  colleges.  I  find  the  colleges  existing 
as  important  bodies  in  this  country— pow- 
erful and  respected — having  rich  endow- 
ments and  great  capabilities  of  usefulness 
—their  members  showing  great  activity  in 
the  performance  of  the  duties  which  they 
find  set  before  them,  and  animated  I  be* 
lieve  in  almost  all  cases  by  the  most  con- 
scientious zeal.  Under  these  circumstances 
I  do  not  think  it  desirable  to  scan  tqo 
closely  questions  of  original  or  acquired 
character  and  of  the  strict  right  of  Par- 
liament to  interfere,  but  to  leave  the  col- 
leges, so  long  as  there  is  even  a  hope  of 
their  rendering  legislative  interference  un- 
necessary, to  their  own  free  action.  And 
i  am  willing  to  hope  and  believe  that  h* 
gislative  interference  with  the  colleges  will 
not  be  necessary  for  the  attainment  of  my 
purpose.  I  hope  it  may  be  attained  by 
legislative  interference  with  the  universi- 
ties alone;  and  the  right  of  the  Legisla- 
ture to  interfere  with  the  universities— the 
power.  1  presume  is  not  disputed — the 
right  to  interfere,  where  such  interference 
is  just  and  expedient,  I  hold  to  be  on  every 
ground  indisputable.  Having  thus  di« 
posed  of  this  preliminary  objection,  f  pro- 
ceed to  state  the  nature  and  extent  of  tlie 
grievances  which  I  ask  the  House  to  re- 
medy. In  the  University  of  Oxford 
which  I  will  take  first,  no  person  can  ma- 
triculate without  first  subscribing  the  thirty 
nine  articles,  and  taking  the  oaths  of 
allegiance  and  supremacy.  These  are 
the  tests  on  admission.  The  same 
tests  are  again  imposed  on  taking  the 
bachelor  of  arts'  degree,  with  the  addi- 
tional one  of  subscription  to  the  three  arti- 
cles of  the  thirty-sixth  canon  of  1603.  All 
these  tests  are  imposed  for  all  other  de- 
grees, with  the  exception  of  degrees  in 
music.     In  the  University  of  Cambridge 
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the  practice  is  very  difierent,  and  much 
leu  exclufire.    There  is  no  test  of  reli- 
gious faith  whatever  for  matriculatioD  ;  so 
that  a  person  who  is  not  a  member  of  the 
Cburcli  of  England,  if  he  can  obtain  ad- 
mission to  a  college,  and  has  no  objection 
to  conform  to  its  chapel  rules,  or  can  ob« 
tain  exemption  from  them,  can  enter  at 
ilie  I'oiversitj  of  Cambridge  and  reside 
ihere  until  the  time  arrives  for  taking  a 
degree.     In  order  to  take  the  bachelor  of 
arts*  degree,  it  is  necessary  to  take  the 
oaths  of  allegiance  and  supremacy,  and  to 
subicribe  a  declaration  ttiat  the  candidate 
for  the  degree  is  a  bona  fide  member  of 
the  Church  of  England.    The  same  tests 
are  imposed  for  the  degrees  of  bachelor  of 
civil  law  and  bachelor  of  medicine :  and 
for  all  other  degrees,  except  those  in  music, 
there  is  the  additional  test  of  subscription 
to   the  three  articles  of  the  thirty-iixth  > 
canon  of  1603.    Thus  it  will  be  seen  that ' 
no  one  can  obtain  a  degree  in  either  of  the  ' 
universities  who  is  not  a  member  of  the ; 
Church  of  England.     Now  certain  privi- ! 
leges  have  been  attached  to  the  degrees,  • 
given  by  the  Universities  of  Oxford  and ' 
Cambridge,  by  different  public  bodies  in  j 
this  country,  in  character  similar  to  the 
universities.    The  inns  of  court,    which  • 
prescribe  the  rules  of  admission  to  practise  • 
in  her  Majesty's  courts  at  Westminster,  • 
give  to  a  master  of  arts  of  Oxford  or  Cam- 
bridge the  privilege  of  being  called  to  the 
bar  two  years  earlier  than  any  one  else. 
A  degree  of  doctor  of  laws  of  Oxford  or 
Cambridge  is  ao  indispensable  condition 
of  admission  to  practise  in  the  Ecclesias- 
tical and  Admiralty  Courts  of  Doctors 
Commons :  and  from  these  courts,  there- 
fore, all  persons  who  are  not  members  of 
the  Church  of  England  are  at  present  en- 
tirely excluded.    The  Royal  College  of 
Phyiicians  makes  the  degree  of  doctor  of 
medicine  a  condition  of  admission  to  its 
fellowsliips :  and  the  Universities  of  Oxford 
and  Cambridge  are  the  only  universities 
in    England   whose  degrees  can  procure 
from  the  College  of  Physicians  permission 
to  practise  in   London  or   within   seven 
miles  of  it.     These  are  the  privileges  in 
the  legal  and  medical  professions  attached 
to  degrees  conferred  by  the  Universities  of 
Oxford  and  Cambridge.     But   after  all 
these  privileges  seem  to  me  to  be  of  little 
im|>oriancc  in  comparison  with  the  degra- 
dation which  is  sustained  by  dissenters 
from  the  established  faith,  through  these 
religious  tests  of  fitness  to  receive  educa- 


tion !    The  privileges  assigned  to  degveca 
in  Oxford  and  Cambridge  by  the  various 
bodies  which  I  have  mentioned  have  been 
assigned  with  the  object, — and  with  cer- 
tain limitations,  I  Uiink,  a  most  proper 
object— of  securing  the  liberal  educatioo 
of  members  of  the  learned  professions. 
Why,  then,  I  ask,  are  dissenters  froai  the 
established  faith  to  be  excluded  from  this 
liberal  education  which  is  ao  highly  prized  ? 
The  universities  also  return  each  of  them 
two  Members  to  this  Hoose,  who  are  to  be 
considered  as  the  represeotaiivet  of  the 
learning  and  the  higher  civilization  of  the 
nation  :  and  it  does  appear  to  me  even  a 
greater  grievance  than  any  of  those  which 
I  have  yet  enumerated,  that  all  dissenters 
from  the  establbhed  faith,  contributing  in 
so  great  a  degree  to  the  wealth  of  the 
country,  and  furnishing  so  many  names 
associated  with  the  literary  and  sdentifie 
glory  of  the  country,  should  be  entirely 
excluded  from  a  share  in  this  representa- 
tion.   I  do  not  seek.  Sir,  to  go  into  tha 
history  of  the  religious  testa  which  obtain 
in  the  universities :  their  history  seeming 
to  me  to  be  irrelevant  to  the  consideration 
of  their  expediency.    Some  of  tbem  wer^ 
established  on  a  recommendation  from  the 
Crown,  the  authorized  visitor  of  the  nni* 
versities,  some  of  tbem  without  any  soch 
recommendation:  some  of  them  have  bean 
imposed  by  an  act  of  the  governing  bodiaa 
in  the  universities,  others  have  not  nap 
ceived  this  sanction.    Othera  again  have 
been  imposed  by  act  of  Parliament,    The 
oaths  of  allegiance  and  anprcoMcyt  which 
in   both  universities  are  raquifad  to  be 
taken  before  every  degree,  were  imposed 
by  the  Act  of  Uniformity.    I  may  observe, 
by  the  way,  for  the  tnjonaation  of  those 
who  so  loudly  proclaim  the  freedom  of  the 
colleges  from  parliamentary  control,  thai 
the  same  act  of  Uniformity  deals  compuJ- 
sorily  with  the  colleges,  regulating  the 
form  of  worship  in  college-chapels,  and 
prescribing  a  declaration  of  oonmrmity  to 
the  liturgy  of  the  Church  of  England 
from  every  fellow,  tutor,  and  chaplain  of 
a  college.     If  it  be  so  then,  that  the  le- 
gislature, in  former  times,  when  principles 
of  religious  intolerance  universally  pre- 
vailed, imposed  religious  tests  for  adais- 
sioo  to  degrees,  I  am  surely  entitled,  now 
that  such  principles  are  universally  con- 
demned, to  ask  the  same  power  which 
established  the  tests  to  repeal  them  ;  and 
if  it  be  also,  that  the  Legislature,  at  a  time 
when  danger  to  the  btate  was  appro- 
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hended  from  a  Roman  Catholic,  interfered 
even  to  exclude  him  from  colleges,  the 
greater  number  of  which  in  both  universi- 
ties Roman  Catholics  have  founded  and 
endowed,  I  am  surely  entitled,  confining 
myself  for  a  moment  to  but  one  of  the 
many  religious  sects  for  which  I  plead,  to 
ask  the  Legislature  to  restore  the  Roman 
Catholics  of  this  country  to  a  participation 
in  benefits,  which  the  universities  are  in  a 
great  measure  enabled  to  dispense  through 
the  pious  munificence  of  ancient  holders 
of  their  own  faith.  I  will  now  briefly 
sketch  the  plan  to  which  I  am  about  to 
ask  the  assent  of  the  House.  I  propose 
first  of  all  to  abolish  all  the  religious  tests 
imposed  in  both  universities,  whether  at 
matriculation  or  previous  to  degrees  ;  ex- 
cept in  cases  of  degrees  in  divinity,  though 
this  exception  is  unnecessary,  as  no  one 
can  take  a  degree  in  divinity,  without  first 
being  a  clergyman  of  the  Church  of  Eng- 
land. In  making  this  proposal,  I  cannot 
help  calling  to  my  aid  the  authority  of  the 
Bishop  of  London  against  requiring  from 
laymen  subscription  to  the  thirty-nine 
articles.  In  a  debate  in  the  House  of 
Lords  on  the  26th  of  May,  1840,  on  the 
presentation  of  a  petition  by  the  Arch- 
bishop of  Dublin  from  sixty  members  of 
the  Church  of  England,  many  of  whom 
were  clergymen,  for  an  alteration  in  the 
thirty-nioe  articles,  the  Bishop  of  LoodoD 
observed  that, 

**  Subscription  is  not  required  from  all  the 
members  of  the  Church,  but  only  from  the  mi- 
nisters of  the  Church."  * 

And  as  certainly  subscription  to  the 
articles  is  required  of  every  meral>er  of  the 
University  of  Oxford,  this  observation  of 
the  right  rev.  Prelate's  must  rather  be 
taken  as  his  opinion  of  what  ought  to  be, 
than  as  a  statement  of  what  is.  I  will 
ask  the  House  to  listen  also  to  the  opinion 
of  another  Prelate,  whose  name  will,  I  am 
sure,  command  the  respect  of  both  sides 
of  the  House,  the  present  Bishop  of  Salis- 
bury, on  requiring  subscription  to  the  arti- 
cles from  laymen.  In  a  pamphlet  pub- 
lished by  him  in  1835,  on  the  question  of 
admitting  Dissenters  to  the  universities,  in 
which  the  principle  of  such  admission  is 
defended,  but  in  which  so  many  practical 
difficulties,  so  far  as  the  University  of  Ox- 
ford is  concerned,  are  enumerated,  that 
tlie  fair  account  of  the  pamphlet  (and  I 
wish  to  give  no  other)  is  that  the  SMlmia- 
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sion  of  Dissenters  is  rather  wished  for  than 
actually  advocated,  I  find  the  following 
passage  :— 

**  I  consider  indeed  an  objection  to  attach 
to  the  subscription  to  the  articles,  either  at  ma- 
triculation or  at  our  degrees,  quite  independent 
of  all  consideration  of  the  amount  of  know- 
ledge, or  exact  accordance  of  opinion  of  the 
persons  called  upon  to  subscribe.  In  the  first 
place,  as  subscription  to  the  articles  is  made 
the  solemn  test  of  the  opinions  of  those  who 
are  admitted  into  holy  orders,  tlie  attaching 
the  same  obligation  to  other  less  sacred  cir- 
cumstances, tends  to  lessen  the  serious  sense 
in  which  it  is  viewed  at  ordination.  But  be- 
sides this,  the  subscription  to  the  articles  is  an 
obligation  which  our  Church  in  no  case  im- 
poses upon  its  lay  members.  Laymen  are  ad- 
mitted to  the  highest  acts  of  Church-member- 
ship— to  participation  in  the  sacraments — 
without  being  required  to  sign  the  articles  at 
all.  Assent  to  the  creed  and  the  catechism  is 
all  that  is  necessary  in  order  to  confirmation. 
Confirmation  is  the  due  preparation  for  the  sa- 
crament of  the  Lord's  ibupper.  Though  our 
Church  requires  a  declaration  of  full  assent  to 
all  its  articles  from  those  who  are  admitted  to 
the  sacred  functions  of  the  ministry,  it  does 
not  seem  to  have  intended  to  institute  so  rigid 
a  scrutiny  into  the  opinions  of  its  lay  members. 
All  it  requires  of  them  is,  that  they  be  willing 
to  use  its  liturgy  and  join  in  its  communion. 
And  it  seems  on  this  ground  not  reasonable  to 
impose  on  laymen,  as  a  test  of  fitness  for  oar 
degrees,  a  more  scrupulous  and  definite  con- 
formitv  of  opinion  than  our  Church  requires, 
in  oraer  to  admission  to  its  most  sacred 
rites."* 

The  religioos  tests  for  degrees  id  the 
University  of  Cambridge  being  got  rid  of^ 
I  believe  there  is  nothing  whatever  in  the 
examinations  of  that  university  to  oflbr 
any  obstacle  to  a  Dissenter.  But  in  the 
University  of  Oxford  the  examination  for 
the  bachelor  of  arts'  degree  includes  an 
examination  in  the  rudiments  of  religion ; 
and  the  same  statute  which  regulates  this 
examination  requires  that  the  tutors  in 
the  colleges  should  instruct  the  under- 
graduates in  the  thirty-nine  articles,  by 
way  of  preparation  for  their  theological 
examination.  I  propose  to  alter  this  uni- 
versity statute,  so  as  to  make  the  theo- 
logical examination  a  separate  one ;  and 
I  shall  provide  for  the  exemption  of  Dis- 
senters from  the  theological  examinetion, 
and  the  collegiate  theological  instruction, 
on  application  made  to  the  Vice-Chan- 

*  A  Review  of  the  State  of  the  Question  re- 
specting the  Admission  of  Dissenters  to  the 
Universities,  by  the  Rev.  £•  Denisoo,  M  A#, 
1835,  p.  51. 
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eellor,  vrth  a  sutemeDt  of  a  religioai  cb- 
)teikfo,  by  the  parent  or  ^ardiao  of  an 
uodergraduate  if  be  if  voder  age,  or  if  of 
age  by  the  andergradoate  himself.  The 
ooly  other  proposal  which  I  shall  make  is 
for  the  repeal  of  so  much  of  the  Act  of 
Uniformity  as  renders  the  ase  of  the 
iDomiog  and  eieoing  services  of  the 
Prayer-book  compulsory  every  day  in  the 
college  chapel.  It  wiirstill  be  left  to  the 
option  of  the  colleges  to  retain  the  use  of 
these  services  if  they  think  proper.  But 
they  will  be  enabl^  to  adopt  shorter 
forms  of  worship,  which  may  be  of  a  more 
comprehensive  character,  and  so  facilitate 
the  admission  of  some  Protestant  Dissent- 
ers without  necessitating  exemptions  from 
chapel :  and  this  proposal  is  recommended 
by  other  considerations,  which  I  will  state, 
not  in  my  own  words,  but  in  those  of  one 
of  the  highest  living  academical  authori- 
ties. Dr.  Peacock,  the  Dean  of  Ely  ;— 

'^  The  Act  of  Uniformity  prescribes  the  ase 
of  the  morning  and  evening  prayers  of  the 
Church,  wiihoot  addition  or  dimioution,  in  our 
college  chapels,  and  its  ioj unctions  are  almo&t 
universally  obeyed.  But  it  may  be  seriously 
doubted,  whether  the  u»e  of  thorter  form%  of 
prayer,  except  on  Sundays  and  festivals,  such 
as  have  been  sanctioned  by  the  Bishop  of  Lon- 
don at  the  Kast  India  College,  Haileybury, 
and  in  King's  College,  London,  so  as  to  make 
tliose  services  approximate  in  their  character 
to  family  worship,  might  not  be  advantageous 
to  the  cause  of  religion  and  good  order.  It  is 
quite  true  that  the  public  worship  of  the 
Church  is  nowhere  more  decorously  or  more 
solemnly  performed  than  in  our  college  cha- 
pels ;  but  those  persons  who  have  been  most 
intimately  concerned  with  the  superin tendance 
of  young  men  at  tlie  university  will  be  best 
able  to  appreciate  the  painful  measures  which 
are  not  un frequently  necessary  to  secure  regu- 
larity of  attendance.  There  is  little  doubt  but 
that  the  substitution  of  a  shorter  service  would 
remedy  many  evils  of  a  very  embarrassing  na- 
ture. We  are  quite  aware  that  the  subject 
which  we  have  vcnture«l  to  touch  upon  is  one 
of  great  delicacy  and  difhculty,  and  that  the 
change  which  we  have  recommended  may  be 
more  safely  adopted  ihau  discussed.  liut  the 
question  is  one  of  great  practical  importance, 
kK>th  as  regards  the  maintenance  of  discipline 
and  the  developcment  in  the  minds  and  habits 
of  students  of  feelings  of  respect  and  reverence 
for  religion,  and  for  the  beautiful  and  compre- 
hensive public  services  of  our  Church ;  we 
feel  satisfied  that  the  proposed  changt*  would 
be  found  to  be  favourable  to  both.**^ 


*  Observations  on  the  Statutes  of  the  Uni- 
versity of  Cambridge.  By  Ceorge  Ptarock, 
D.  D..  V.  P.  R.S..  and  Dean  of  Kly,  p.  126, 
(Note.) 


I  may  meotioo  that  this  provinoo  of  the 
Act  of  Uniformity  applies  ooly  to  the  eol« 
leges  in  existence  when  it  was  pif  d : 
and  that  in  Downing  College,  Canbridge, 
a  recent  fooodatioo,  a  shorter  fora  of 
daily  worship  is  in  use.  It  will  be  thos 
seen.  Sir,  that  I  do  aot  in  any  way  propoac 
to  deal  compnlsorily  with  the  colleigei.  I 
hope  and  believe,  that  when  the  anivern- 
ties  no  longer  impose  religioos  tests  as 
conditions  for  their  degrees,  colleges  will 
be  found  ready  to  exempt  Dissenters  froin 
attendance  on  chapels  and  religioos  lec- 
tures. In  the  University  of  C^nbridge 
such  exemptions  have  been  already  fn^- 
qoent.  In  my  time,  there  were  Romao 
Catholics  in  Christ's  College  who  were 
exempted  from  chapel.  Tliere  have  been 
Roman  Catholics  in  Magdalen  College, 
simdarly  exempted  ;  and  in  my  time  there 
was  a  Jew  in  that  College  also  exempted 
from  chapel,  tlioogh  he  afterwards  mi- 
grated to  Trinity  College,  and  was  there 
obliged  to  attend  chapel.  In  Trinity  HaU 
a  Mahommedan  resided  for  some  time, 
and  was  not  required  to  attend  chapel. 
In  both  aniversities  it  is  well  known,  that 
there  are  some  among  the  smaller  colleges 
— several  in  Cambridge,  fewer  in  Oxfcwd, 
owing  to  the  regulation  which  there  r^ 
quires  undergraduates  to  reside  within 
their  colleges,  and  which  thns  neeesmrily 
limits  the  numbers — to  which  it  is  a  nmt- 
ter  of  very  great  importance  to  increase 
the  number  of  their  pupils,  and  which, 
sometimes,  I  am  sorry  to  say,  show  their 
anxiety  to  do  this  by  taking  uodeigradn* 
ates  who  have  been  obliged  to  leave  other 
colleges  for  not  conforming  to  their  disd 
pline,  or  by  a  general  laxity  of  rules,  and 
particularly  rules  with  regard  to  chapel. 
There  is  one  feature  of  several  of  the 
smaller  colleges  in  Cambridge  which  I 
cannot  refrain  from  mentioning.  They 
allow  fellow  commoners,  who  are  young 
men  of  wealth  or  rank,  wearing  laced 
gowns  and  paying  more  dearly  for  every- 
thing, to  attend  chapel  less  often  than 
other  undergraduates.  I  have  in  my  hand 
a  copy  of  the  rules  of  one  college,  which 
I  will  not  name,  as  it  is  unnecessary,  and 
I  have  no  wish  to  give  unnecessary  offence 
in  any  quarter,  embodying  this  distinction, 
and  actually  hung  up  in  the  college  ante- 
chapel : — 

*'  Every  undergraduate,  being  a  pensioner 
and  sizar,  shall  not  be  absent  from  chapel 
more  than  three  mornings  and  two  evenings  in 
the  same  week.  Every  Mlow-commoner ' 
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an  under  gradaate  shall  be  present  at  chapel 
four  evenings  in  a  week,  ana  Sunday  shall  be 
one  of  them/' 

So  that  a  fellow-commoner  goes  only 
four  times  when  every  other  undergraduate* 
is  obliged  to  go  nine  times  a  week  to  cha- 
pel.    I  may  mention  that  this  is  a  college 
having  a  very  fair  reputation  in  the  uni- 
versity, and  by  no  means  one  of  the  small- 
est colleges.     I  think  it  will  be  generally 
agreed,  that  a  remission  of  rules,  thus 
conceded  to  wealth  and  rank,  would  be 
much  more  creditably  granted  to  meet  the 
conscientious    objections    of   Dissenters, 
and   in  furtherance  of  the  wish  of  the 
Legislature  and  of  the  principles  of  reli- 
gious liberty.     I  hope  the  first  effect  of 
the  passing  of  my  bill  would  be  to  lead 
the  smaller  colleges  and   halls  in  both 
universities  to  seek  an  increase  of  their 
numbers  by  opening  their  doors  to  Dis- 
senters.    I  do  not  see  what  there  is,  even 
in  Oxford,  to  prevent  a  college  or  hall, 
happening  to  have  liberal  authorities,  from 
at  once  granting  Dissenters  the  required 
exemptions.  I  think  I  can  mention  such  a 
hall,  in  which  I  believe  the  discipline  is 
very  strict,  and  which  possesses  very  able 
tutors,  I  refer  to  St.  Mary  Hall,  of  which 
Dr.  Hampden  is  Principal,  and  of  which 
the  Vice-Principal,  Mr.  Hayward  Cox,  is 
also  a  person  of  the  most  liberal  views : 
and  I  should  expect  St.  Mary  Hall  at 
once  to  exempt  Dissenters  from  attendance 
at  chapels  and  from  college  theological 
lectures,  when  there  is  no  longer  a  uni- 
versity statute  requiring  its  tutors  to  in- 
struct   all    the    undergraduates    in    the 
thirty-nine  articles.     I  hope  and  believe. 
Sir,   that  colleges  will  be  found  in  both 
universities,  ready  to  meet  the  Legislature 
fairly,  and  thus  rendering  it  unnecessary 
to  exert  our  right  to  interfere  com pulsorily 
with  the  colleges  for  this  purpose.     I  may 
expect  to  hear,  that  if  religionists  of  every 
description  are  admitted  into  the  colleges, 
the  necessary  consequence  must  be  a  sub- 
stitution of  a  system  of  education  from 
which  religion  is  excluded,  for  the  present 
religious  Church  of  England  system,  and 
that  the  members  of  the  Church  of  Eng- 
land in  this  country,  whose  interests  are 
to  be  considered  as  well  as  those  of  Dis- 
senters, will  thus  be  deprived  of  the  means 
which  they  now  possess  of  securing  for 
their  sons  an  education  based  upon  the 
principles  of  their  own  and  the  Established 
Church.     I  will  not  deal  with  this  objec- 
tion on  any  broader  ground  than  by  8ug<^ 
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gesting,  that  if  the  admission  of  Dissenters 
to  the  colleges  is  to  be  effected  by  granting 
them  special  exemptions  from   religious- 
lectures  and  examinations,  and  from  at** 
tendance  on  chapels  (and  in  this  way  their 
admission  may  be  effected,  and  in  this 
way  I  look  to  effecting  it),  the  religious 
lectures  and  worship  will  remain  intact  for 
those  whose  consQiences  will  allow  them 
to  attend,  and  the  members  of  the  Church 
of  England  will  continue  to  enjoy  the  re- 
ligious advantages,  which  they  prize,  of 
the  College  system  of  education.    I  think 
it  will  not  be  said  by  the  authors  or  sup- 
porters of  the  Factories'  Education  Bill 
that  a  system  of  education,  in  which  reli- 
gious instruction  according  to  the  prin« 
ciples  of  the  Church  of  England  is  se- 
cured for  members  of  the  Church  of  Eng- 
land, but  in  which  all  Dissenters  are  ex- 
empted from  attendance  on  this  instruc- 
tion, and  Roman  Catholics,  and  though 
they  have  not  yet  been  mentioned  in  the 
Factories'  Bill,  I  hope  I  may  add  Jews, 
are  exempted  from  attendance  on  a  very 
short  and   simple  morning  and  evening 
worship  of  which  yet  their  consciences 
would  not  approve,  is  an  irreligious  sys- 
tem of  education.     I  must  say  that  what- 
ever arguments  may  be  urged  in  favour  of 
a  system  of  elementary  education,  which 
may  combine    the  attendance  of   poor 
children  of  parents  of  every  religions  de- 
nomination, a  very  much  stronger  case 
may  be  made  out  in  favour  of  a  combined 
system  of  education  in  the  Universities, 
where  tfSe  age  of  the  pupils  constitutes  a 
strong  presumption  that  the  greater  part 
and  the  fundamental  part  of  their  religious 
education   has  been   already  completed, 
and  where  their  position  in  life  constitutes 
a  strong  presumption  also,  that  whatever 
special  religious  instruction  may  be  pro- 
per, will  be  provided  by  their  wealthy 
parents  for  those  who  cannot  avail  them« 
selves  of  the  Church-of.England  instruc- 
tion of  the  Colleges.    I  hope  it  will  not 
be  said,  though  I  know  it  has  been  said 
before,  that  the  mere  association  in  the 
colleges  of  young  men  of  different  religious 
creeds  will  lead  to  indifference  to  religion 
— to  discussions  on  religion,  and  thereby 
to  scepticism,  indifference  and  infidelity. 
It  must  be  a  poor  faith  that  is  scared  by 
this  danger.     But  has  this  been  found  to 
be  the  consequence  in  Trinity  College, 
Dublin,  to  which   Protestant  Dissenters 
have  been  always  admitted,  and  Roman 
Catholics  ever  since  the  year  1793?    I 
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excluiife  principle*  or  religiookiDSttuflkia, 
and  of  which  the  hon.  Uaiooet,  (be  Mem- 
ber for  (be  L'nifentl;  of  Oxford  fSir  R. 
II,  Inglii)  and  the  right  boo.  Genileman, 
the  Fretident  of  the  Board  of  Trade  i  ^Ir. 
Glads'onej  are  ineniberi  of  the  council, 
that  UiMCDters,  and  Roman  Catholics, 
aod  Jewc  are  adniiited  without  difficullj, 
not  bein;;  ret^oired  to  attend  the  morning 
and  aflernoon  prayers,  or  the  lectures  on 
Tfrligion,  if  they  do  not  roairicuUte.  Of 
course  in  a  college  where  sludenls  do  not 
rt^ide  within  its  walls,  bat  all  over  I.on- 
don,  tnuricolaliott  can  only  be  a  lorm: 
and  I  believe  the  only  practical  advantafre 
of  matriculation  in  King's  College  lo  be 
thai  ihe  malricalaied  siudeni  pays  a  few 
pounds  less  in  fees  to  profeHOrs.  1  hope 
the  (tligious  and  Charch  of  England 
characicr  of  King's  College  has  not 
undergone  deterioration  ia  consequence 
of  this  admission  of  Dissenters  and  Jews, 
loassdciaie  with  Cliurcbmen  and  Chris* 
tiant.  I  might  appeal  also  lo  the  eiam- 
jile  of  ihe  University  of  Cambridge.  To 
the  example  of  the  University  of  Oxford 
I  cannot  appeal.  But  I  can  appeal  lo 
Oxford,  if  it  be  necessary,  for  a  most 
!>lriking  example  of  the  useletsness  and 
miscliievootneN  of  all  these  declarations 
uf  failb  and  subscriptioiis  to  articles. 
Why,  Sir,  at  ihii  very  moment,  in  that 
univenity,  fenced  in  ai  she  is  on  all  sides 
by  tubsciiptions  to  lbs  Thirty-nine  Arti- 
cles, there,  where,  if  there  be  any  virtue 
in  these  lubscriptioiis,  we  ought  to  find  a 
very  cliDsen  temple  of  orthodoxy,  there  is 
a  band  of  men  daily  on  the  iocreate, 
members  of  the  University,  clergymen, 
ftllows  of  Colleges,  doctors  of  diviaity, 
unceasingly  engaged  in  propagating,  with 
brilliant  ability,  doctrines  which  are  be- 
licvL-d  by  the  great  bulk  of  the  lay  and 
clerical  members  of  the  Protestant  Church 
of  Kiigland  to  be  fraug'nt  with  the  ulniosi 
danger  to  the  rerorraed  faith  of  this  coun. 
try, — men  whose  doctrines  have  been  de> 
nouiiccd  by  a  majority  of  the  bench  of 
bitbaps,  and  whose  nioit  remarkable  siiies 
of  publications  was  virtually  suppressed 
by  episcopal  authuiitv, — men  wliu  have 
subst;ribed  the  ariirlan  at  niniriciiUliori,  at 
inLiiig  their  bachelor  of  artu'  fh^tct-i,  at 
iiiLini;  their  master  of  arts'  degr<-i>M,  on 
i'ii|i-ring  (he  Church,  on  tiiking  ihuir  dt- 


or  even  to  appom 
'.ic.»<d  the  beretica)  Dr.  Hampden  m 
il<r'^in*  Profeaaor  of  Divinity  in  OxfonI, 
1  l,f-rt  would  moat  aasnredly  be  a  cry,  fmai 
one  end  of  the  kingdom  to  ibe  other,  m 
compared  with  which  the  Hampdoi  cry, 
.'u;^ed  by  these  Newnanitet  tbemaelves, 
«i;iild  probably  be  remembered  as  a 
niiinper.  And  now.  Sir,  being  ignorant 
<jf  [lie  coarse  which  wdl  be  poisacd  by 
ihc  Govemianit  with  regard  to  ibeawtion 
will)  which  I  shall  conclade,  I  caaoot  but 
derive  bope  of  ibeir  support,  ml  least  lo 
the  extent  of  granting  me  leave  lo  bring 
in  this  bill,  from  the  recollection  of  ihe 
p;i;i  taken  upon  ihta  queation  od  n  tanner 
u.csKion  by  a  leading  member  of  the  Go- 
•<:;nnient,  the  DOble  Ixird  the  Secretary 
lur  the  Colonies  (Lord  Sunley).  It  will 
k'  (etnembered  that,  in  the  year  1134.  a 
^Htionwas  presented  lo  this  Houae  bj 
ilje  present  Lord  Monteagle,  signed  bj 
upNfarda  of  sixty  resident  Masters  of  Atta 
ai  ihe  University  of  Cambridge,  praying 
kit  tlie  admission  of  Dissentera  lo  ihc 
(iniversilies.  The  preseoiation  of  that 
;>  ;ition  led  to  a  debate,  in  wbicfa  I  fiod 
'.  1 :  1 1  the  noble  Lord  took  a  part,  departiac, 
t~  he  said,  from  his  usual  practice  of  not 
tjjoakiag  on  peiiiioos,  but  induced  lo  de- 
part from  it  by  tlie  great  importaoce  «f 
tlie  subject,  and  hia  anxiety, 

"  Both  u  a  Member  of  his  Mqssly's  Oa> 
lerameDi,  and  also  ass  Member  most  amiei 
to  consult  and  nipport  what  I  decn  the  real 
Hid  true  ialcresls  of  liis  Eilabliibed  Church, 
■Hid  of  the  religion  of  the  coQDtiy,  shortly  lo 
tvjircia  mj  entire,  une«{uivocal,  and  anhesi. 
l.iuag  concurrence  in  the  pnyer  of  this  pctU 

The  noble  Lord  applied  himself  ptin. 
cipslly  to  answering  the  argnments  of  ibe 
rJL'ht  KoD.  Gentleman  who  now  siu  next 
him,  the  Chancellor  of  the  Excbeqoer 
'Mr.  Goulburit).  That  right  bon.  OeQ< 
ttpman  had  said,  that  a  Dinenterm^t 
ri-ctivc  bis  education  at  Cambridge,  and 
ihitafler  all  the  education  wu  the  !■• 
[>ortant  mnitcr,  and  not  the  degree,  and  it 
orjiild  hardly  be  called  t  grievance  that 
ilie  Dissenter  was  unable  to  add  to  hia 
iidine  the  lelters  denoting  a  degree.  What 
<ai'l  the  noblu  Urd* 

"  New,  if  Uiis  were  all,  I  dioutd  saj  il  was 
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a  real  substantial  grieTance^  and  if  this  be  not 
all,  then  I  say  the  whole  course  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman's  argument  is  overthrown ;  for  if 
under  this  system,  there  is  a  restriction  with- 
out any  substantial  reason,  why  should  that 
restriction  be  continued  as  a  degradation  upon 
any  class  of  the  people  of  this  country  V* 

And  again, 

''That  is  a  practical^ grievance,  and  if  it  be 
not  a  {rrievance,  it  is  certainly  a  practical  de- 
gradation. I  am  most  anxious  to  afford  the 
Established  Church  every  protection  and  sup- 
port which  can  and  ought  to  be  given  to  it, 
consistent  with  justice  to  all  classes  of  the 
subjects  of  this  kingdom ;  but  of  this  I  am 
confident  that  it  will  not  be  best  maintained 
by  keeping  up  a  system  of  injustice  and  ex- 
clusion ;  and  if  I  may  be  allowed  to  express 
an  opinion  on  the  subject,  I  will  frankly  say, 
that,  in  my  mind,  the  main  cause  of  the  spread 
of  dissent  has  been,  amongst  the  lower  classes, 
the  insufficiency  of  the  education  and  religious 
instruction,  with  respect  to  the  tenets  of  the 
Established  Church,  and  amongst  the  higher 
classes,  by  that,  strict  line  of  exclusion,  which 
those  who  are  desirous  to  protect  the  Church 
have  drawn  around  it.  I  am  satisfied  that  if 
you  intend  to  attach  particnlarly  the  higher 
classes  of  the  dissenters  to  the  Established 
Church,  you  can  take  no  more  effectual  course 
to  gain  that  object,  than  giving  them  full  par- 
ticipation in  the  same  civil  privileges,  and  ad- 
milting  them  to  the  fullest,  freest^  and  most 
unreserved  intercourse  with  the  members  of  the 
Church  of  England,  in  our  general  and  na- 
tional institutions.  This  question  of  exclusion 
is  not  confined  to  the  University  of  Cambridge, 
but  I  am  sorry  to  say  carried  to  a  much 
greater  extent  in  tl)e  Universitjf  of  Oxford, 

As  a  conscientious  member 

of  the  Church  of  England,  I  cannot  but  lament 
that  such  regulations  are  enforced  in  that  in- 
stitution, as  render  it  necessary  that  young 
men  of  sixteen  or  seventeen  years  of  age 
should  be  called  upon  at  their  entrance  to  fub> 
scribe  to  articles  which  they  never  ready— 
which  nine  out  of  ten,  I  will  answer  for  it, 
have  never  read, — and  upon  which,  if  the 
tenth  should  entertain  any  conscientious 
scruples,  he  is  instantly  over-ruled,  if  not 
satisfied  by  the  obligation  to  subscribe 
them  in  order  to  obtain  admission.  I  do 
say,  that  such  a  system  is  the  most  injurious 
to  the  interests  of  the  university.  I  would  go 
further  with  regard  to  the  system  of  discipline 
at  Oxford  and  Cambridge,  and  unhesitatingly 
express  my  entire  dissent  from  the  regulation  of 
a  compulsory  attendance  of  the  students  day 
af^er  day,  morning  and  evening,  in  the  chapels 
and  the  different  colleges.  When  we  look  at 
tlie  way  in  which  this  regulation  is  complied 
with,  and  see  youg  men  rushing  forward  in 
the  morning  to  see  if  the  gates  of  the  chapel 
are  opened,  and  in  the  evening  returning  from 
divine  service  to  their  wine,  I  say  such  a 
system  is  better  calculated  to  deaden  all  feel- 


{Mat  25} 

ings  of  religion,  than  the  admission  of  all 
Dissenters,  be  they  ever  so  numerous,  to  the 
honours  of  the  university.'^ 

This  was  on  the  25th  of  March.  A 
bill  was  afterwards  brought  into  the  House 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Kendal  (Mr.  G. 
W.  Wood) ;  and  this  bill  came  to  a  second 
reading  on  the  20th  of  June.  In  the 
meanwhile,  the  noble  Lord  had  differed 
from  his  Colleagues  on  the  question  of 
legislative  interference  to  effect  a  new 
appropriation  of  part  of  the  revenues  of 
the  Irish  Church,  and  had  ceased  to  be  a 
member  of  the  Government.  He  took 
part  again  in  this  discussion  on  Mr. 
Wood's  bill,  stating  that  circumstances 
had  recently  occurred  which  led  him  to 
feel  apprehensive  for  the  security  of  the 
Established  Church,  and  which,  while  he 
adhered  to  the  principle  of  the  prayer  of 
the  Cambridge  petition,  made  him  very 
anxious  to  state  the  conditions  on  which 
he  should  vote  for  the  second  reading  of 
Mr.  Wood's  bill.  He  would  require  secu- 
rities against  the  relinquishment  of  reli- 
gion as  a  part  of  college  education,  and 
against  the  admission  of  Dissenters  to  a 
share  in  the  government  of  the  colleges, 
and  the  professorships  of  the  universities. 
And  here  again  the  noble  Lord  said, 
after  having  spoken  of  the  more  liberal 
practice  of  the  University  of  Cambridge, 

'*I  know  that  at  Oxford  the  practice  is 
different :  and  bein^  a  member  of  tnat  univer 
sity,  I  confes  that  I  should  be  most  glad  if  I 
could  see  its  practice,  as  regards  the  admission 
of  students,  made  more  conformable  to  that 
of  Cambridge.  At  Oxford,  it  is  necessary 
that  every  student  on  entering  should  sub« 
scribe  the  thirty-nine  articles.  That  is  a 
practice  which  I  cannot  but  condemn.  I  can- 
not bring  myself  to  concur  in  the  ingenious 
glosses  which  some  hen.  Gentlemen  have  pot 
upon  that  compulsory  subcription  to  the  thirty- 
nine  articles.  I  cannot  put  upon  it  the  gloss 
that  it  is  a  mere  matter  of  form,  that  no 
real  adhesion  to  the  articles  is  implied  until 
the  party  shall  have  been  instructed  in  their 
meaning ;  in  fact,  that  the  subscription  signifies 
only  that  the  student  is  willing  to  receive  an 
education  at  the  university.'' 

The  gloss  thus  denounced  by  the  noble 
Lord  proceeded,  I  may  mention,  from  on 
less  an  authority  than  the  Bishop  of 
Exeter.  My  bill.  Sir,  satisfies  the  condi- 
tions then  required  by  the  noble  Lord. 
The  principle  of  my  bill  is  that  which, 
after  his  secession  from  the  Government 
in  1834,  he  supported  by  his  speech  and 
by  his  vote.    The  proposal  which  I  have 
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ikeiched  lo  the  House,  will  give  to  the  Dis-  j 
seriter«  no  part  in  the  governroetit  of  the ' 
coll^^es  and  in  the  professorial  insiruction  ! 
of  the  universities.  But  I  am  aware  that 
circumstances  which,  in  three  months,  led 
the  noble  Lord  to  conceive  so  much  timi- 
dity about  a  proposal  which  in  the  first 
instance  he  had  so  eagerly  embraced,  may 
ill  nine  years,  during  which  he  ha^  formed 
and  cemented  his  connexion  uith  the 
party  opfiosile,  have  worked  an  entire 
change  in  his  opinions  upon  this  subject. 
I'he  noble  Ixird  will  of  cour^te  lie  indift'erenl 
alike  to  my  approval  of  his  sentiments  of 
former  days,  and  my  dissent  from  any 
opinions  which  he  may  at  this  moment 
entertain ;  but  as  I  have  quoted  thus 
largely  from  him,  certainly  not  with  any 
unfair  intention,  but  in  the  sincere  hope, 
that  his  former  views  may  at  least  incline 
liim  to  be  more  favourable  to  my  proposal 
than,  perhaps,  most  Members  on  the  op- 
posite side,  I  trust  he  will  not  receive  with 
scorn,  what  I  am  about  to  say,  in  no  spirit 
of  presumption,  but  to  prevent  the  possi- 
bility of  my  silence  being  supposed  to 
imply  the  contrary,  that  whatever  conr&e 
the  noble  I^ord  may  take  to  night,  whether 
the  modiBed  course  that  he  took  on  the 
second  occasion  to  which  I  have  alluded, 
or  a  course  totally  at  variance  with  his 
former  one,  i  have  not  intended,  and 
should  only  be  ashamed  of  myself  if  I 
were  to  express  a  doubt  that  that  course 
will  betakeu  honestly,  and  in  all  sincerity. 
1  submit  then  this  motion  to  the  House, 
ignorant  of  the  course  which  her  Majesty's 
Government  may  pursue,  but  venturing  to 
ask  for  it — earnestly,  though  humbly,  to 
ask  for  it — that  fair  and  attentive  consi- 
deration which  is  due  to  a  measure  pro- 
fessing to  relieve  Dissenters  from  the  i?^- 
tablished  religion  from  restrictions  and 
disabilities  unnecessary  for  securing  to  the 
nation  a  continuance  of  the  advantages, 
whatever  they  may  be,  of  nn  cst.ihlishiMl 
church ;  and  which  restrictions  and  dis- 
abilities, it  will,  therefore,  b«*hovc  those 
who  oppose  the  motion  to  prove  to  be  in- 
dispensable lo  tlie  maintenance  of  the 
Established  Church,  or,  if  they  cannot 
prove  that,  to  admit  to  be  unjust.  Sir.  it 
is  not  by  the  number  or  value  of  the 
privileges  attached  to  these  decrees  that  1 
would  claim  to  have  the  importance  of 
this  motion  to  be  measured — it  is  not 
even  by  the  advantages,  great  as  I  hold 
them  to  be,  of  the  education  which  the  uni- 
versities would    be  enabled   to  afford  to 


those  who  are  now  rettricted  to  malkr 
sectarian  seminaries,  or  to  that  asetrepo- 
litan  college  which  has  of  late  years  been 
founded  on  the  noble  principle  of  giving 
education  alike  to  the  holders  of  all  rali- 
gioas  creeds,  bat  which,  much  as  it  kaa 
done,  and  much  as  it  may  do,  can  never 
give  or  compensate  for  the  advantage  of 
residence    within    college    walls    in  the 
academic  seclusions  of  Oxford  or  ofi 
bridge, — neither  is  it,  Sir,  by  the  cii 
stance  of    the  distinction  degrading   to 
Dissenters  involved  in  this  denial  of  aai- 
versity   degrees,  which  distinct  ion,  enm 
though  it  were  itself  the  smallest,  woald 
yet  in  principle  be  as  important  as  tbe 
greatest,  and,  in  the  pointed  words  of  tbe 
noble  Lord,  (Lord  Sunley)  even  tbongh 
there  be  no  practical  grievance  here^  tiiMe 
is  a  practical  degradation; — theae.  Sir, 
are,  after  all,  each  and  all  of  them,  saaall 
considerations,   in    comparison   with   tbe 
great  and  extensive    bene6l8  —  beaefits 
which  will  operate  among  every  class,  aad 
in    every    comer    of     the    country,     of 
mingling  together  in  our  chief  aeata  of 
learning  and  education  good  and  cooaci* 
entious  men  of  every  creed  ;  sothattbej, 
who  by  their  rank  or  wealth  or  learaiag 
are  enabled  afterwards  to  influence  pablic 
opinion,  and  help  to  shape  tbe  Bund  of 
their  age,  taking,  perhaps,  a  direct  part  io 
legislation,  or  even  otherwise  ezertinf  m 
not  less  powerful,  because  ttmeen,  influ- 
ence upon  its  course,  shall  have  learnt 
early  to  see  the  good  that  may  dwell  in 
those  whose  religious  forms  and  doctrinea 
are  different  from   their  own;   and   tbe 
wealthy    and    powerful    and    instructed 
among  our  Dissenters  will  chertsb  good- 
will towards  the  Church,  and  Churchmen 
hold  tolerant  and  generous  feelings  to- 
wards  Dissenters,  all  having  dwelt  and 
held   converse  together  in  the  years  of 
their  youth,  and  at  a  time  when  the  mind 
receives  its  character,  and  the  feelings  are 
warmest,  and  the  friendships  which  are 
formed  are  afterwards  least  given  to  fade, 
and  within  those  walls  towards  which  af- 
fection and  gratitude  are  wont  to  linger  to 
the   latest,  shall   have  practised  towaida 
each  other  Uie  lessons  of  Christian  charity 
and  religious  toleration.    There  is,  at  tbia 
moment.  Sir,  a  measure  depending  in  tbia 
House,    which    has    furnished    a    moat 
striking  and  lamentable  illustration  of  tbo 
jealousies  and  angry  feelings  ever  ready  to 
bo   awakened    between   Churchmen   and 
Dissenters,  and  of  their  powerfolncaa  to 
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He  rccoeoised  with  the  highett  grati- 
licdtiiiii  tne  abilities  which  the  hoii.  Gea- 
tlcitiiiii  had  displayed  in  bringing  forward 
lii->  iiiution,  and  the  moderation  with  which 
lio  hud  .supported  it.  He  was  proud  to  ac- 
kiinwloilge  the  hon.  Geotlnnan,  a  Metn- 
biT  of  the  University,  to  which  he  himself 
liiji(iij<;cil,  and  to  point  at  him  as  an  in- 
sl:ini-E  iif  the  advantageB  which  the  educa~ 
lioii.  a'l  it  existed  at  that  unirersity,  afiorded 
— nilvHiLtages  which  the  hon.  Gentleman 
nt  ilic  outset  of  hia  speech  was  himself 
so  rendy  to  admit.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
'    '     !l:ed  them  to  look  at  the  universitiea 


obstruct,  and  it  may  be  to  foil,  the  Legis- 
lature in  lis  desire  to  give  Itnowledge  to  a 
portion  of  the  ignorant  millions  among 
the  poorer  classes  of  this  counlry,  The 
right  hon.  Baronet  opposite  (Sir  James 
Graham)  has  spoken  of  the  reception 
which  his  measure  has  met  with,  and 
drawing  a  picture  of  the  theological 
aoimosities  which  have  encountered  it, 
and  which  still,  notwithstanding  his  con- 
cessions, menace  its  defeat,  has  described 
this  land  as  so  teeming  with  the  elements 
of  religious  bitterness  and  strife,  that  the 
sceptic  might  poiut  to  it  in  derision  as  s 
Christian  land  in  which  there  is  an  almost 
universal  violation  of  Christian  precepts, 
and  where,  in  place  of  obedience  to  the 
divine  injunction  that  we  should  love  one 
another,  religion  itself  is  the  never-failing 
source  and  means  of  mutual  hatred.  At 
a  time,  then,  when  this  evil  of  theological 
animosity  is  ai  its  height,  and  has  arrested 
your  atieution  by  the  magnitude  of  the 
mischief  wliicb  it  threatens,  1  aak  you  to 
go  with  me  and  seek  its  cure  at  the  foun- 
tain heat).  From  the  two  ancient  univer- 
sities of  ihe  land,  go  forth,  year  after 
year  those  who  are  hereafXer  to  be 
the  magistrates  of  the  country,  its  le- 
gislators, ill  schoolmasters,  above  all, 
its  priests  who  in  every  town  and  every 
hamlet  shall  conciliate  by  their  virtue  and 
tolerance,  or  by  their  bigotry  inilanie, 
dissent ;  and  if  you  would,  indeed  create 
an  influence  which  shall  soften  religious 
asperities  throughout  the  nation,  descend- 
ing and  trickling  down  from  the  highest 
even  to  the  lowest  order  of  our  society, 
let  there  henceforth  mingle  and  seek 
learning  together  Churchman  and  Dis- 
senter, Pruleslant  and  Catholic,  Chrialian 
and  Jew,  in  those  venerable  halls  which, 
whether  for  good  or  for  evil,  form  the 
minds  and  moral  dispositionsof  those  who 
are  England's  best  and  chiefcst  hope 
among  her  youthful  sons.  I  have  now 
only  to  thank  the  House  for  the  great  indul- 
gence which  it  has  shewn  me,  and  to  move 
for  leave  to  bring  in  a  bill — 

"To  abolish  certain  oallis  and  subscriptions 
now  imposed  in  the  Universities  of  Uxford 
and  Cambridge,  and  to  provide  for  the  exten- 
sion of  education  inlheuolverailies  lopersoui 
whoare  not  members  of  ilieChurchofEngland." 

The  ChuHCctlor  of  the  Exchequer  said, 
that  although  he  differed  entirely  from 
the  views  taken  by  the  hon.  Geotlemiui 
oa  the  subject  of  the  present  motion,  yet 
he  MIowea  him  with  pectiliarpleasiue. 


t  the 


France,  and  Germany,  and  had 
justly  claimed  for  the  universities  of  his 
'iwii  cotmtry  a  superiority  over  them  all. 
Kilt  tn  what  cause  did  the  hon.  Gentleman 
.ittiiimm  that  superiority?  In  the  uni- 
iLTsiiics  of  the  countries  which  he  referred 
to  ilieiL-  existed,  as  the  hon.  Gentleman 
was  well  aware,  that  admixture  and  per- 
fect c()Ti:dity  of  religious  persuasions,  and 
coti'oijticntly,  that  absence  of  religious 
cuntrnl  which  the  hon.  Gentleman  was 
aiivioiis  to  make  the  rule  in  the  universi- 
ties III'  [vngland  ;  and  it  was  not  too  much 
to  iuti-r,  that  if,  with  men  of  equal  leam- 
iiifr  ti.  direct  their  studies,  the  foreign 
universities  did  not  afford  an  education 
cor  res]  ion  ding  to  that  of  the  uuivccsities 
of  iliis  country  —  the  admitted  superio- 
rity uf  the  education  received  at  the  uni- 
versities of  England  tnight  be  in  some 
measure  attributed  to  the  religious  dis- 
cipline which  they  maintained,  and  to  that 
religious  teaching  without  which  no  satis- 
I'aciDi'y  system  of  education  could  exist. 
riiL'  liiju.  Gentleman  could  not  have  for- 
^otiL'ii  ihe  discussion  which  occupied  the 
HoLi>(;  ten  years  ago;  but  he  seemed  to 
liHve  forgotten  that  the  circumstances  were 
MOW  ili^rent  from  those  under  which 
lIk:  House  was  then  induced  to  assent  to 
the  bill  brought  in  by  the  hon.  Member 
fur  Kendal.  T'he  arguments  then  insisted 
on  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (now  Lord 
Moi>te;i;ile)  who  held  the  ofSce  which  he 
(till'  Choucellor  of  the  Exchequer)  had 
tlic  houonr  of  holding,  was,  that  there 
was  then  no  university  open  to  Dis- 
senters, where  they  might  obtain  these 
auiduinical  honours,  the  want  of  which 
tlicy  thought  a  great  grievance.  This 
wjs  thf  ground  of  complaint,  and  the 
chief  .irgumeot  in  support  of  the  lull.  Since 
then  that  argument  had  been  retnoved. 
Parliament  had  come  to  the  aid  of  funds 
provided  by  pnrate  indiriduala,  and  the 
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Uiiivcrwiy  of  LoudoD  liad  been  establisliefl, 
with  the  power  of  conferring  decrees  io 
art  unci  nicdicinc,  and  of  admitting  Dis- 
senters to  those  ttdvantages  from  which 
liieir  exclusion  Lad  formerly  been  consi- 
dered a  grievance.     Formerly  the  com- 
plaint was^  that  Dissenters  who  studied 
for  the  har  studied  under  great  disadvant- 
ages in  conseiiucnce  of  their  exclusion  from 
the  universities;  but  no  such  grievance 
could  now  be  all^^i  for  at  one  at  least 
of  the  inns  of  court,   as   he  had  been 
informed,    the    degrees   of   the    London 
University  were  now  accepted^  and  held 
to  be  as  valid  as  those  of  the  sister  uni- 
versities.      There  was   indeed  the   Col- 
lege of  Physicians,  but  the  bon.  Gentle- 
man roust  surely  be  aware,  that  a  consi- 
derable relaxation  had  taken  place  in  the 
rules  of  that  college  since  1834,  and  at 
the  present  moment  a  fisu'ther  relaxation  of 
those  rules  was  under  discussion.     But  the 
University  of  London  had  the  power  of 
conferring  degrees  in  mcclicine,  the  want 
of  which   in    1834,   was   insisted   on   by 
the   Dissenters  us    a  iieculiar  grievance, 
'i'he  advantages  of  college  education  at 
prevent,  as  they  ever  have  been  at  Cam- 
bridge, were  o|)en  to  Dissenters.     (Jf  this 
the  lion.  Member  for  Leeds  was  an  illus- 
trious instance^  who,  having  not  only  ho- 
nourably distinguished  himself,  while  at 
Cambridge,  but  at  the  same  time  secured 
the  good  will  and  respect  of  all  his  con- 
teniponirics,  had  since  attained  high  and 
deserved   eminence  in   public   life.     The 
extent  to  whicli  the   hon.  Member  (Mr. 
Christie)   was    pre|Mred    to    change    the 
practice  of  the   universities,   was    nomi- 
nally extremely  limited.     He  would  ex- 
empt   Dissenters  from  attendance  at  the 
iuillege  clia|>el,  he  would  exempt  them  from 
attendance  at  lectures  bearing  reference  to 
theology,     liut  if  a  college  were  allowed  to 
exempt  any  one  from  such  attendance  who 
merely  allcge4l  a  difference  c»f  religious  be- 
lief, the  coiiHe(|uence  might   lie,  that  lads 
just  sent  from  s<*1iik)1,  im|)atient  of  restraint, 
and  not  very  willing,  perhu|i6,  to  attend 
any  lectures  from  which  they  could  obtain 
exemption,  would  have  it  inculcated  U|mhi 
tlieni   by  their  Dissenting  friends,  that  by 
stitiiiti^  a  dilierence  of  religion,  they  might 
at   once    lie   relieved   from   this    irksome 
attendance.     lie  thought  it  would  be  un- 
wise legislation   to  oiler   in    this   way  a 
direct  premium  to  those  who  being  idle 
or    (iesolute,    felt     an    unwillin^nc»s     to 
coiiforni    to    the  discipline   of   the    uni- 
versity.    To  opcu   iu  this  way  a  dwr, 


for  the  evasion  of  two  gnat  rules  of 
college  discipline,  might,  he  thought*  be 
productive  of  enormous  evil.  The  hoo. 
Gentleman  proposed  to  retain  the  rules 
that  at  present  existed  against  illowiug 
Dissenters  to  share  in  the  endowments  of 
the  universities.  He  would  give  a  Di^ 
scnter  the  power  of  obtaining  the  dmee 
of  bachelor  of  arts,  but  would  exclude  him 
from  a  fellowship ;  but  when  the  DiaseDtcr 
•aw  those  who  had  been  struggling  witb 
him  in  the  race  becoming  fellows  while  he 
was  still  excluded  from  all  such  offices  of 
emolument,  did  the  hou.  Gentleman  doubti 
that  tlie  Dissenter  so  disqualified,  wouM 
not  soon  complain  of  the  injustice  duoe 
him  in  attempting  to  put  him  off  with  a 
barren  honour,  and  debarring  him  from 
the  advantages  enjoyed  by  those  who  had 
struggled  with  him  for  the  attainment  of 
that  honour.  The  hon.  Gentleman  would 
repeal  so  much  of  the  Act  of  Unifomitr 
as  related  to  the  performance  of  the  Chun» 
service  in  the  college  chapels.  He  could 
only  say,  that  he  considered  a  college 
chajiel  in  the  light  of  a  churchy  and  he  £d 
not  see  on  what  ground  the  distinctioo 
could  be  rested.  'Die  hon.  Member  indeed 
observed,  that  at  some  colleges  there  were 
already  exemptions  from  **  chapels  **  io 
hvouT  of  men  of  rank ;  and  he  asked  why 
these  exemptions  should  not  be  extended 
to  Dissenters.  The  hon.  Member  was  per- 
hap  not  aware  that,  first,  these  privileges 
din  not  exist  in  the  larger  colleges,  which 
included  the  great  bulk  of  the  students ; 
and  secondly,  that  they  had  their  origin 
at  a  time  when  it  was  desired  to  attract 
the  influx  of  men  of  rank  to  the  universi- 
ties. Certainly,  he  (the  Chancellor  of  the 
Kxche(|uer)  did  not  conceive  that  the  ex- 
istence of  such  an  exemption  was  of  any 
benefit  to  those  who  possessed  it,  and  he 
would  be  mudi  more  disposed  to  abolish 
than  to  extend  to  another  class.  He  was 
not  aware,  however,  that  the  practice  had 
lieen  retained  by  any  of  the  colleges.  In 
the  larger  ones,  he'  believed  it  had  been 
abolished,  and,  at  all  events,  he  knew  thai 
in  the  c(»llege  with  which  the  hoo.  Gen- 
tleman and  himself  were  connected^  no 
such  distinction  was  ailmitted.  All  daswt 
of  students  were  equally  requirad  to  at- 
tend chapel.  If  these  distiDctioos  after 
they  had  been  generally  abolished,  con- 
tinued to  be  retained  in  any  of  the  snudler 
colleges,  so  far  was  he  from  thinkioir  that 
the  circumstance  should  be  admitted  as  a 
precedent,  that  ho  thought  it«  ott  the  om* 

tnry,  oa  additkoai  msoa  why  the  osiail 
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discipline  should  be  more  strictly  enforced. 
The  hon.  Member  ^ould  have  the  whole 
Church  service  retained  in  tlie  college 
chapels  on  Sundays,  but  on  week  days  be 
would  introduce  some  formal  prayer  in 
which  all  sects  might  concur.  On  Sundays, 
however,  he  would  have  all  classes  of  stu- 
dents at  liberty  to  absent  themselves.  He 
did  not  believe,  that  the  Dissenters  would 
themselves  approve  of  such  a  distinction. 
He  (the  Chancellor  of  the  Eichequer) 
kneWf  that  they  bad  with  himself  an  equal 
veneration  for  the  observance  of  the  Sab- 
bath, for  the  dedication  of  it  to  public 
worship,  and  to  religious  improvement, 
and  he  was  confident  that  thev  would  re- 
ject a  system,  the  effect  of  which  would  be 
tu  exclude  them  from  the  college  place  of 
worship  on  the  Sunday,  and  to  leave  their 
sons  on  that  particular  day  without  any 
religious  instruction,  be^ona  what  a  young 
man  might  provide  for  himself.  He  thought 
the  system  at  ptesent  existing  was  much 
better;  and  that  it  was  more  to  be 
wished,  that  Dissenters,  retaining  their 
opinions  on  points  of  doctrine,  but  able 
with  a  safe  conscience,  to  attend  the 
Church  of  England  service,  for  with  the 
majority  of  Dissenters  it.  was  a  service 
which  they  did  not  dislike,  and  to  which 
they  were  willing  to  conform— should  go 
through  the  university,  conforming  them- 
selves to  that  part  of  its  discipline,  than 
that  they  should  attempt,  by  fhiming 
a  set  of  prayers  that  should  be  suit^ 
to  every  religious  denomination,  Pagan, 
Jew,  or  heretic,  to  run  the  risk  of  turning 
away  the  mind  of  a  Dissenter  altogctlier 
from  religious  instruction.  Such  a  course  as 
was  proposed  by  the  hon.  Member,  was  not 
in  accordance  with  the  statutes  of  the  uni- 
versities, and  with  the  wills  of  the  pious 
men  by  whose  bequests  the  universities 
received  the  means  of  usefulness.  It  was 
the  intention  of  the  pious  men  who  founded 
the  different  colleges,  that  there  should 
be  provided  in  them  the  means  of  a  good 
moral  education,  and  that  literary  and 
^scientific  education  should  be  combined 
with  instruction  in  the  established  reli- 
gion of  the  country.  [jCIteers.]  The  noble 
l.urds  cheer  meant  that  they  were  in- 
stituted in  Popish  times.  He  might  take 
the  liberty  of  saying  with  respect  to  this 
point  that  the  noble  Lord  was  not  very 
correctly  informed  as  to  the  greater  part  of 
the  endowments  which  the  University  of 
Cambridge  possessed,  the  greater  part  of 
these  were  given  about  the  time  of  the 
Reformation,   and  confirmed  by   Queen 


Elizabeth.  But  suppose  the  case  had  been 
otherwise,  the  noble  Lord  surely  did  not 
fall  into  the  vulgar  error,  that  because  the 
Roman  Catholic  religion  had  been  reformed, 
and  because  we  professed  the  religion  so 
reformed,  that  we  therefore  had  abandon^ 
the  Christian  faith,  which  had  been  before 
inculcated,  or  that  when  a  person  had  left 
his  property  for  instruction  in  that  which 
was  at  the  time  the  religion  of  the  state, 
there  was  any  violation  of  that  principle  in 
it  continuing  applicable  to  the  religion  of  the 
state,  when  from  that  religion  had  been  re- 
moved tlie  abuses  by  which  it  had  became 
disfigured.  Ifthis  was  the  noble  Lord's  posi- 
tion, he  might  give  him  the  answer  which 
he  had  seen  in  some  book  to  a  question 
put  by  a  Roman  Catholic  to  a  Protestant, 
'^  Where  was  your  religion  before  the  time 
of  the  Reformation  ?"  To  which  the  reply 
was,  *'  Where  was  your  face  before  it  wag 
last  washed."  The  universities  were  in- 
stituted for  inculcating  moral  and  religious 
education  ;  those  who  founded  them  knew 
full  well  that  you  might  imbue  the  mind 
with  various  learning,  and  instruct  it  in 
every  branch  of  knowledge,  and  yet  leave 
its  training  imperfect.  They  took  care, 
in  instructing  the  mind,  to  soften  and  im- 
prove the  heart,  and  to  make  provision  as 
their  statutes  set  forth,  ad  gbriatn  Dei^-* . 
that  was  their  first  object  Now  this  they 
did,  not  because  those  who  were  there 
brought  up  were  to  be  the  instructors  of 
the  people  in  the  doctrines  of  the  Estab- 
lished Church,  but  because  they  deemed  it 
essential  to  the  wclfiire  of  the  state  that 
religion  should  be  taught  as  a  part  of  the 
education  of  the  peopk.  If  religion  wer« 
to  be  taught,  some  particular  form  of  re- 
ligion roust  be  taught.  You  might,  if  the 
religion  of  the  Church  of  England  wer& 
deemed  ofiienidvc,  adopt  the  Presbyterian 
or  any  other  which  might  for  the  moment 
be  more  popular  ;  and  he  would  say  that, 
much  as  ne  valued  the  institutions  of  the 
Church  of  England — much  as  he  thought 
her  services  were  superior  to  those  of  any 
other  church,  he  would  prefer  that  some 
other  form  sliould  be  adopted,  rather  than 
men  should  bo  sent  to  the  universities  to 
be  educated,  without  that  knowledge  of 
the  Christian  faith,  which  was  essential  to 
tlieir  individual  happiness  and  public  use- 
fulness. He  said,  therefore,  that,  teaching 
the  religion  of  the  state,  unless  you  re- 
quired, on  the  part  of  those  who  went  there 
conformity  to  toat  religion,  implying  a  ne- 
cessity of  instructing  themselves  m  the 
4octine  on  which  it  was  fisunded,  you 
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would  oot  fulfil  either  the  purpose  for  which 
the  universities  were  erected,  or  confer  the 
desired  benefits  on  the  individuals  who 
were  educatetl  in  them.  For  the  reasons 
which  he  had  thus  shortly  stated,  he  did 
not  think  it  advisable  to  place  over  institu- 
tions which  were  bound  to  teach  the  reli- 
gion of  the  state — as  persons  who  were  to 
direct  and  govern  their  proceedings— those 
who  dissented  altogether  from  that  faith. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  talked  of  a  degree  of 
the  university  as  if  it  were  a  matter  of 
honour ;  he  told  the  hon.  Gentleman  it 
was  an  effective  instrument  for  good  or 
evil,  according  to  the  hands  in  which  it  was 
placed.  The  masters  of  arts  formed  the 
senate,  the  governing  body  of  the  univer- 
sity. They  passed  regulations  for  the 
maintenance  of  discipline,  and  the  arrange- 
ment of  studies,  and  determined  the  nature 
of  the  instruction  to  be  given ;  and  it  was 
owing  mainly  to  their  exertions  in  later 
times  that  we  had  survived  that  dead  period 
of  our  history,  when  religion  appeared  al- 
most forgotten,  and  when  the  universities 
seemed  to  have  fallen  off  in  the  study  of 
theology.  It  was  in  consequence  of  the 
exertions  of  those  who  had  attained  degrees 
that  religious  instruction  had  risen  to  the 
point  it  had  now  attained,  and  every  real 
student  who  had  gone  through  the  usual 
course  was  qualified  to  give  a  reason  for  the 
hope  that  was  in  him.  He  saw  no  essential 
benefit  which  was  to  be  attained  by  carry- 
ing out  the  views  of  the  hon.  Gentleman 
oppohile,  es))ecially  when  Dissenters  might 
obtain  what  the  hon.  Gentlenian  con- 
sidered the  barren  honour,  the  title  of  u  de- 
gree, with  e([ua]  ease,  at  a  university  of 
their  own.  Hut  they  would  be  debarred 
by  the  hon.  Gentleman's  bill  from  the  en- 
joyment of  those  endowments  which  the 
university  oflerctl  t(»  them ;  they  were  ne- 
cessarily df barred,  although  he  had  not 
the  least  doubt  that  if  the  House  were  to 
yield  to  his  arguments,  and  grant  tlieni  the 
honour  of  those  degrees,  and  with  them 
the  fNissession  of  substantial  |X)wer  in  the 
university,  you  would  either  have  the  go. 
verning  iNNJy  constantly  agitate<l  by  at- 
tempts to  overthrow  the  diiiercnt  regula- 
tions which  sttKMi  in  the  way  of  the  at- 
tainment, by  a  Dissenter,  of  the  advant- 
ages of  those  endowments,  or  you  would 
have  such  difiirulty  in  laying  down  a  course 
of  religious  instruction  which  would  lie 
universally  palatable,  that  you  would  ef- 
fect(Hlly  defeat  the  (objects  for  which  uni- 
versity studies  were  intendetl.  In  that 
belief  he  sliould  resist  the  motion  of  the 


hon.'  Gentleman.  He  felt  anwiliing,  on 
this  as  00  any  other  occasioD,  to  do  aoj- 
thing  that  might  be  either  painfiil  or  dis- 
agreeable to  those  from  whom  be  difiered 
in  religious  opinion  ;  but  when  he  pfaioed, 
on  the  one  hand,  the  feelings  of  private 
persons,  however  respectable,  and  on  the 
other  the  interest  of  those  bodies  to  which 
we  owed  the  character  of  the  men  who 
formed  our  Legislature  and  directed  our 
councils,  he  could  not  permit  himself  to 
be  diverted  from  the  protection  of  those 
far  higher  interests  by  the  prospect  of 
affording  gratification  to  individuals. 

Mr.  T.  M,  Gibson  said  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  commenced  his  speech  b^ 
paying  a  well-deserved  complimeut  to  his 
hon.  Friend  for  the  ability  with  which  he 
had  brought  this  subject  forward.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  also  paid  a 
compliment  to  the  acuteness  of  his  hon. 
Friend  and  the  weight  of  his  argumeots, 
by  not  having  replied  to  them.  He  must 
say,  with  all  respect,  that  he  did  not  think 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  given  any 
sufficient  answer  to  his  hon.  Friend's  rea- 
soning. His  hon.  Friend  claimed,  on  be- 
half of  dissenters,  the  privilege  of  admis* 
sion  to  degrees  in  the  Universities  of  Ox- 
ford and  Cambridge ;  and  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said  they  had  already  the  op- 
portunity of  taking  degrees  in  the  Univer- 
sity of  London.  His  hon.  Friend's  arpi- 
ment  was,  that  bringing  persons  of  diflfer* 
ent  crecxls  and  iiersuasions  together  in  the 
same  seminaries  tended  to  put  down  secta- 
rianism, and  knit  men  together  in  one 
universal  spirit  of  Christian  brotherhood, 
while  by  forcing  a  necessity  of  educating 
all  Dissenters  in  one  university,  and  all 
the  cliuri*hmen  in  another,  you  perpetuate 
sectarianism  and  all  the  evils  which  his 
hon.  Friend  had  brought  forward  this 
measure  with  a  view  to  obviate.  He 
must  observe,  however,  that  there  was 
considerable  force  in  the  arguments  of  the 
right  lion.  Gentleman  with  respect  to  the 
question  of  emoluments.  He  would  say 
that  Dissenters  had  a  rightful  and  just 
claim  to  share  in  the  emoluments  as  well 
as  in  the  honours  of  universities.  Were 
there  not  lay  professorships  and  fellowships 
unconnected  with  dirinity  and  theology? 
Were  there  not  appointments  which  were 
conferred  on  men  eminent  for  scientific 
attainments  or  the  depth  of  classical  learn- 
ing ?  And  in  these  days,  when  we  had 
fully  recognised  the  spirit  of  religious 
liberty,  and  admitted  members  of  all  reli- 
gious Iiersuasions    into    that  Hous^  to 
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make  laws  for  this  country,  and  to  hold 
places  of  honour  and  profit  in  all  depart- 
ments of  the  state,  what  reason  was  there 
in  saying  that  men  who  dissented  from 
the  established  church  in  matters  of  reli- 
gion should  not  be  competent,  if  they 
had  the  scientific  capacity,  to  fill  ap- 
pointments and  professorships  which  had 
no  connection  with  theology  ?  He  was  pre- 
pared to  advocate  for  the  dissenters  their 
right  to  claim  by  law  the  most  full  equality 
with  membersof  the  Church  of  England,  and 
to  participate  in  all  those  lay  fellowships  and 
endowments  which  members  of  the  Church 
of  England  could  hold.  He  said;  that  in 
the  eye  of  the  law  the  universities  were 
lay  incorporations,  not  spiritual  incorpora- 
tions ;  they  were  viewed  by  the  constitu- 
tion as  lay  incorporations,  mtended  for  the 
purpose  of  preparing  men  for  all  the  learn- 
ed professions,  and  not  exclusively  for  the 
profession  of  the  Church.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said  Dissenters  could  take  de- 
grees at  the  University  of  London,  but  they 
could  not  enjoy  those  endowments  ana 
emoluments  which  existed  in  the  Univer- 
sities of  Oxford  and  Cambridge,  on  which 
they  were  conferred,  for  the  benefit  of  the 
whole  country.  There  was  now  beyond 
the  reach  of  the  non-conformists  something 
like  an  amount  of  80,000/.  or  90,000/. 
a-year,  intended  for  the  reward  of  scientific 
ability,  and  in  which  they  had  a  right  to 
participate ;  whereas  the  London  Univer- 
sity had  only  1,000/.  a-year  to  dispose  of. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  seemed  to  think 
it  an  error  to  assert,  that  the  universities 
were  not  for  the  purpose  of  teaching  reli- 
gion to  the  youth  of  the  country.  He 
was  prepared  to  maintain  that  proposition. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  could  not 
show  any  authority  in  the  statutes,  that 
the  universities  were  for  the  especial 
purpose  of  training  up  persons  in  the 
established  religion.  Neither  those  of 
Edward  6th,  nor  those  of  Elizabeth  con- 
tained any  provision  for  the  teaching  of 
religion,  as  regarded  the  order  of  study; 
there  were  regulations  for  attendance  at 
the  chapel,  but  not  for  teaching  theology 
as  a  part  of  the  studies.  They,  expressly, 
said,  that  previous  to  the  degree  of  Bache- 
lor of  Arts  the  study  of  theology  was  not 
to  begin.  And  what  was  the  existing  prac- 
tice of  the  universities?  Did  they  teach 
religion  ?  Did  they  mean  to  say,  that  at- 
tendance at  chapel,  which  every  student 
stayed  away  from  if  he  possibly  could, 
was  religious  instruction  ^  Was  it  not  well 
known^-most  hon.  members  haying  passed 


through  a  university  course-— that  the 
compulsory  attendance  at  chapel,  morning 
and  evening,  had  rather  a  tendency  to 
alienate  the  mind  and  feelings  from  reli- 
gion, and  that  it  was  viewed  by  the  scho- 
lars of  the  universities  as  merely  a  part  of 
the  discipline  of  the  college  ?  If  a  student 
were  absent  at  late  hours,  or  had  been 
guilty  of  intoxication,  he  was  compelled 
to  go  to  chapel  more  than  the  usual 
number  of  times,  so  that  attendance  at 
divine  worship  under  such  circumstances, 
was  likely  to  be  looked  upon  as  some- 
thing irksome,  disagreeable,  and  in  the 
nature  of  a  punishment.  Compulsory  at- 
tendance at  a  chapel  could  not,  therefore, 
be  considered  in  the  light  of  religious  in- 
struction ;  and  he  was  of  the  opinion  so 
ably  expressed  by  many  of  the  leading  di- 
vines of  the  country,  that,  as  a  part  of  the 
discipline  of  the  college,  it  might  very  well 
be  dispensed  with.  The  present  Bishop 
of  St.  David's — an  authority  who  could 
not  be  mentioned  in  that  House  without 
carrying  great  weight— stated  it  as  his 
conviction  that  the  compulsory  attendance 
at  chapel  might  be  dispensed  with  to  the 
improvement  of  the  religion  and  morality 
of  the  students.  He  had  not  the  right  rev. 
Prelate's  pamphlet  with  him,  but  he  re- 
membered well,  when  the  petition  was 
presented  to  the  House  of  Lords  by  Earl 
Grey,  and  to  that  House  by  the  present 
Lord  Montcagle,  that  Dr.  Thirl  wall,  now 
Bishop  of  St.  David's,  wrote  a  pamphlet 
in  which  the  opinion  was  expressed  that 
it  would  be  for  the  religious  advantage  of 
the  students  of  the  University  of  Cam- 
bridge if  compulsory  attendance  at  chapel 
were  to  be  dispensed  with.  The  right 
rev.  Prelate  viewed  it  as  tending  rather 
to  desecrate  religion  than  in  any  way  to 
add  to  the  force  of  religious  sanctions. 
With  regard  to  lectures,  could  it  be  said 
that  that  was  religious  instruction?  He 
would  not  speak  of  Oxford,  with  which  he 
was  not  personally  conversant,  but  to  tell 
him  that  there  was  any  bona  fide  religious 
instruction  in  the  university  of  Cambridge 
was  absurd.  It  was  the  first  time  he  had 
ever  heard  of  any.  Was  there  any  exami- 
nation whatever  in  religious  subjects  on 
going  up  for  degrees?  The  examination 
was  exclusively'  confined  to  mathematical 
and  general  learning.  There  was  no  exa- 
mination in  divinity  for  honours,  and  the 
only  persons  required  to  attend  divinity 
lectures  were  those  who  were  m)ing]nto  the 
church.  He  had  never  attenoed  a  divinity 
lecture  at  Cambridge,  nor  was  he  aware 
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-<M..u  oiMMB  ■»  »  itsdu  of  the  dnim''- 
-u*.       n   sKin^  ne  of  tiM«  word*  b« 
^'ivci.  K  wm  tmiih%ittg  ibe  laagtia^  c^ 
m.  ••naeat  Siafaop  of 'St.  Dsrid's.     How, 
uwinan,  i:««liJ  cboae  who  oppcmd   thii 
livuiM  :irj«  dbat,  betsiiac  tlMMe  Mainarin 
auKiK  UM  tiarj  aaatlttt  pmion  of  reli- 
;Nn>,  4  (ery  gicat  portiqa  of  our  feUow- 
'4ii))iKGi  were  to  be  excluded  tna  tbe  be. 
Kiir^  'if  a  oniTenitr  edaodoa  ?   Beaiife^ 
<viMuii  cfwT  be  pnwmtad  horn  uaiiiDg  reli- 
^ivu  if  l>Ba^ien  ame  to  ibeuoifcnityaiKl 
r<M.-i;iTeJ  tbe  Mcttkr  cducatkn  wbich  tbry 
ianiiwi  ?  Would  tfaej  have  ]em  power  U, 
TtMtruL-t   tbe  chtldtVD  of  menben  of  tbt 
v.'hufct)   of  England  id  tbe  mjiterie*  oi 
■■kit  >.-hiin:h  beaiuK  DiiiwDten  wen  rend. 
iq;f  ID  tfac  uarrcnitf,  Htiidyiiig  rostbema. 
tnm   aud   Mtrrioom;  ?   He  coDceirfld   that 
cfa«  uaivurkiiia  wen;  ioteoded  for  the  pur- 
pum;  i4  jitcpariog  men  for  all  profcaiona^ 
jml  tliat  whether  a  man  were  going  inb> 
the  church,  the   fatw,  ifac   amy,   or   the 
niry,  (ir  b>  uiHrc  to  a  seat  in  that  Haute, 
he  ifu;-ht  to  have  fuxem  lu  the  oduoitian 
nhich  wai)  pnirided  in  them,  without  la- 
lipuua  ruetrictiona.    CuniidcriDg  that  one- 
half  of  tliuiw  who  received  their  cducatiunt 
4t  ('Bmhridgo  were  not  intended  fur  the 
church,  it  Iwliored  tbe  Houae  to  consider 
whether  it  waa  not  prudent,  with  a 
lu  the  Kifcty  of  the  uiiirenitic*  and  of  all 
'•ur  utiier  institutiniix,  h>  act  in  a  ipirit  in 
full  h;irii]otiy  with  the  prciwDt  laws  of  the 
cuuntry,  and  admit  DisKntcn  of  all  crcedi 
to  the  full  powGuion  uf  all  civil  pririlegea. 
That  waa  the  principle   laid  down   when 
llie  Test  Act  wan  ri:|walcd,  when  the  rifiht 
Ihiu.  Daruiict  emancipated  the  Itoman  Ca> 
tbulicH  fruM)  their  di<a'L>ilitie.s,  and  whii-h 
he  uuw  c-allcd  on  the  Muute  to  carry  out 
tu  the  full  extent  without  ahrioLiiig,  in 
the  belief  thiit   by  n  doing  they  would 
ImihI  the  whole  ontion  ti^lhcr  in  full  af. 
fection  tu  our  iaatitutiuiu,  and  put  down 
all   that   <li«coatent   and   dimnler    which 
werv  Ml  much  oimplaitiecl  of,   by  tlic  nim- 

i>le  expedient   of  doing  jiutiui   li>   their 
Bllow-cttiactiB. 


iLMa  have  beea  pnpand  ui  declM  pv. 
irigit ;  Utt  ailed  for  at  a  right,  he  wh 
>ioaUT  pmand  to  nm»  a.  Boik  hsa. 
Uoahoi  ain  uiad  such  'lagiiy  m  U 
to  the  apectatiaa  that  not  wtelj  dkliky 
o-ua  fsr  the  Ria  iiii  ii  admiwhwi  10  the 
^lUatioQ  of  tlie  imircnitia;  bat  that  not 
r%M  they  might  be  expected  u  daia  mI- 
i^dmoa  ui  the  oKbwmeiiti  aln.     He  wm 


t  j.-aer  claim  ai  tbe  Uuer.     On  wimi  au- 

::,  ntj  did  tbe  bon.  Otd)Ueaa&  '■la-m  a  a 

r  jbt  the  admiaian  of  nuD-anfoRnHs  to 

-jeducatjon  of  the  univcratiM?     U'a  it 

-  .'ended  to  tot  their  claim  on  the  aauap- 

' :  1  trf"  their  facing  the  ivpnacntatiia  of 

'.I.<ac  who  founded  theae  ealowacnta,  oc 

i-^iibliahed  thiicducatieor  ordidlafo«Dd 

it  m  the  abttiact  ri^t  of  the  Lefiduaie 

•.<j  extend  to  all  the  lulgeeu  ut  tbe  tain, 

any  advutagc  that  at  premt  might   Ic 

'iijoyedbysonie?     If  the  Rrat  ground  wen 

Lfii.  ground  taken,  he  (Sir  H.  lDdi(>ikaicd 

■  i'.'igethcr  ihu  aaumption  on  which  it  waa 

>'  ijnded.     He  agreed  with  hii  i^t  hon. 

I  r  :cnd,  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 

:    i  it  was  a  pupukr  error  to  claim  fur  the 

K<  inan  Caihulii-s  of  thii  country  the  endow- 

utcats  of  the  larger  portion  of  tbe  inititu- 

[irjfii  eiittjiig  in  either  uoirerdty.     It  waa 

truo,  that  the  greater  numberof  the  cvlkna 

in  ibeL'nivemtyuf  OzfutdwcrefbuadedM- 

^>^''thcKcformatioD;  twclvceollegccandfiTe 

L.ib  were  to  fuuuded,  making  in  all  aeres* 

■loj,  before  the  KeformiOion.    Only  acren 

WL^ufoundcdaflcrthelleformatJoD.  Bulnot 

i>iK  oftJioK  earlier  colleges  and  balla  in  Os- 

loni,  and  he  believed  be  migbtay  tbcame 

>r  (.'arobridgc,  waa  founded  1^  an  indiv». 

UyA  bohling  the  opiniiina  now  held  by  tbe 

Clmrcb  of  Itumc — hohling  the  dnctrinci  of 

■'  ;  Council  of  Trent.     Uiranologicalty,  it 

1-  imjiossible  that  the  founiliTs  couhl  have 

III  those  upiiuuni.     llut   takjiig  fcllow- 

j  3  aod  KholiU^^iipg  toother,  and  cmnpof- 

:  the  numbcn  founded  before  artd  lince 

-   Reformat! cm,   the    number  ante   tlio 

r.L'fimation    exceeds   the   number  hdora 

Ileforraatiun.     And  when  they  came 

look  at  tluat  other  branch  of  the  wb- 

.   which   the    Uincnicrs,   judging   hy 

tbv  ipccch  of  tlw  Member  for  Mancboter, 

seemed  to  oouidei  at  Icat  u  impatait  m 


885 


Oaikiui 


(May  96} 


the 


the  spiritual  part — Damelj,  the  property^ 
then  it  would  be  founds  that  three- 
fourths  of  the  property  and  endow- 
mcuts  had  arisen  from  sources  accruing 
since  the  Reformation.  As  to  three- 
fourths^  then,  at  least,  of  these  endow- 
ments the  claim  of  the  Roman  Catholics 
fell  to  the  ground.  But  was  it  attempted 
to  be  cont^ided  that  a  single  one  of  those 
endowments  had  been  founded  by  a  Dis- 
senter as  a  Dissenter  ?  But  to  look  at  the 
other  branch  of  the  question :  was  it  con- 
tended, failing  the  establishment  of  the 
right  by  succession,  that  the  Legislature 
would  require  that  any  share  of  those  en- 
dowments,  or  of  the  educational  duties 
connected  with  them,  should  be  given  to 
any  one  but  to  those  who  (now  enjoyed 
them?  He  did  not  mean  to  deny  that 
the  Legislature  could  pass  such  an  act 
as  the  hon*  Member  desired ;  but  suppos- 
ing that  the  Parchment  Act  were  obtained, 
there  was  no  reason  that  that  Parchment 
Act  should  be  operative  in  respect  to  en- 
dowments or  to  education  in  colleges  or 
universities  so  long  as  courts  of  law  ex- 
isted, to  which  appeals  might  be  made 
founded  on  charters.  So  far  as  he  could 
understand  the  object  of  the  hon.  Mover, 
it  was  to  repeal  so  much  of  the  Act  of 
Uniformity,  as  renders  it  obligatory  on 
colleges  to  celebrate  public  prayer  in  chapel 
according  to  the  forms  of  the  Church  of 
England ;  and  it  was  desired,  also,  to  ex- 
empt certain  individuals  who  might  state 
that  they  did  not  conform  to  the  necessity 
of  attending  any  prayers  at  all,  or  any  lec- 
tures on  theology.  Much  had  been  said 
of  the  grievance  of  compiling  young  men 
to  attend  public  worship  in  churches  and 
chapels.  What  had  fallen  on  the  subject 
from  the  hon.  Mover  himself,  he  might 
meet  by  an  admission  of  his  own,  for  he 
had  quoted  from  a  pamphlet  of  Dr.  Pea- 
cock, the  Dean  of  Ely,  in  which  that  gen- 
tleman stated,  that  the  service  of  the  Church 
of  England  was  no  where  conducted  with 
greater  propriety  than  in  the  chapels  of 
the  universities.  But  would  the  hon. 
Member  be  prepared  to  deny,  that  if  he 
established  bis  case  as  regarded  the  attend- 
ance of  youth  at  college  on  public  worship, 
he  would  be  open  to  an  all^ation  of  an 
analogous  grievance  in  the  attendance  on 
family  prayer?  What  was  the  college 
but  a  Ifiurger  family,  where  the  governors 
performed  the  functions  which  were  then 
iirst  relinquished  by  the  parents  of  the 
students  ?  That  being  the  case,  and  the 
college  being  charged  with  the  educatim  of 


the  pupil,  the  hon.  Member  Would  not 
deny  that  by  far  the  more  important  part 
of  that  education,  was  that  which  related 
to  the  immortal  part  of  man.  Then,  in 
this  point  of  view,  the  propond  of  the  hon. 
MembeTf  that  the  students  should  be  re^ 
leased  from  the  duty  of  attending  publio 
worship  altogether,  was  one  in  which  he 
hoped  the  House  would  never  concur^ 
Nothing  could  be  more  inoonsiatent  than 
the  arguments  on  which  these  daiins  of 
admission  to  universities  were  fbuuded. 
He  remembered,  that  when  the  subject  was 
formerly  discussed,  the  three  denomina- 
tbns  churned  for  Protestants  the  right  of 
admission,  saying  nothing  of  any  other 
faith.  And  Uie  hon.  Member  for  W^« 
mouth  hoped  that  the  plan  adopted  in 
future  might  be  such  as  to  admit  all  Pro- 
testants without  offence  to  their  consciences. 
But  what  became  of  the  Jew?  What  became 
of  the  Mahometan?— who  seemed  to  be  such 
a  particular  favorite  with  the  hon.  Member. 
There  was  a  minor  point  to  which  he  must 
also  address  a  few  remarks,  though  he  felt 
almost  ashamed  to  talk  of  pounds,  shillings, 
and  pence»  in  connection  with  such  a  sub* 
ject.  The  hon.  Member  for  Manchester 
had  talked  of  some  80,000^  or  90,000/.  a 
year,  available,  as  he  said,  for  laymen,  and 
of  which  the  Dissenters,  he  hoped,  might 
come  in  for  a  share.  But  the  property 
available  for  such  purposes  was,  with  rare 
exceptions,  limited  to  the  use  of  those  who 
were  either  in  holy  orders  or  who  were 
candidates  for  such  orders.  There  were 
only  three  lay  studentships  in  Christ  Church, 
six  lay  fellowdiips  in  Magdalen  College, 
and  a  few  in  All  Souls,  but  tn  the  greater 
number  of  colleges  no  man  could  be  a 
fellow  except  he  were  in  priest's  or  dea- 
con's orders,  or  a  candidate  for  such.  And 
with  respect  to  the  emoluments  of  the 
three  studentships  in  Christ  Church,  and 
the  six  fellowdiips  in  Magdalen,  they 
would  form  but  a  very  small  proportion  of 
the  amount  of  80,000/.  or  90,000/.,  whidi 
glittered  as  a  gMea  prise  in  the  ^es  of 
the  Dissenters,  whom  the  hon.  Gentleman 
now  took  under  his  protection.  The  next 
observation  to  which  he  would  call  the 
attention  of  the  House  was  the  denial  of 
the  hon.  Oentleman  that  religion  was 
taught  in  the  universities.  Certainly  the 
hon.  Gentleman  limited  his  observations 
more  immediately  to  that  university  of 
which  be  was  a  member;  but  he  could 
state,  that  he  had  great  reason  to  believe, 
that  even  in  respect  to  thai  uniwni^, 
without  deoyiog  what  the  hoo.  Gentkmaa 
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stated  as  VU  own  experience,  as  to  religion 
forming  no  port  of  education  in  his  time, 
that  a  considerable  change  had  taken  place 
in  the  intervalj  since  the  hon.  Gentleman 
was  at  the  universitj.  But  with  respect 
to  the  other  uniyersity,  he  could  state  most 
deliberately  and  distinctly,  not  only  that 
religious  instruction  formed  an  essential 
element  in  the  education  there ;  but  that  it 
formed  the  first  and  fundamental  require- 
ment of  education.  Nor  could  any  young 
man,  however  hiffh  his  attainments  micht  be 
in  classics  or  mathematics,  obtain  his  degree 
unless  he  were  competent  to  answer  ques- 
tions connected  with  his  Christian  profession : 
it  was  not  enough  that  he  had  signed  the 
thirty-nine  artides  before  his  admission  or 
matriculation  :  but  before  he  could  be  ex- 
amined upon  any  one  subject  of  secular 
knowledge,  he  underwent  a  preliminary 
examination  in  the  principles  and  doctrines 
of  his  faith ;  and  he  X'^^  1^*  'nglis)  knew 
two  cases  of  young  men^  afterwards  very 
eminently  distinguished  in  life,  who  took 
what  (in  Oxford)  were  the  highest  ho- 
nours,  but  who  had  failed  in  the  first  in- 
stance, and  were  refused  their  degree, 
on  the  ground  of  their  not  reaching  that 
standard  of  religious  information  which 
the  usage  of  the  university  required  at 
that  time,  and,  if  possible,  more  strongly 
required  now.  They  were  thrown  beck 
for  their  degree  for  six  months:  in  the 
interval  they  acquired  tliat  knowledge 
which  was  essential  to  their  degree ;  and 
each  received  the  highest  honours  which 
the  university  could  give,  lie  thought 
that  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Bath  seemed  by  his  gesture  to  consi- 
der that  six  months'  application  to  the 
subject  of  religion  was  not  enouglu  He 
admitted  Uiat  not  only  six  months,  but 
even  a  whole  life  was  not  enough ;  and 
that  such  knowledge  would  be  most  limited 
and  im^Kirfect ;  but  he  said  that  according 
to  the  standard  of  all  education,  to  young 
men  of  twenty  or  twenty-one  an  applica- 
tion of  six  months  was  amply  sufficient  to 
give  that  knowledge— head  knowledge,  if 
they  pleased  so  to  call  it ;  but,  after  all, 
what  could  a  public  body  convoy  to  any 
recipient  except  head  knowledge  ?  It  was 
the  gift  of  a  very  different  fiower  to  touch 
the  heart ;  but  it  was  the  function  of  a 
fellow  human  being  to  take  care  that  all 
those  who  were  committed  to  him  should 
be  in  a  condition  to  know  all  the  essential 
principles  and  general  doctrines  of  the 
communion  and  church  of  which  he  claimed 
to  be  a  member.    That,  he  contended. 


was  donc,^systematically,  he  knew  fai  the 
University  of  Oxford,  and  he  believed  it 
was  the  same  at  Cambridge;  of  that  uni. 
versity  with  which  he  was  more  immedio 
diately  connected  he  had  more  certain  in- 
formation, and  he  would  contend  that  it 
was  not  correct  on  the  part  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman  to  depreciate  as  he  did  the  sy^ 
tern  of  education  connected  with  religion 
in  that  university.  He  was  aware  that  the 
hon.  Gentleman  said  he  did  not  speak  from 
his  own  knowledge;  but  he  contended  that 
whatever  might  have  been  the  c«e  in 
former  jx^riods,  there  was  now  in  the  Uni- 
versity of  Oxford  such  a  system  as  he  had 
spoken  of;  and  no  education  was  considerBd 
complete  or  general  which  did  not  oom- 
prise  a  knowledge  of  religion,  without 
which,  he  believed  educarion  itself  would 
be  useless.  In  the  peroration  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman's  speech,  and  in  a 
large  portion  of  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman  who  last  addressed  the  House, 
there  was  much  said  about  the  spirit  of 
conciliation  with  which  they  should  meet 
the  claim  of  Dissenters ;  that  claim  being, 
first  of  all  urged  as  their  right  Waving;, 
however,  for  a  moment  their  claim  of  right 
the  hon.  Member  talked  of  the  benefht— 
the  divine  benefits— of  conciliation,  and  of 
those  arising  from  young  men  of  different 
religious  principles  Iwing  blended  together. 
But  what  was  the  spirit  which  the  Dis- 
senters were  at  that  moment  erindng 
against  the  religion  and  education  of  the 
Cnurch  of  England  ?  Was  that  a  spirit 
which  the  House  could  be  consistently 
called  upon  to  foster  ?  I  le  should  object  to 
it  under  any  circumstances ;  but  it  was  a 
mockery  to  call  upon  them  at  that  moment 
to  admit  Dissenters  into  places  of  educa- 
tion exclusively  applied  to  the  Church  of 
England,  when  they  found  that  from  one 
end  of  the  kingdom  to  the  other  they  were 
arrayed  and  miirshallcd  against  the  Church  ; 
andf  so  far  from  being  inclined  to  har- 
monize with  her  institutionst  or  any  part 
of  her  teaching,  they  opposed  her  with  an 
unanimity  and  virulence  seldom  before 
combined ;  and  yet,  being  so  combined, 
tlit7  had  chosen  this  as  a  peculiarly  fitting 
time  for  this  proposition.  Even  as  a  boon 
he  sthould  have  been  opposed  to  the  eon* 
cession  under  such  circumstances ;  but  still 
more  when  it  was  claimed  as  a  right.  If 
it  were  a  right,  then  he  admitted  thai  their 
conduct  did  not  forfeit  it;  but  he  called 
upon  those  who  claimed  it  as  a  right  to  shew 
the  grounds  u|ion  which  they  rested  their 
claim.    He  thought  almost  the  fint  illus* 
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tration  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  was 
alone  sufficient  to  defeat  the  argument  which 
he  founded  upon  it ;  for  he  stated  that  the 
universities  were  incorporated  by  the  act  of 
Queen  Elizabeth,  which  recited  that  such 
incorporation  was  grounded  upon  the  ne- 
cessity of  maintaining  a  system  of  godly 
leamingand  virtuous  living.  Godly  learning 
itself  implied  religious  teaching,  and  re- 
ligious teaching  according  to  the  hon. 
Gentleman's  own  statement,  could  not 
be  administered  to  those  on  whose 
behalf  he  pleaded.  By  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man's own  argument,  therefore,  if  the  uni- 
versities were  incorporated  for  the  sake  of 
promoting  godly  learning,  he  was  asking 
the  House,  by  this  proposition,  not  merely 
to  repeal  an  act  of  Parliament,  but  to  set 
aside  the  very  object  for  which  that  act  was 
passed.  And  if  he  (Sir  R.  H.  1  nglis)  admit- 
ted that  which  he  was  not  prepar^  to  admit, 
that  even  a  large  proportion  of  the  two  uni- 
versities were  connected  with  those  from 
whom  three  centuries  ago  the  great  body 
of  the  people  of  England  separated,  he 
should  go  back  to  the  charters  aud  say,  that 
the  larger  proportion  of  those  foundations, 
he  believed  he  could  say  all,  certainly 
almost  all,  were  foundations  in  honorem 
Dei.  They  were  practical  institutions  for 
the  effectual  promotion  of  sound  religion, 
and,  as  his  right  hon.  Friend  said,  the  first 
statute  in  almost  all  such  institutions  was 
that  which  required  the  worship  of  Al- 
mighty God.  If  then  they  admitted  to 
the  universities  men  liberated,  if  they  would 
from  the  burthens  of  a  religious  education* 
they  were  setting  aside  the  objects  for  which 
those  institutions  were  founded.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  quoted  a  college 
founded  in  the  University  of  Cambridge, 
in  which  the  precedent  which  he  desired 
to  see  followed  under  the  act  of  Parlia- 
ment which  he  now  sought  to  obtain  had 
been  already  set.  He  referred  to  Downing 
College.  But  he  would  ask  the  hon. 
Gentleman  whether  it  had  not  become 
matter  of  history,  he  might  almost  say  of 
memory,  considering  how  recently  that 
foundation  was  effected,  that  Downing 
College  itself,  which  had  deviated  in  the 
same  way  as  a  family  might  do  from  the 
usage  of  the  Church  of  England  in  family 
prayer,  by  abbreviating  the  liturgical 
service  there,  was  not  a  college  originally 
appropriated  to  members  of  the  Church  of 
England ;  and  whether,  whatever  alter- 
ation might  have  been  made  in  tliat  col- 
lege with  respect  to  prayer,  it  was  not 
clear  at  least  that  it  was  intended  to  apply 


to  those  who  were  members  of  the  Chuich 
of  England  ?  The  hon.  Member  referred 
to  him  and  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  as  members  of  the  Council  of  King's 
College,  and  then  he  said  education  was 
communicated  without  the  necessity  of  sub- 
scription, and  without  even  the  necessity 
of  attending  public  worship  acccnrding  to 
the  Church  of  England.  But  the  non. 
and  learned  Member  himself  must  be  aware 
though  he  was  not  one  of  those  who  would 
depreciate  King's  College,  that  as  to  ge- 
neral education  it  stood  in  a  relation  to- 
tally different  from  that  which  the  uni- 
versities of  the  land  at  present  andforoon- 
turies  had  occupied.  It  was  not  a  place, 
with  a  few  exceptions  at  least,  in  which 
young  men  were  brought  together  in  any- 
thing like  domestic  relations ;  they  did  not 
live  together,  although  be  believed  some 
dined  together,  and  that  fifteen  or  sixteen 
resided  there.  But  those  who  resided 
there  were  required  to  do  what  young  men 
at  the  universities  of  the  land  were  re- 
quired to  do  at  that  moment,  viz.,  to 
attend  public  worship  at  the  chapel,,  and 
receive  lectures  in  religion.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  referred  also,  though  not  on 
his  own  authority,  to  the  conduct  of  the 
young  men  at  diapel  in  public  prayers, 
and  he  seemed  to  consider — for  that  was 
the  only  value  of  the  statement,  if  it  had 
any  value  at  all— that  the  existing  system 
was  so  bad  that  no  alteration  for  accom- 
modating Dissenters  could  render  it  worse. 
He  was  perfectly  certain  of  this^  that  in 
his  own  time  the  administration  of  the 
communion  was  not  only  not  enforced,  but 
not  even  permitted.  He  stated  deliberately 
that  it  was  not  only  not  enforced,  but.  not 
permitted,  under  the  apprehension  that  it 
might  not  be  received  in  a  proper  manner. 
But  at  this  moment  it  is  perfectly  yo- 
luntary ;  and  large  numbers  of  young  mea, 
as  he  happened  personally  to  know,  from 
having  been  present  on  several  such  occa- 
sions, received  it  with  the  same  devotion  as 
they  would  have  done  if  administered  in 
their  own  parish  churches.  But  in  this  age 
of  improvement,  of  which  he  believed  there 
was  no  man  in  this  metropolis  who  was 
not  sensible,  could  it  be  supposed  that  im- 
provement had  not  found  its  way  into  the 
universities  ?  He  believed,  loolung  to  the 
popular  literature  forty  years  ago,  that 
such  representatives  of  the  clerical  cha- 
racter as  we  found  then  habitually^  were 
now  absolutely  unknown  and  were  amongst 
the  rarest  specimens  of  human  nature. 
Within  the  last  forty  years  a  greater  dumge 
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had  taken  place  in  the  religious  character 
of  the  people  of  England  in  the  higher 
classes,  those  who  had  had  religious  advan« 
tages,  than  ho  believed  ever  occurred  before 
in  any  period  of  our  ecclesiastical  history. 
He  did  not  mean  to  say  it  was  without 
alloy,  but  upon  the  whole  the  reli^ous 
state  of  England,  in  the  higher  and  middle 
classes,  had  advanced  in  the  last  fifty  or 
sixty  years  to  a  degree  which  could  scarcely 
be  believed,  and  he  thought  tlmt  was  mainly 
owing  to  the  predominance  given  to  sub- 
jects of  religion  in  education.  But  that 
they  were  now  called  u\Km.  to  disturl^— 
that  they  were  now  called  upon  to  destroy 
•—because  any  man,  with  a  knowledge  of 
human  nature,  would  agree  with  his  right 
lion.  Friend,  that  when,  in  education, 
young  persons  were  their  own  masters,  and 
they  were  left  t<>  their  own  discretion  who* 
ther  they  should  or  should  not  receive 
religions  instruction,  the  too  great  moral 
probability  was,  that  such  religious  in- 
struction they  would  decline  to  receive. 
They  destroyed,  therefore  the  efficacy  of 
all  religious  instruction,  if  they  permitted 
a  discretionary  power  to  the  recipients 
whether  they  would  or  not  place  them- 
selves in  a  position  to  receive  it.  But  such 
would  be  the  effect  if,  upon  scruples  of 
conscience,  they  gave  to  Dissenters  ad- 
mitted into  the  universities  the  right  to 
absent  themselves  from  public  worship  and 
relieious  education.  That  which  they  gave 
to  tho  Dissenter,  from  a  scruple  of  con- 
science, would  soon  become  matter  of  right 
upon  tlie  part  of  those  who  could  not  uige 
the  same  ground  of  exemption.  The  him. 
and  learned  Gentleman  made  a  distinction 
between  the  universities  and  the  separate 
colleges.  This  bill  would  not  secure  his 
object  with  respect  to  the  universities, 
because  he  would  only  make  it  optional 
upon  those  wlio  were,  after  all,  to  have  it 
in  tlicir  |x>wer  to  retain  the  present  system. 
But  if  they  were  to  make  it  compulsory  in 
tlie  case  of  particular  colleges,  it  appeared 
to  him  that  some  interference  would  be  as 
neccMwry  as  in  the  case  of  the  universities ; 
and  tlien,  he  said,  it  was  a  violation  of  the 
rights  and  privileges,  and  lie  miffht  almost 
say  of  the  existence,  of  corix)rations  which 
at  that  moment  existed  in  full  legal  inde- 
pendence ;  it  would  be  an  interference 
uncalled  fur—a  violation  of  all  the  pri- 
vileges originally  conferred  upon  them,  and 
one  which  the  hon.  ami  learned  Member 
would  ill  vain  sanction  by  any  precedent, 
except  tlie  arbitrary  precedents  familiar  to 
them  all,  of  King  Jhoics  tlic  2nd.,  wliol 


required  that  a  certain  noneonformist 
should  be  admitted  to  a  degree,  and  that 
another  should  be  admitted  to  an  endow* 
ment.  In  both  those  cases  the  principles 
jof  the  universities  were  equally  violated ; 
and  though  he  would  not  deny  that  it  was 
competent  to  Parliament  to  pass  this  par- 
ticular act  yet  he  would  deny  that  the  act, 
if  passed,  would  confer  anything  more  than 
a  permissive  power  upon  the  institutions 
themselves,  whether  they  would  or  would 
not  concede  the  privileges  which  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  sought  to  obtain. 
But  had  the  hon.  and  leamod  Gentleman 
shown  the  slightest  ground  for  hopine  that 
if  he  left  it  permissive  only  he  would  gain 
anything  by  it?  Unless  he  did  something 
more  than  he  now  asked  for,  he  would 
leave  the  Dissenters  practically  in  much 
the  same  condition  as  they  were  in  at  pre- 
sent, and  he  would  ask  the  hon.  Gentleman 
whether  under  those  circunutanoes  he 
would  call  upon  that  House  to  rii^  the 
disturbances  which  his  right  hon«  Friend 
had  so  ably  brought  under  their  notice  ? 
How  much  they  formerly  heard  of  the 
grievances  of  the  Dissenters,  inasmuch  as 
they  were  not  merely  excluded  firom  the 
old  institutions,  but  from  the  power  of 
establishinff  any  new  one.  Whatever  was 
the  value  m  that  grievance  formerly,  it  was 
now  erased  from  Uie  catalogue  df  the  Dis- 
senters, for  that  had  been  redressed  by  the 
establishment  of  the  Univeraty  of  London ; 
and  though  that  unlverrily  had  been  HMne 
lar^y  endowed  by  the'  state  than  the 
universities  of  Oxford  or  Cambridge,  yet 
they  had  heard  no  complaint  on  the  part  of 
those  two  in  respect  to  the  amount  lo  con- 
tributed. Upon  all  these  grounds,  at 
stated  bv  himself  and  by  his  ririit  hon. 
Friend,  oe  cordially  ooncurzed  in  die  oppo. 
sition  his  ri^ht  hon.  Friend  had  Biven  to 
the  introduction  of  the  bill  proposed  by  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Weymouth. 
Sir  Winston  Barron  said,  that  the  aigu- 
ments  of  the  Roman  Catholics  having  en- 
dowed these  colleges  for  Roman  Catholic 
purposes  had  not  been  grappled  with  bj 
those  who  opposed  the  iDtroduction  of  this 
bill.  It  was  a  serious  injuttica  to  the 
Roman  Catholics  to  tell  tham  they  were 
not  to  participate  in  the  advanUgea  of  tba 
education  as  afforded  by  the  universities^ 
although  the  emoluments  given  by  them 
had  been  taken  away.  It  was  an  injua- 
tice  to  the  Ri>man  Catholica  of  fermar 
tiroes,  and  yet  those  who  opposed  thu  bill 
sought  to  perpetuate  it  upon  the  Rooaan 
Catholics  of  the  pitient  day.    The  con- 
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sequence  was  that  a  feeling  of  bitterness 
and  animosity  was  engendered  against 
the  institutions  of  the  state  ;  and  Roman 
Catholics  were  compelled  to  send  their 
sons  to  foreif^n  countries  in  order  to  com- 
plete their  education.  But,  putting  alto* 
gether  aside  this  argument,  unanswerable 
as  it  was,  he  would  ask  hon.  Gentlemen 
who  opposed  this  motion  what  injury  had 
been  done  to  religion  or  to  the  Protestant- 
ism of  the  Irish  Church  from  the  admis* 
sion  of  Roman  Catholics  to  the  University 
of  Dublin  ?  In  no  part  of  the  British  domi- 
nions could  Protestant  clergymen  be  found 
better  informed,  more  zealous,  or  who  per- 
formed their  duties  in  a  manner  more  cre- 
ditable to  themselves,  than  those  who 
were  educated  at  the  University  of  Dublin ; 
yet  Roman  Catholics  not  only  received  their 
education  there  but  some  of  the  academical 
honours  were  open  to  them.  On  entering 
the  University  of  Dublin  the  student  was 
only  required  to  state  what  his  religion 
was — whether  a  Protestant  of  the  Church 
of  England,  a  Dissenter,  or  a  Roman  Ca- 
tholic—and the  only  difference  was,  that 
the  two  latter  were  not  required  to  attend 
D i vin  i ty  lectu resor  the chapelsof  the  Univer- 
sity. [The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.'-^ 
They  do  not  reside  in  the  University.] — 
Certainly  residence  was  not  required. 
Some  Roman  Catholics,  however,  did  reside 
in  the  University  of  Dublin,  and  what 
single  inconvenience,  disorder,  or  irregu- 
larity had  ever  resulted  or  could  result 
from  the  circumstance?  Here  was  an 
example  of  what  they  were  asked  to  do  in 
operation  within  the  united  kingdom, 
under  their  very  eyes,  and  yet  they  refused 
Roman  Catholics,  although  the  sons  of 
the  first  peers  in  the  realm,  to  enter  the 
Universities  of  Oxford  and  Cambridge. 
The  anomaly  was  startling,  the  contradic- 
tion was  most  monstrous  and  absurd,  that 
the  Irish  university,  founded  for  Protestant 
purposes,  admitted  Roman  Catholics,  not 
only  to  the  bene6ts  of  education,  but  to 
the  honours  of  the  university;  without 
discredit  or  injury  to  religion,  while  the 
two  universities  in  England,  founded  prin- 
cipally by  Roman  Catholics,  denied  Roman 
Catholics  the  opportunity  of  participating 
in  the  benefits  of  a  common  education 
with  their  Protestant  fellow-subjects.  He 
did  not  wish  to  use  any  harsh  or  un- 
seemly language  in  a  debate  which 
had  been  conducted  throughout  with 
temper  and  good  feeling ;  but  it  was  im- 
possible to  conceal  that  a  deep  sense  of 


grievance  must  result  from  an  exclusion  so 
discreditable,  and  at  the  same  time  without 
meaning  or  object.  But  the  absurdity  did 
not  end  here :  Roman  Catholics  must  not 
study,  forsooth,  at  the  universities  in  com- 
mon with  Protestants,  yet  they  might  have 
seats  in  that  House,  and  make  laws  for 
the  country;  they  might  advise  the  Queen ; 
they  might  even  hold  the  office  of  Prime 
Minister  of  England,  and  yet  they  were 
not  admitted  to  a  participation  in  the  be- 
nefits of  education.  Catholics  did  not 
wish  to  govern  the  universities,  they  sim- 
ply desired  to  be  allowed  to  send  the 
children  there,  instead  of  being  compelled 
to  send  them  abroad.  He  knew  of  two 
cases,  one  that  of  a  peer  of  the  other 
House,  and  the  other  that  of  a  Roman 
Catholic  gentleman,  both  of  whom  had 
been  obliged  to  send  their  sons  to  a  foreign 
university,  but  both,  as  they  had  told  him, 
most  unwillingly.  Those  young  men 
would  come  back  to  their  native  country 
as  strangers,  and  by  such  a  system  bitter- 
ness and  bad  feeling  were  engendered. 
What  had  other  universities  done?  It 
would  be  worth  while  to  inquire  whether 
in  this  country  we  were  better  informed, 
more  enlightened,  and  more  religious  than 
the  people  of  other  countries,  who  con- 
ducted their  education  upon  different 
principles.  Without  citing  the  universities 
of  France,  the  Roman  Catholic  college  in 
Switzerland,  or  those  in  Bavaria,  all  whkrh 
Catholic  universities,  and  there  were  thir- 
teen of  them,  admitted  students  without 
religious  test ;  he  would  go  to  Holland,  a 
Protestant  state,  and  without  derogation 
to  the  people  of  this  country  ;  he  might 
say  there  was  no  more  amiable,enlighteDed, 
or  religious  people,  than  the  Dutch.  In  the 
three  universities  of  Leyden,  Orooingen, 
and  Utrecht,  there  was  not  the  sligbtest  im- 
pediment to  Papist  or  Protestant,  aad  no 
injury  had  resulted  to  the  cause  of  religton 
in  that  country  in  consequence.  Then 
he  turned  to  Prussia.  No  man  had  been 
a  higher  Protestant  than  the  late  King  of 
that  country,  or  bad  gone  greater  lengths 
to  make  the  people  of  that  proeperous 
country  become  of  one  religion.  Yet  in 
Prussia  were  instituted  both  Roman  Ca* 
tholic  and  Protestant  professors  of  divinity 
in  every  university.  Every  person  of  every 
religion  was  admitted,  without  a  religious 
test,  and  religious  instruction  was  provided 
for  each  student,  according  to  the  religion 
he  belonged  to;  somewhat  after  the  prin- 
ciple which  the  right  hon.  Oandeman 
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oppotHehftd  inlrodiiced  mto  hii  Factory 
Bill  It  waiajoitpffiQciple.bottbecarrj- 
ing  it  oat  was  another  quettioo.     He  wai 
oolytalkiogoftbepriDCiiile.  Tberig;fatboD. 
Baiooet  bad  not  by  any  seans  carried  tbe 
princtpleoat  bketbe  Kingof  Pnuua.    It 
was  not  ioo|^t  by  the  preteat  motion  to 
interfere  with  the'ioftmction  of  the  Hem- 
bert  of  the  Cborcfa  of  England  at  at  pre- 
cent  consti toted  in  the  University.    Tbe 
bon.  Member  for  the  Univertity  of  Cam- 
bridge had  mid,  that  if  it  were  left  to  the 
yooth  of  the  Goantry  to  my  whether  they 
would  or  not  receive  religioiu  ingtroctioot 
it  woold  be  opening  a  door  to  a  great 
abufe.     He  believed  so  too.    Bat  it  was 
a  very  diffeieot  thing  to  allow  a  yoang 
man,  on  entering  the  Univeisity,  to  declare 
wheUier  he  did  or  did  not  belong  to  the 
Cbaich  of  Eogland.     If  he  entered  him- 
aelf  as  a  Member  of  the  Charch  of  Eng- 
land, he  woold  do  precisely  as  the  Mem- 
bers of  tbe  Chufch  of  England  did  now ; 
hot  if  he  were  a  dissenter  he  would  be 
allowed  to  act  on  his  own  religious  sera- 
pies,  and  adopt  soch  retigioos  principles 
as  be  pleased.     If  this  bill  shoald  be  car- 
ried,  the  Charch  of  Eoglaod  woald  lose 
nothing,  while  a  great  deal   woold    be 
gained  in  allaying  religions  animosities, 
and  assoagiog  feeling  of  bittemem  that 
now  prevailed*     Bat  if ,  oo  the  contrary, 
the  bUl  shoald  be  rejected,  they  would  add 
another  large  source  of  disconleot  to  the 
dissenters  of  tbb  country,  and   a  large 
body  of  Catholics  m  Irelaod.      For  it 
shoold  be  borne  in  mind,  that  although 
the  great  mass  of  the  people  might  not 
feel  this  as  a  grievance,  yet  much  discon- 
tent woold  exist  among  the  higher  classes, 
whom  it  ought  u>  be  the  policy  of  the 
Government,  and  of  the  Members  of  tbe 
Church  of  England,  to  conciliate.    After 
the  noble  Lord  opposite  had  succeeded  in 
introducing  a  united  system  of  education 
in  Ireland  for  the  lower  classes,  which  had 
not  whollv  sacceeded,  he  hoped  the  noble 
Lord  would  not  withhold  his  aid   in  sup. 
port  of  instituting  a  united  system  of  in- 
struction among  the  higher  classes,  which 
was  sure  to  succeed.     If  the  bill  of  his 
boo.  Friend  should  be  carried,  it  woold 
bind  to  the  Government  a  large  body  of 
the  aristocracy,  wealth,  and  rauk  of  the 
country. 

Mr.  Skaw  said,  that  as  the  hon.  Baronet 
had  made  such  pointed  reference  to  him 
and  the  University  he  had  the  honour  to 
represent,  the  House  woukl  allow  him  to 


make  a  few  ohservatioos  oa  tha 

and   10  state  the  reasons  why, 

wishing  u>  abridge  any  of  the 

allowed  by  that  distinguislied 

he  should  feel  it  is  duty  to  vole 

the  motion  of  the  boo.  Member  fisr  W4 

mouth.    There  was  no  exact  ^^ 

tveen  the    univecsities   of  OxAmd    1 

Cambridge  and   that  of  Dahlia  m 

matter  then  under  coosidentioa.    1st 

former,  and  particulariy  intheai 

of  Oxford,  each  college  was  in  the 

of  a  large  domestic  ritiMishmewt, 

one  system  of  religions 

instroction    must 

whereas,  in  Dublin,  the  University 

college  of  a  much  more  extensive 

ter.     In  the  English  nniversilies 

was  essential ;  and  the  term  «a 

residence.     In  tbe  Irish — the  gfoot 

rity  of  stodenls  did  not  reside, 

term  was  kept  by  answering  at  a 

nation.      The  proportion  of  those 

resided   within   the  walls,  to  those 

resided  without,  was  bat  a  fifkh^thol  a 

there  were  about  300  residcat 

and  about    1,200    non-iesideat. 

system  had  its  peculiar  advintigVi, 

hie  highly  prized  those  wfaidi  beloo^id  a» 

tbe  Dublin   University.     But 

must  be  taken  according  to  its 

cumstances.    In  the  Irvih  ooivemilj, 

large  msjority  of  under-fradi 

under  the  care  and  religioos  ioiBlractiaa  of 

their  owo   parents  or  gimidiaas,  bwt  oft 

Oxford  all  were  obliged  to  reside 

the  college  walls,  and  thehcadsof 

and  tutors  stood  to  each  yooag  oh 

loco  parentis,  and  were  charged  with 

entire  instruction,  both  religions  and  1 

lar.     It  woold  not  be  pra^icable  ii 

a  case  to  have  different  places  of 

or  teachers  of  different  forms  of 

within    the  walls  of  the  sasae  collsft. 

Then,  with  all  the  advantages  whieh 

admitted  were   derived  by  the 

Catholics  and  Dissenters  of  Ireland  fs 

being  allowed  the  pririlege  of  taking 

grees  in  the  Doblio  University,  there  wae 

practically  experienced  there  the  drawback 

and  difficulty  to  which  his  right 

Friend  the  Chancellor  of  the 

bad   alluded     in   the  way  of 

against  the  present  proposition, 

that  being  admitted  so  far,  they  ooold  fe 

no  farther,    and  those  who  op  lo  Ibe 

honours  of  graduates  coold  eompele  ia 

booonrable  rivalry  with  their 

ries,  were  then  necessarily  exehsded 
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the  icholarahipi,  aad  fellowships,  and ! 
higher  office*  of  the  univerailj.  Discon- 
tent was  already  expregsed  on  that  account 
in  the  Dublin  UniTersJty,  and  applications 
made  to  open  those  distinctions  to  all 
classes,  nhich  vas  obviously  Impossible, 
as  the  foundation  of  the  institution  was 
essentially  Church  of  England,  and  all 
members  upon  ihe  foundation  must  indis. 
pensably  belong  to  licr  communion.  He 
had  been  astonished  to  hear  again  that 
nighi  the  objection  urged,  and  an  argu- 
ment founded  upon  it,  that  the  attend- 
ances at  chapel  and  other  religious  ob- 
servances enforced  at  the  universities, 
were  apt  to  degenerate  into  form,  and 
might  therefore  be  well  dispensed  with. 
Why,  what  was  that  but  to  say,  that  as 
there  nai  infirmiiy  inherent  in  our  nature, 
and  all  human  institutions  were  liable  to 
abuse,  thai  therefore  we  must  forego  every 
form  of  religion.  It  was  a  higher  power 
alone  that  could  touch  the  heart  and 
change  the  mind ;  but  was  ihat  a  reason 
why  we  should  not  instruct  the  head,  and 
teach  the  forms,  and  use  the  beat  means 
that  an  oTcrruling  Providence  vouchsafed 
us — of  directing  education  lo  its  highett 
purposes — for  education,  without  being 
based  on  true  religion,  was  undeserving 
of  the  name,  no  matter  what  was  Ihe  rank 
of  life  to  nhich  it  was  applied  ;  and  if 
religion  was  never  to  be  taught,  or  the 
outward  forms  of  a  distinctive  creed  to  be 
obseirted,  until  the  vital  effects  were  ap- 
parent to  the  world— then,  indeed,  might 
ihe  minister  of  every  congregation,  the 
head  of  every  houiehold,  or  the  mother  of 
every  family,  however  small,  abandon  in 
despondency  and  despair  the  effort  to  dis- 
charge their  first  duty  to  those  committed 
10  their  charge.  He  trusted  the  venerable 
universities  of  the  land  would  be  the  last 
to  set  such  an  example,  and  therefore  he 
would  oppose  any  measure  which  had  for 
its  object  to  constrain  Ihem  to  relax  that 
religious  discipline  which  formed  their  best 
characteristic. 

Lord  Stanley  was  induced  to  offer  him- 
self to  tlie  notice  of  the  House,  by  having 
been  pointedly  alluded  to  both  by  the  hon. 
(ieotlcman  who  introduced  the  motion, 
aud  also  by  the  hon.  Baronet,  the  Member 
for  Waterford.  The  subject,  he  must  ad- 
mit, was  of  extreme  importance,  and  he 
acknowledged  the  civility  with  which  the 
hon.  Gentleman  had  referred  to  the  opin- 
ions he  expressed  in  1834.  Although  he 
should  be  compelled  to  give  his  rote  in  op- 
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position  to  the  motiou  of  the  hoD.  Gentle- 
man, he  could  assure  the  hou.  Gentleman 
that  he  had  seen  no  reason  to  alter  or 
modify  the  opinions  he  entertained  in  1834, 
nor  any  cause  to  depart  from  any  of 
those  which  had  been  cited  by  the  hon. 
Gentleman.  He  must  confess,  that  while 
he  concurred  in  much  that  been  said  by 
the  hon.  Gentleman,  the  Member  for 
Waterford,  he  did  not  participate  in  many 
of  the  apprehensions  expressed  by  his  hon. 
I'Viends,  the  Members  for  the  Universities 
of  Cambridge  and  Oxford.  He  was  of 
opinion,  that  alterations  might  be  intro. 
duced  into  the  system  pursued  at  the  uni- 
versities without  any  danger  arising  fi»m 
them.  He  still  entertained  the  opinions 
he  expressed  in  1834,  that  very  serious 
objections  might  be  raised  upon  reli- 
gious grounds  against  the  system  which 
prevailed  in  the  University  of  Ox- 
ford, requiring  young  men  to  subscribe 
to  the  Thirty-nine  Articles.  He  was 
afraid  many  young  men  were  led  to 
sign  them  for  the  purpose  of  matricula- 
tion, without  having  sufficiently  considered 
them.  He  thought  with  regard  to  young 
men  of  the  Church  of  England,  that  that 
was  a  must  an  necessary,  and  if  unneces- 
sary, it  was  an  objectiooable  ceremony  to 
be  observed  on  the  introduction  of  students, 
and  in  his  opinion,  a  greater  latitude  might 
be  given,  without  departing  from  the  prin- 
ciples of  the  Eatabliabed  Church.  The 
universities  of  Oxford  and  Cambridge 
were,  by  their  constitution,  connected 
closely  with  the  established  religion  of  the 
Slate,  and  with  that  he  desired  to  see 
them  maintain  a  firm  and  close  connection  ; 
but  he  did  not  see  why  any  apprehension 
should  be  entertained  of  danger,  either  to 
that  connection  or  to  the  religious  opin- 
ions of  the  young  men  belonging  to  the 
Church  of  England,  if  Protestant  Dis- 
senters or  Roman  Catholics  were  admitted 
to  share  the  university  education  at  Cam- 
bridge and  Oxford,  as  they  were  admitted 
to  other  universities  in  this  kingdom.  He 
did  not,  however,  agree  with  the  hon. 
Member  for  Waterfonl,  that  the  existing 
system  did  altt^ether  preclude  Roman 
Catholics  from  being  educated  at  Cam- 
bridge, if  he  was  not  mistaken.  Sir  John 
Burke  was  educated  at  that  university, 
[Sir  JV.  Barron  :  "  Within  the  last  three 

S^rs  the  whole  system  had  been  changed."] 
e  was  not  aware  nf  that.     He  knew  that 
many  Gentlemen  had  been  educated  there 
who  were  not  members  of  tlie  Church  of 
England.    Be»des  Sir  John   Burke,  be 
20 
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believed  his  noUe  Friend,  the  Member  for  I 
Arundel  (Ixnril  Surrey),  was  educated  at 
the  University  of  Cambridge.  The  hem. 
CfeDtleman  who  introduced  this  motion 
had  quoted  two  speeches  made  by  him  in 
1834.  The  first  was  on  the  presentation 
of  a  petition  very  numerously  signed  by 
the  heads  of  the  colleges  of  Cambridge, 
and  the  second  on  the  second  reading  of 
a  bill  introduced  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Kendal,  for  removing  impediments  in  the 
way  of  Dissenters  of  obtaining  a  university 
education,  and  university  degrees.  In 
1834,  numerous  petitions  were  presented 
by  Dissenters,  and  supported  by  a  lurge 
body  of  Churchmen,  complaining  that, 
according  to  the  existing  system  in  this 
country,  there  were  no  means  whereby 
Dissenters  could  obtain  a  liberal  university 
e<iuration,  or  the  degree  of  master  of  arts, 
which,  with  regard  to  several  learned  pro« 
fesflions,  gave  advantages  in  point  of  time 
in  the  prosecution  of  his  subsequent  career 
in  those  professions.  This  was  set  forth 
as  a  great  grievance,  and  it  excited  great 
attention  at  the  time.  Although  the  bill 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Kendal  (which  was 
founded  upon  those  petitions)  fell  to  the 
ground,  yet  tlie  petitions  were  not  without 
their  results.  The  practical  grievance 
was  admittcdp  and,  to  a  certain  extent, 
was  remedied  in  the  following  year,  J  835, 
by  the  institution  of  the  Lcnidon  Uni- 
versity, which  enabled  Dissenters  to  obtain 
a  liberal  and  classical  education  with  the 
members  of  the  Church  of  England,  and 
also  to  attain  those  professional  advantages 
which  arose  from  the  possession  of  acam^ 
mical  degreeSL  What  had  been  the  effect 
of  this?  Although  great  excitement  pre- 
vailed in  1834  upon  this  subject,  yet, 
from  the  establishment  of  the  London 
University  to  the  present  day,  there  had 
been  no  excitement  at  all.  There  had 
been  no  practical  grievances  felt  by  the 
Dissenters,  and  no  petitions  signed  by 
large  numbers  had  been  presented  by 
them,  complaining  of  any  professional  in. 
juries.  It  was  true  the  hon.  Gentleman 
had  to-night  presented  a  petition,  but  it 
was  fn>m  a  solitary  individual,  not  com- 
plaining of  any  pt^rsonal  grievance,  but 
Rtating  in  a  general  way  his  opinion  as  to 
the  expediency  of  pursuing  the  course 
wliirli  the  hon.  Mover  of  this  motion  pro- 
|)ose«l  to  ailnpt.  If  this  bill  wen!  alloweil 
to  lie  introduHMl,  it  miglit  have  a  tomlency 
to  rt'vivi*  and  emhittiT  the  former  forlings 
f »f  j<'altMiNy  and  animusity  about  e«lnf*ation, 
Hliich,  since  the  yiiir  1^34|  bad  sunk  into 


oblivion.    There  had  been  no  demaiid  ftr 
a  redress  of  the  grievances  which  thehon. 
Member  nude  the  foundation  of  his  no- 
tion.   The  hon.  Gentleman  had  not  statedp 
that  he  was  authorised  by  any  numeroua 
body  of  Dissenters  to  introduce  this  bill. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  was  followed  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Manchester,  who  said, 
that  if  this  bill  should  be  intixkluosd,  the 
hon.  Member  would  have  gained  the  first 
step  in  raising  the  question  upon  which 
the   Dissenters    had  fixed    their    uniteil 
efibrts  to  obtain,  in  point  of  expediency, 
justice  and  honour.     It  was,  in  fact,  a 
measure  baring  a  tendency  to  renew  a  cry 
for  the  redress  of  grievances,  which,  to  a 
certain  extent,  had  been  remedied.    Fur* 
thcr,  the  bill  would  not  answer  the  Imnl 
Gentleman's  own  purpose.    What  did  he 
propose  to  do  ?    He  proposed  three  thin|(t. 
First,  to  do  away  with  the  oaths  which 
stood  in  the  way  of  any  person  obtaining  a 
degree  in  the  Universities  of  Oxford  and 
Cambridge ;  secondly,  to  repeal  so  much 
of  the  Act  of  Uniformity,  as  required  the 
prayers  and  Liturgy  of  the  Church  of  £nff« 
land  to  be  read  in  all  the  chapels  of  tM 
colleges  of  the  university;  and  thirdly,  to 
alter  the  statute  of  examination.    Now  he 
remembered,  that  when  the  hon.  Member 
for  Kendal  introduced  his  bill  in  1834,  that 
hon.  Gentleman  said,  that  while  he  wished 
to  obtain  for  Dissenters  the  advantagea 
of  examination  and  degrees  of  the  univer- 
sities, and  all  the  classical  honoura  heloog- 
ing  to  a  university  education,    yet  be 
desired  altogether  to  deprive  Dissenters  of 
forming  any  part  of  the  governing  power. 
or  of  baring  anything  to  do  with  the  dis- 
cipline of  the  colleges.     It  was  on  that 
ground,  that  Ite  supported  the  bill  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Kendal.    He  would  ad- 
mit Dissenters  to  every  benefit  of  educa- 
tion that  was  closely  connected  with  the 
Church  of  England,  yet,  althouch  thef 
might  claim  certain  exenptioiis  from  at- 
tending to  certain  parts  oi  the  disdpliee 
of  the  universities,  they  were    not,  hf 
obtaining  the  degree  of  master  of  arts,  to 
be  admitted  to  any  part  of  the  manage- 
ment of  thu  universities,  or  to  obtain  aey 
|N)wcr  by  which  they  could  exercise  inflo* 
ence  in  weakening  the  connect ioa  betweea 
the  universities  and  the  established  rdigiaa 
of  tlie  State.     I  f  the  hon.  Gentlewui  fel. 
Inm-ed  the  nu^sure  of  the  hon.  MemfaOT 
ffir  Kendal,  that  hon.  Member  oould  tall 
him   that  he   (Mr.  Christie)  would   net 
satisfy  the  Disjienters.     At  preesat,  these 
wa*i  no  difecuotent  existing ;  hut  the  hea. 
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Gentleman  having  introdnoed  an  imper- 
fect measure,  it  would,  if  carried,  be  ne- 
cessary for  bim  to  go  furtber,  and  introduce 
another,  which  would  be  most  objection- 
able. Although  the  hon.  Gentleman  did 
not  propose  to  apply  an  actual  remedy  to 
the  grievanoes  alleged  by  the  Dissenters, 
yet  he  did  by  this  bill  practically  sever  tho 
connection  between  the  establishment  and 
the  universities,  inasmuch  as  he  proposed 
to  do  away  with  that  uniformity  which 
re<|uired  the  liturgy  and  service  of  the 
Church  to  be  performed  in  every  chapel  of 
the  universities.  If  the  object  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman  was  to  relieve  the  consciences 
of  Dissenters,  it  must  be  obtained  by  means 
of  the  authorities  of  the  universities,  for 
although  he  proposed  to  do  away  with  the 
positive  enactment  requiring  uniformity, 
still  he  left  it  permissive  on  the  part  of  the 
authorities  of  the  college  to  require  at- 
tendance at  divine  service  according  to  the 
form  of  tlie  Church  of  England.  While 
he  separated  in  principle  the  universities 
from  the  Established  Church,  he  did  not 
at  the  same  time  confer  upon  the  Dissen- 
ters the  boon  he  wished  to  confer,  because 
the  governing  body  of  every  college  would 
still  have  the  power  to  maintain  an  adhe- 
rence to  the  discipline  of  the  coll^;e,  and 
the  performance  of  the  liturgy  of  the 
Church  of  England,  and  would  have  the 
power  to  require  an  observance  of  these 
things  on  the  part  of  9vwy  member  of  the 
university.  He  somewhat  differed  from 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  the  UnU 
versity  of  Oxford,  and  rather  agreed  with 
the  hon.  Member  for  Weymouth  upon  the 
subject  of  compulsory  attendanoe  at  public 
worship.  He  believed,  that  a  very  great 
alteration  had  taken  place  sinoe  he  was  at 
the  university,  which  he  was  sorry  to  ssy 
was  now  twenty-three  years  ago.  Within 
thoie  twenty-three  years,  a  vast  improve- 
mcnt  had  taken  place  in  the  religious  and 
moral  feelings  of  tlie  students,  and  also  in 
the  influence  possessed  over  the  members 
of  the  general  body,  high  and  low,  by  the 
tutors  of  the  university.  But  he  did  not 
trace  that  change  to  the  system  of  compul- 
sory attendanoe  at  the  chapels.  He  did 
think  it  was  most  desirable  that  every  day 
should  commence,  and  close  with  prayer 
according  to  the  form  of  the  Church  of 
England  ;  that  it  was  most  desirable  nluo 
tliat  service  should  be  performed  not  only 
every  Sunday,  but  every  day,  according  to 
the  1 'hurch  of  ]*)ngland  ;  but  he  thought 
compulsory  attendance  so  many  days  in 
the  week,  independently  of  the  Sunday, 


by  young  men,  tended  to  decrease  the 
feeling  of  sanctity  in  their  minds,  and  re- 
ligious education  was  thereby  deprived  of 
much  of  its  power.  His  hon.  Friend,  the 
Member  for  the  University  of  Oxford,  and 
who  was  a  member  of  the  same  oollese 
with  himself,  had  said,  that  in  his  time  the 
sacrament  was  not  allowed  to  be  adminis- 
tered in  his  college  (Ohrist  Church),  where- 
as, at  the  present  moment,  it  was  admi- 
nistered, and  vast  numbers  of  young  men 
attended  it,  and  his  hon.  Friend  added, 
that  those  young  men  attended  from  a 
sense  of  religion,  without  any  compulsion 
at  all— ^their  attendanoe  was  altogether 
voluntary.  If  that  had  been  the  effect 
produced  with  regard  to  the  attendanoe  of 
the  sacrament,  he  thought  the  same  effect 
would  arise  from  the  power  of  religious 
feeling  in  regard  to  attendanoe  at  chapel 
both  on  week  days  and  Sundays,  even 
although  compulsory  attendance  should  be 
removed ;  but  still  more  did  he  think  that 
would  be  the  effect  if  the  attendanoe  at 
chapel  should  osase  to  be,  as  in  his  time  it 
was  inflicted  as  a  punishment  for  acts  of 
insubordination.  It  was  the  practice  when 
a  student  was  offended,  to  say  of  him  that 
he  was  confined  to  **  hall  and  chapel'*'— that 
was  to  say  that  he  had  every  morning  and 
every  evening  to  attend  divine  service,  not 
for  the  purpose  of  worshipping  hia  Maker, 
but  as  an  act  of  discipline,  und  in  way  of 
punisiiment,  for  having  been  guilty  of  some 
aet  of  insubordination.  In  his  <^nion,  the 
discipline  and  instruction  of  the  universi* 
ties  ought  to  be  closely  connected  with  the 
Established  Church  of  this  country,  and 
that  every  encouragement  should  be  given 
by  advice,  example,  and  precept  to  the 
Members  of  the  Established  Church,  to 
attend  the  celebration  of  divine  service 
according  to  the  rites  of  the  Church  of 
England;  but  be  confened,  he  did  not 
himself  feel  any  apprehension  with  regard 
to  tlie  interests  of  the  Established  Church, 
or  the  interests  of  the  universitiesi  if  re« 
taining  the  entire  management  of  the  uni- 
versities in  the  hands  of  members  of  tho 
Established  Church,  and  giving  to  them 
altogether  the  control  and  superintendence 
of  the  discipline  of  the  colleges,  there  were 
admitted,  as  there  were  admitted  in  the 
universities  of  Durham,  of  Dublin,  and  of 
London,  persons  of  different  religious  de- 
nominations who  might  be  willing  to  ac* 
oefit  temporal  instruction — mathematical 
and  ciasMcal  •*-  according  to  the  course 
pursued  in  those  universities;  and  that 
some  exemption  might  be  made  in  th«r 
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favour  by  exempting  them  from  compul- 
sory attendance  ufion  that  form  of  reli- 
gious worship  which  they  couscientiously 
dissented  from,  lie  believe<l  the  effect  of 
this  wotdd  l»e  to  soften  down  the  animosi- 
ties existing  between  Members  of  different 
religious  {lersuasions ;  and  that  it  would 
give   both   Churchman   and   Dissenter  a 


ions,  he  himBelf  expressed  io  1634-^tliBt 
he  should  feel  it  his  duty,  under  the  altered 
circumstances  of  the  case—  for  he  was  tore 
the  hon.  Gentleman  was  too  candid  to 
impute  it  to  the  altered  poaitioo  which  he 
now  held,  from  that  which  he  held  in  1834 
— solely,  then,  under  the  altered  circun* 
stances  of  the  case,  as  regarded  the  condi- 


niore  favourable  opinion   of  czich   other,    tion  of  the  Dissenters  themselves,  the  puh- 


Hc  considered  this   was  a  matter  highly 
worthy  of  consideration  by  the  universi- 
ties.    More  than  that,  he  would   venture 
to  state  his  opinion  individually,  and  with 
great  deference  to  the  opinions  of  higher 
authorities,  who,  he  knew,  altogether  dif- 
fere<l  from  him,  that  in  this  year  of  our 
Lord,    1843,  there  did   not   exist    those 
grievances,    or    that    absolute    necessity 
which  could  demand  or  call  for  interfer- 
ence on  the   part  of   Parliament,    which 
existed!  in  1834.     The  Dissenters  had  now 
at  least  the  means  of  obtaining  that  clas- 
sical and  mathematical    instruction    and 
scientific  education  in  an  university  which 
had  deen  founded  since  the  period  when 
their  grievances  were  brought  before  the 
Legislature  in  1834.     They  had  now  the 
means  of  obtaining  the  degree  of  master 
of  arts,  and  of  enjoying  all  the  privileges 
which  the  possession  of  those  degrees  con- 
ferred.   He  therefore  did  think  the  hon. 
Gentleman  was  not  acting  judiciously  in 
reintroducing  a  subject  which  had  created 
no  |)opular  excitement  from   1834  up  to 
this  period.      He  was   afraid,   that  the 
introduction  of  the  bill,   little  as  there 
nnight  be  in  it  absolutely  injurious,  would 
be  a  sure  way  to  create  dissatisfaction  cm 
the  part  of  the  Dissenters,  and  that  be- 
cause it  did  not  concede  more.     It  was,  in 
his  opinion,  calculated  to  excite  animosi- 
ties, which  the  hon.  Gentleman  himself 
must  admit  it  was  most  desirable  should 
be  kept  down.     Ik'lieving,  therefore,  that 
there  cxiste<l  no  practical  grievance  at  the 
present  moment,  believing  that  it  was  in- 
expedient to  revive  a  discussion   of  the 
(|uestion,  and  believing  at  the  same  time 
that  the  only  practical  grievance  alleged 
by  the  hon.  Gentleman  in  support  of  the 
bill,  had  in  a  great  measure  been  removed, 
and   that  the  alteration  required  by  the 
inll  was  one  which,  at  all  events,  ought 
properly  to  be  left,  so  far  as  it  could  be,  U\ 
the  experience  and  sense  of  the  universi- 
ties themselves,  he,  for  his  part,  was  very 
unwilling  that  Parliament  should  interfere 
with  such  a  question.     It  was  u|N)n  tliese 
grounds — while  very  little  diflering,  if  at 
all  difieriog  now  from  the  theoretical  opin« 


lie  opinion,  au<l  the  public  inBtitutions  of 
the  country,  he  should  feel  it  his  duty  to 
vote  against  the  present  motion. 

Lord  John  RutseU  difiered  so  little  finon 
the  noble  Lord,  that  he  could  not  refrain 
from   expressing  his  surprise   that  they 
should  not  be  found  voting  together  in 
favour  of  the  motion.    The  single  ground 
of  the  objection  of  the  noble  Lord  to  the 
introduction  of  the   bill  was,  that,  since 
1834,  another  university  had  been 
blished,  at  which   degrees  by  those 
were  not  members  of  the  Church  of  Eng^ 
land  might  be  obtained.     If  it  were  wrong 
that  Dissenters  should  enjoy  the  oppor* 
tunity   of  taking  degrees,  that   opinion 
must  stand  on  its  own  merits ;  if  it  were 
right  that  they  should  be  allowed  to  take 
degrees,  it  was  no  sufficient  answer  to  sajr 
that  there  was  one  university  from  which 
they  were  not  excluded.     No  doubt  that 
was  a  mitigation  of  the  grievance ;  but  if 
it  were  a  grievance,  as  the  neeessitv  for 
mitigation  seemed  to  admit,  why  ougat  it 
not  to  be  removed  entirely  ?    The  Chan* 
cellor  of   the  Excheouer   and  the  hou. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  the  University  of 
Oxford,  had  argued  this  question  entirely 
on  the  principle  of  the  proposition  oon* 
tained  iu  the  motion ;  but  it  seenwd  to 
him  that,  in  a  country  like  this,  so  divided 
in  religious  opinions,  persons  of  all  per- 
suasions ought  to  be  admitted,  as  fiv  as 
possible,  to  the  benefits  to  be  derived  iroeB 
the  universities,   unless  the  principles  ef 
the  Established  Church  entirely  precluded 
such  a  course.     Offices  immediately  oen* 
nected  with  the  Church  certainly  could  he 
held  by  Dissenters;  and  although  there 
might  be  difficulties  in  the  way  of  aa  ar- 
rangement, he  was  inclined  to  approfe  ef 
the  principle  laid  down  by  the  nobJe  Lord, 
that  the  general  rule  ought  to  be  instmc- 
tiim    according  to  the  doctrines  of   tiM 
Church,  but  that  those  who  difiered  Iran 
the  doctrines  ought  to  be  able  to  obtain 
the  instruction  there  given,  and  the  hou- 
ours  then*  U^stowed.      If  there  were  no 
fiaranioiint  objectiiw  to  that,  it  wasobvisna 
that   the  lienefits  of  education  would  he 
extended  to  those  who  did  nut  now  enjey 
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thtiii.  If  50  or  100  ftoiiitii  Cfttholict 
woQld  send  their  aons  to  Oxibrd  or  Cam* 
bridge,  that  50  or  100  oogfat  not  to  be 
deprived  of  the  edvmnta^e,  unleee  some 
eofficient  reason  could  be  produced.  The 
onus  laj  upon  thoee  who  advocated  ex- 
dneion ;  it  was  incumbent  upon  them  to 
shoir  a  strong  ground  for  their  position, 
and  it  did  not  seem  to  him  that  an  j  such 
ground  had  been  shown.  It  was  admitted 
that  the  principle  of  exclusion  was  at  the 
present  moment  enforced  in  three  diflfersnt 
ways ;  at  Oxfind  it  began  at  the  begin- 
ning, and  extended  through  the  whole 
course  of  instruction ;  that  university  was 
confined  to  members  of  the  Established 
Churchy  and  Roman  Catholios  and  Dis- 
senters could  not  enter  its  walls.  At 
Cambridce  the  rule  was  difierent;  Ro- 
man CaUioUcs  and  Dissenters  might  go 
through  the  course  of  instruction }  they 
might  even  reside  within  the  coll^;es, 
but  they  could  not  enjov  its  honours. 
In  the  University  of  Dublin  a  third  sys- 
tem prevailed.  Roman  Catholics  and 
Dimenters  might  not  only  receive  in- 
struction, but  partake  of  tne  honours  of 
the  institution ;  but  they  couM  not  biecome 
provosts,  fellows,  or  even  sdiolazs,  althooffh 
they  possessed  the  civil  right  of  voting  mr 
Members  of  Parliament.  When,  there- 
fore, this  (nrindple  of  exdusion  was 
contended  for,  it  ouffht  to  be  borne  in 
mind  that  in  three  or  our  universities  it 
was  enforced  in  three  different  wayis.  It 
ought  to  be  contended  by  its  advocates, 
that  one  of  these  ways  was  right;  they 
could  not  all  three  be  right ;  one  must  m 
better  than  the  other;  am  if  so,  the  others 
wfaidi  were  worse  ought  to  be  made  to 
conform  to  that  which  was  better.  Many 
of  the  arguments  of  the  hon.  Baronet  (Sir 
R.  In^is)  were  derived  from  a  knowledge 
of  the  university  he  represented,  and  did 
not  apply  elsewhere ;  for  instance,  he  had 
said  tlutt  Oxford  was  a  sort  of  social  and 
domestic  institution,  and  therefore  that  it 
could  not  admit  students  of  different  reli- 
^ous  persuasions.  That  mwht  be  so,  but 
if  it  were,  the  observation  did  not  applj 
to  Cambridge.  A  noble  Friend  of  nis 
(Lord  Fitsailan)  was  formerly  resident  in 
one  of  the  Colleges  of  Cambridge,  and  if 
it  would  be  a  destruction  of  the  social  and 
domestic  diaracter  of  that  university  to 
admit  a  Roman  Catholio,  it  was  very  dear 
that  it  had  been  destroyed  at  Cambridge, 
Again,  as  to  the  Univmity  of  DnUin,  it 
had  been  said  that  such  a  latitude  of  ad- 
misBioii  would  ftppasinn  disooDiBiift^  wtk 


sueb  bad  ndt  been  the  caia  in  DubUiii  and 
so  well  satisfled  was  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  that  university,  that  he  did  not  mA 
for  any  alteration  of  the  system.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  confessed  that 
Roman  Catholics,  in  particular,  ought  to 
be  admitted,  and  ought  to  be  allowed  to 
compete  for  honours.  The  Chancellorof 
the  Exchequer  had  argued  the  question  of 
history,  and  had  said,  that  lookmg  at  the 
foundations  of  these  colleges,  and  at  the 
wills  of  the  founders,  it  was  unfit  to  admit 
Protestant  Dissenters.  [^The  Cktmcdhr 
oj  ike  Exchequer :  '*  I  rented  to  the  en- 
dowments of  the  coUeges."]  The  majority 
oi  the  endowments  were  made  in  Roman 
Catholic  times,  and  the  wills  of  the  fonnders 
was  that  instruction  dmuld  be  given  ac- 
cording to  the  Roman  Catholic  doctrines 
of  the  mass  and  other  coemoniali.  He 
agreed  with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
that  it  was  perfectly  competent  to  the  Le- 
gislature to  alter  the  mode  of  instruction  ; 
but  his  illu8tratk>n  was  certainly  not  a 
very  happy  one  when  he  spdce  of  a  person 
who  asked  another,  ^  Where  was  your 
religion  before  the  reign  of  Henry  the 
8th  ?"  The  answer  \aA  been  given  by 
putting  another  question—- ''  Where  was 
yourfooe  before  it  was  washed?"  That 
might  be  a  good  reply  finr  a  member  of  the 
Established  Chunm,  but  it  would  not  be 
sufficient  for  the  Dissenter,  who  wouU 
say— ''I  have  washed  my  ftoe  a  little 
cmner  than  you  wadied  yours.*'  He 
would  naturally  think  that  it  was  no  good 
ground  for  erauding  Um,  that  he  had 
removed  qwta  which  the  diurchman  had 
allowed  to  remain.  Exdusion  could  only 
rest  upon  two  crounds.  1.  The  will  of 
the  founders,  wnidi,  of  course,  must  be 
abandoned.  3.  The  existing  state  of  the 
law.  If  a  stand  were  made  upon  the  law, 
the  answer  was  that  that  law  ought  to  be 
made  conformable  to  the  general  benefit  (tf 
the  peode  at  large.  Loddng  back  to  the 
times  of  die  ReformatioD,  it  was  seen  that 
when  Biary  sucoseded  to  the  Thnme,  she 
phraed  new  heads  in  the  different  cdl^ges; 
on  the  other  hand,  when  EUxabetii  as- 
cended the  Throne,  she  removed  the  heads 
of  colleges  her  sister  had  estaUishisd  these. 
No  test  was  applied  at  Cambridge  until 
the  time  of  James  ist;  and  Mary  and 
Elixabeth,  as  the  heads  of  the  State, 
thou^t  Ae?  had  the  power  to  make  ruha 
and  to  displaoe  aiithoritie|^  acoordiw  to 
thdr  views  of  the  public  interest  They 
certatnly  had  that  right,  but  it  did  not  foi- 
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our  day.  Next,  tho  advocates  fur  exclusion 
appealed,  as  he  thought  meet  miatakenly, 
to  thuir  general  knowledge  of  mankind. 
They  said,  ''If  you  make  it  a  rule  that 
those  who  belong  to  tlie  Church  shall  at* 
tend  the  service  of  tho  Church,  and  receive 
instruction  from   professors  of   divinity, 
yc»u  will  find  that  tnosc  who  wish  to  esca])e 
an  irksome  and  tedious  duty,  will  proclaim 
some  small  point  of  dissent  in  order  to  ac- 
complish tlieir  object."    This  remark  was 
not  founded  upon  knowledge,  but  upon 
|)erfect  ignorance  of  human  nature.     He 
could  not  believe  that  a  father,  who  be- 
longed to  the  Church  of  England,  and  who 
scut  his  son  to  the  University  of  Oxford  or 
Cambridge,  would  have  so  brought  up 
that  son  that  ho  would  proclaim  himself  a 
Dissenter,  merely  because  he  wished  to 
avoid  the  trouble  of  attending  certain  lec- 
tures ;  a  father  must,  indeed,  have  been 
ncj^Iigent  of  his  son's  education,  if  that 
son  could  so  conduct  himself.     If  young 
men  were  members  of  the  Churdi,  they 
would  attend  the  lectures  and  the  service 
of  the  Church ;  if  they  were  Roman  Ca- 
tholics or  Dissenters,  they  would  fearlessly 
proclaim  their  dissent,  but  would  no  k» 
attend  to  the  instructions  and  doctrines  of 
their  own  religion.    If  he  merely  regarded 
his  refnitation  with  the  world,  no  young 
man  whose  family  was  known  to  belong  to 
the  Church,  would  venture,  at  Oxford  or 
Cambridge,   to  proclaim   himself  a  Dis- 
senter, even  if  he  were  disposed  to  adopt 
such  tenets.     The  objections  of  the  JVIem- 
1)01  M  for  both  the  universities  rested  a  great 
deal  too  much  upon  the  sup|N»itioii,  which 
he   believed   to    be  entirely    unfounded, 
that  ficrsons  were  to  be  made  religious  by 
certain  tests  and  formularies  which  might 
Ix!  ini|K)6e<l,  but  which  were  not  necessa- 
rily |Nirt  of  the  general  course  of  instruc- 
tion.    What  fell  from  the  noble  Lord  fully 
auifirmefl  him  in  the  belief  that  good  reli- 
<rious  instruction  in   the  doctrines  iif  the 
Church  was  much  better  promoted  without 
any  compulsion  of  the  kind ;  and  that  if 
yiMing  men  attended  the  communion  bo- 
riiUM'  they  wished  to  partake  it,  there  was 
much  licttcr  security  for  a  religious  educm- 
tifin,   and  for  the  durability  of  religious 
impressions,  than  by  making  them  sub- 
scribtr  the  thirty-nine  articles  at  the  tine 
of  matriculntion.     He  could  refer  to  exam- 
pK'M  in  the  hist  century,  tf»  show  how  little 
declarations  of  jin|)port  to  the  Church  were 
a^dly  aumected  with  religious  character,  i 
1  le  need  only  mention  the  three  names  til 
ikiliogbfokc,  GibboB,  aad  UwMi  fiolii^l 


broke  was  the  Idider  of  tne  high  Church 
party  in  the  House  of  Commons;  Gibbos 
held  office  under  an  administratioo  by  whieh 
high  Churcli  principles  were  pioHeMod; 
and  Hume  was  a  great  advocate  for  the  kurk 
of  Scotland,  and  attended  the  openuoig  of  the 
General  Assembly  with  great  regulariif. 
To  these  three  names  be  mi|;ht  opPOM 
tliree  others— those  of  Watts,  Doddnogi^, 
and  Lardnerw«men  who  were  really  actii* 
ated  by  the  strongest  tense  of  religioo. 
Such  men  could  not  have  been  membm  of 
the  Universities  of  Oxford  or  Cambridge, 
and  could  not  have  taken  any  degmt 
there ;  yet  the  last  and  least  of  these.  Dr. 
Lardner,  had  written  a  most  learned  aad 
elaborate  work  upon  gospel  history,  and 
had  no  university  degree  until  he  was  pie- 
sented  with  one  b^  ikotland.  Was  he  not 
warranted,  then,  in  saying,  that  true  reli- 
gion would  be  more  promoted  by  making 
instruction  according  to  the  doctrines  ft 
the  Church  of  England  the  general  rule 
of  university  education,  while,  at  the  nae 
time.  Dissenters  were  permitted  to  pumn 
the  same  course  of  stuay,  absenting  then* 
selves  only  from  such  sonrioe  as  was  inooo* 
sistcnt  with  their  opinions?  This  wmikl 
be  a  great  benefit  to  those  who  coDvieo- 
tiously  dissented,  while  it  would  net  at  all 
tend  to  occasion  a  disregard  of  the  doctriBea 
of  the  Church.  And  why  should  it  ?  Di- 
vided as  the  community  in  this  oountty 
was  into  members  of  the  Church,  Frotesl* 
ant  Dissenters,  and  Roman  Catholica,  nea 
of  different  persuasions  were  seen  acting  ia 
after-life  in  perfect  harmony,  and  they 
were  of^en  united  by  near  relatioathip ; 
sometimes  the?  were  engaged  together  ia 
the  same  unoertaking,  and  the  dificrenon 
of  faith  made  no  difference  in  alhietioa. 
If  this  weie  true  of  men  of  tweaty.ftre» 
thirty,  or  forty  years  old,  why  shmiM  k 
not  be  true  «  young  men  of  aeventeeD, 
eighteen,  and  nineteen  years  old?  1W 
noble  Ijord  had  observed  that  this  qi 
had  not  excited  much  intcrcal — t 
petitions  liad  been  presented.  The 
the  Dissenters  was  imfortnnate.  If  they 
had  come  forward  in  greet  nuabere«  if  pe» 
titions  had  been  voted  at  puUic  aeetingib 
they  would  have  been  turned  heck  with 
the  reproach,  that  they  wished  to  mmik 
the  Church,  and  agitated  heceo«  they 
were  hostile  to  its  interests.  If  they  wave 
quiet,  they  were  accused  of  indiffersBce; 
and  if  they  agitated,  it  was  asserted  thai 
they  ielcnded  violence.  He  knew  «l 
would  be  the  end  of  this  qoealMn ; 
this  boon,  Mr  my  olhv  Muld  hi  gcMftrii 
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he  vaa  sorry  for  iti  but  he  would,  aever- 
UieleM,  give  his  vote  cordiiilljr  ia  lH?our  of 
ihe  not  ion. 

Mr.  Wj/se  uid,  that  iu  the  Uolvenil} 
of  Dublin,  duriog-  tlie  lime  he  was  in 
residtsnce  there,  there  wen  forty  or  fifty 
Roman  Catholia  members  of  the  univer- 
sity, but  to  fui  ai  he  «ai  aware  noquarrel 
took  place  between  them  and  sny  of  ibeir 
Proteatant  fellow-itudenta  on  theologicaJ 
■ubjecta.  He  believed  that  tbeir  inter- 
couraa  (ended  to  remove  the  prejudioea 
which  exialed  both  in  the  mindi  of  Ca~ 
iholica  and  Proteitanti ;  and  he  muit 
say,  that  lome  of  the  mott  valuable  friend- 
ships he  had  formed,  had  been  among  hit 
Proiettant  fellow- at udenti  at  the  unifer. 
■ity.  With  regard  to  the  doctrine  of  the 
uoii-jnierference  of  the  State,  be  could 
say,  that  in  1792  the  Iriah  legiilature 
interfered  with  the  charter  of  Trinity 
College,  Dublin,  for  the  admi 
Catbolica,  and  pereona  of  that  penuasioa 
were  now  legally  entitled  to  become  pro- 
fesion.  He  would  admit,  that  one  of  the 
objects  of  the  univeraitiei  was  the  esten- 
sion  of  religion;  but  another  object  waa, 
lo  extend  (ccular  information  to  the  ful)l»t 
extent  to  which  it  could  be  rendered  useful. 
Why  should  the  restrictive  tyitem  be  ao 
stedfaatly  adhered  to  with  respect  to 
these  ?  Surely  there  was  'greMer  danger 
(if  any  was  at  all  (o  be  apprehended)  in 
admission  to  the  Legislature  than  in  ad- 
mission to  tlie  univerdlies.  He  did  not 
think  that  the  noble  Lord  the  Secretary 
for  the  Colonies  bad  furnished  sufficient 
reasons  for  the  change  in  his  opinion, 
which  it  appeared  had  taken  piece  since 
183.5.  With  respect  to  Trinity  College, 
Dublin,  lliougb  concessions  had  been 
made  in  1798,  he  did  not  consider  them 
by  any  means  sufficient.  A  people  who 
had  grown  from  1,000.000  to  8,000,000 
should  not  only  be  allowed  to  share  in  the 
education,  but  also  to  permitted  to  par- 
ticipate in  the  emoluments.  He  was 
sattslied  that,  however  it  might  be  delayed, 
the  principle  of  the  motion  must  eventu- 
ally prove  successful,  and  the  uniraraitiei 
of  this  country,  taught  by  the  practice  of 
those  of  other  nations,  would  at  last 
discover  that  to  support  their  character 
they  must  extend  their  liberality. 

iVIr.  Wiilianu  Wynn  considered,  that  if 
the  simple  question  of  admission  to  the 
universities  was  the  only  difficulty  which 
they  had  to  meet,  it  was  one  which  would  be 
cosy  of  removal  >  but  when  vu  Uh  iiiMU> 


ODce  that  theywould  not  be  called  on  to  go 
further  ?  The  principle  ou  which  this  de. 
uiand  was  urged  would  extend  to  include  the 
governing  power,  the  honours,  the  emolu- 
ments, and  the  instruction  of  youth  I  But, 
besides  this,  be  had  a  preliminary  objection. 
Ho  did  not  object  to  permitting  the  univer- 
sitiee  to  adopt  those  alterations  of  their  own 
accord,  but  he  was  opposed  to  any  propo- 
aitiou  whicii  would  go  to  the  extent  of 
compelling  them  by  the  iDterfereDce  of 
ParlioioeuL  He  did  not  mean  to  deny  the 
power  of  Parliament  to  interfere,  but  it 
was  a  power  which  be  should  always  wish 
to  see  them  slow  to  exercise.  It  was  im- 
possible for  that  House  to  go  fully  iutu 
the  details  upon  which  it  would  be  ne- 
cessary to  enter  when  making  such  al- 
terations. He  thought  the  Convocatioo 
and  senate  of  the  universities  were  the 
proper  tribunals  before  which  such  details 
should  properly  come,  Ou  these  grounds, 
he  was  opposed  to  the  motion,  as  he  con- 
sidered that  nothing  but  a  very  strong 
case  would  warrant  the  interference  of  the 
Legislature.  He  should  like  to  sec  the 
system  changed  so  far  as  to  admit  persons 
not  belonging  to  the  Church  of  England 
to  enter,  perhaps,  even  to  proceed  to  the 
degree  of  bachelur;  but  he  could  not  wish 
this  alteration  to  be  made  without  the 
assent  and  the  concurrence  of  the  univer- 
sities themselves. 

Mr.  Redinglon  was  one  of  those  who 
were  compelled  to  undergo  the  degradation 
of  being  refused  to  graduate  because  he 
professed  the  ancient  faith  of  those  br 
whom  the  establishments  were  founded. 
He  belonged  to  a  college  fuundcd  by  the 
Countess  of  Richmond  (Christ's)  in  wliich, 
though  the  privilege  to  graduate  was  no- 
minally granted,  it  was  so  hedged  round 
with  provisions  that  It  was  virtually  of  no 
UBC.  He  considered  the  proposition  then 
befine  the  House  a  moderate  and  a  fair  one, 
though  the  right  bon.  Gentleman  who  last 
addressed  the  House  could  not  see  any  in- 
justice in  the  present  instance.  The  right 
hon.  the  Chanoellor  of  the  Exchequer  ar- 
gued that  the  evil  complained  of  was  not 
to  great  now  as  it  was  ten  years  ago,  be- 
cause the  London  University  was  estab- 
lished In  the  interim.  Did  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  deem  so  lightly  of  his  owo  col- 
lege P  He  did  not  mean  to  disparage  the 
London  University,  but  did  the  right  hon. 
Gentlenum  mean  to  speak  so  lightly  of  his 
coll^ie,  as  to  compare  the  London 
Univenlty  with  Cambridge}  The  right 
Jmb.  Qratlemta  boutad  w  tJM  men  edu' 
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cated  at  hid  college^  urliose  high  acquire- 
meDts  and  iDtellectual  superiority  shed 
lustre  upon  the  institutions  at  whicn  their 
attainments  had  been  acquired.  Why, 
that  was  an  argument  in  favour  of  the 
measure  now  proposed.  If  such  were  tiie 
results  of  education  at  these  uuiycrsities, 
why  deprive  the  Roman  Catholics,  why 
deprive  the  Dissenters  of  such  advantages? 
Why  were  not  the  intentions  of  the  origi- 
nal founders  of  these  institutions  carried 
out  to  their  full  extent  ?  Those  who  ad- 
vocated the  present  measure  did  not  seek 
any  advantages  to  which  they  were  not 
fully  entitled.  As  regarded  the  Roman 
Catholics,  they  did  not  look  for  any  privi- 
leges vested  in  the  colleges  founded  subse- 
quently to  the  Reformation,  nor  did  they 
ask  for  anything  to  which  they  were  not 
by  the  fullest  right  entitled ;  but  he  con- 
sidered that  it  was  an  cxceedinf;  hardship 
to  exclude  them  from  the  privileges  per. 
taining  to  those  foundations  which  were 
endowed  for  the  purpose  of  having  masses 
offered  up  for  the  souls  of  the  founders. 

Mr.  Roebuck  looked  at  this  question  as 
a  legislator  for  the  whole  kingdom.  He 
did  not  know  why  there  should  be  any 
distinctions  between  the  different  univer- 
sities, nor  why  any  university  should  be 
possessed  of  exclusive  civil  rights.  When 
a  man  entered  Oxford  he  was  oblig:ed  to 
swear  to  the  thirty-nine  aiticles.  [Sir  E, 
liujlis:  '*  Not  swear,  but  sign.*']  He  was 
glad  that  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for 
Oxford  had  made  that  distinction  ;  it  put 
him  in  mind  of  those  reservations  and 
distinctions  which  were  like  those  of  the 
Jesuitical  part  of  the  Church  of  Rome. 
When  he  had  the  signature  of  a  man,  de- 
claring his  belief  in  these  articles  he  did  not 
want  to  add  to  that  signature  the  sanctity 
of  an  oath.  The  young  man  was  obliged 
to  declare  his  belief  in  what  he  did  not 
understand.  That  was  the  first  distinction 
in  the  university  for  instructing  young 
men  in  the  ingenious  arts,  He  was  obliged 
to  subscribe  to  articles,  not  one-hundredth 
part  of  which  could  he  understand.  [Sir 
R.Inglis:  *•  Why  not?"]  Why  not?  Be- 
cause there  was  scarcely  one  man,  even  in 
that  assembly,  who  could  understand  them 
[No,  no].  If  they  did,  perhaps,  they 
would  explain  them.  They  would  oblige 
him  if  thcj  would  explain  this — [The 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  took  up  the 
thirty-nine  articles  and  began  to  read  one, 
but  was  met  with  loud  cries  of  "  Oh^ oh" 
and  laid  down  the  book.]    He  would  not 
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^  through  this,  as  it  might  be  thought  m 
msult  to  the  House  thus  to  treat  a  serkmi 
question;  but  they  must  recollect,  that 
they  asked  a  boy  between  sixteen  and 
twenty  to  subscribe  them.  Who  broaghl 
on  this  discussion  ?  Not  the  hon.  Memboi 
for  Weymouth,  but  those  who  made  the 
law.  On  those  who  made  the  dittiiictioii 
the  onus  lay.  The  articles  on  grace,  pre 
destination,  transubstantiation,— did  the 
House  think,  that  a  boy  of  "sixteeD  coald 
understand  what  had  occupied  the  aerion 
attention  uf  all  the  scholiasts  and  ooamen- 
tators  ?  A  young  man  was  called  upott 
to  subscribe  those  articles  at  the  coa* 
meucement  of  a  university  edocatioB, 
with  which,  as  the  hon.  Member  for  Ox- 
ford said,  religion  ought  to  be  iosepenUy 
connected,  and  they  commenced  by 
making  the  young  man  a  doctor  inttaftd 
of  a  learner.'  They  began  this  edocation 
by  calling  for  a  declaration  as  to  a  fulim 
state  of  a  most  recondite  and  myiterMNH 
character.  He  asked  why  the  Sute  should 
impose  on  those  entering  the  Univenity 
of  Oxford  a  declaration  of  thia  aort? 
Did  the  State  require  the  yoanic  nan  to 
believe  what  he  signed  ?  *'  Nop"  said  Iht 
hon.  Member  for  Oxford,  *^  he  need  noc 
understand  or  believe."  Well,  the  youof 
man  proceeded  with  his  education;  his 
mind  was  not  open  to  the  reception  of  all 
the  truth  contained  in  the  articles;  he 
found  himself  not  inferior  in  morality 
or  in  learning.  He  might  be  a  good 
citizen  and  a  pious  person,  but  he  could 
not  subscribe  to  all  the  difficulties  of  the 
thirty-nine  articles.  The  State  then  step- 
|)od  in  and  said,  *'  You  are  not  one  of  us.* 
The  Church  said,  *'  You  have  a  perfect 
right  of  private  judgment,  but  if  you  do 
not  believe  with  us,  you  must  suffer  io 
your  private  concerns.*'  And  this  was  the 
distinction  between  the  two  churches. 
The  Catholic  Church  said, ''  you  will  ha 
damned  if  you  do  not  believe  at  we  do/' 
And  the  English  Church  said,  *'  you  can't 
be  saved  if  you  don't  believe  with  uaj* 
He  asked,  then,  why  the  Church  of  Eng- 
land should  have  that  predominanoa 
granted  by  Parliament?  for  they  bad  it 
not  by  endowments — those  endowmenia 
were  the  creatures  of  an  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment, as  he  asserted  they  ought  to  he. 
The  Parliament  had  determined  to  chaofa 
the  Catholic  to  the  Protestant  faith,  and 
he  asked  the  House  to  go  one  step  further, 
and  to  relieve  these  endowments  ffon  all 
religious  distinctions,  and  to  nake 
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useful  for  the  general  education  of  all, 
without  any  peculiar  religious  distinctions. 
As  In  the  case  of  parish  schools,  there 
should  be  no  pecnliar  religious  doctrine 
raized  up  with  the  university  education^ 
and  of  what  benefit  had  the  system  been  ? 
By  whom  had  the  discoveries  been  made 
by  which  nature  was  subdued  to  man's 
use?  Were  they  owing  to  the  peculiar 
religious  teaching  of  the  University  of 
Oxford  ?  No.  It  had  not  softened  the 
mind,  regulated  the  intellect,  or  strength- 
ened the  powers  of  the  intellect.  He  would 
ask  the  hou.  Member  to  put  his  finger 
upon  any  individual  who  had  advanced 
science  by  the  peculiar  religious  doctrines 
taught  at  Oxford  ?  He  found  Dissenters 
as  piotts^  as  learned,  as  generous,  as  hu- 
mane, and  as  good  in  all  the  relations  of 
life  as  any  one  educated  at  Oxford.  How 
then  could  it  be  said  that  the  peculiar  re- 
ligious teaching  there  had  any  effect  in 
producing  good  men  ?  It  had  been  said 
that  there  was  no  grievance  complained  of 
upon  this  occasion.  He  would  tell  them 
why  there  was  none.  Whenever  a  man 
in  this  country  became  rich  he  immedi- 
ately complied  with  the  fashion  by  send- 
ing his  son  to  Oxford  or  to  Cambridge. 
In  England  fashion  was  more  powerful 
than  religion.  But  was  that  any  reason 
why  the  Legislature  should  bow  to  the 
same  fashion  ?  As  far  as  the  education 
at  Oxford  went,  it  narrowed  the  intellect, 
and  it  created  feelings  of  asperity,  and  it 
was  only  the  business  of  life  afterwards 
which  wore  off  the  edges  thus  created  in 
those  universities ;  nor  could  he  learn  the 
way  in  which  it  produced  any  hu- 
manising influences.  It  might  be  said, 
they  were  necessary  to  sustain  the  Esta- 
blished Church;  but  would  the  hon. 
Member  for  Oxford  lay  it  down  as  a 
doctrine,  that  the  exclusiveness  of  the 
universities  of  this  country  was  main- 
tained by  Parliament  for  the  purpose  of 
maintaining  the  exclusive  domination  of 
the  Church  ?  If  it  were  so,  he  would  for 
that  reason,  more  certainly  oppose  them. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Ox- 
ford had  told  them  of  men  leaving  the 
university  unfit  to  enjoy  the  civil  ho- 
nours to  be  conferred,  and  returning  six 
months  afterwards  perfectly  fit.  Did 
the  hon.  Member  believe  that  a  heart- 
felt change  could  be  made  in  six- 
months,  or  that  a  full  knowledge  could  be 
obtained  on  such  difficult  subjects  in  so 
short  a  time  ?    Did  he  not  beUeve  that  a 


person  learned  in  Greek  and  Latin  lore 
might  be  a  Christian  in  every  good  sense 
without  this  knowledge  ?  He  might  be  a 
good  man  and  a  scholar,  learned  above 
his  fellows,  but  he  might  want  the  pecu- 
liar knowledge  to  enable  him  to  receive 
the  distinguished  honours  of  the  state. 
He  presumed  that  this  peculiar  learning 
was  contained  in  the  thirty-nine  articles, 
which  it  would  take  not  merely  six  months, 
but  a  whole  life  to  understand.  The  hon. 
Member  shook  his  head.  Did  he  pretend 
to  say  that  a  man  learnt  much  more  than 
he  previously  knew  in  that  six  months? 
Did  he  learn  more  so  as  to  make  him  a 
better  man  ?  Did  the  hon.  Member  really 
suppose  that  a  Churchman  was  a  better 
man  than  a  Dissenter  ?  [Hear^  hear].  That 
was  just  what  he  wanted.  Was  there  any 
other  man  on  that  bench  that  dared  to 
say  so?  Oh,  he  saw  an  hon.  Baronet 
bow  with  apparent  humility ;  but  was  that 
common  modesty  on  his  part?  Was  it 
not  like  another  description  of  men  that 
they  read  of?  Were  they  not  like  those 
who  said  we  are  not  like  other  men,  but 
we  pray  and  fast  three  times  a-week? 
This,  then,  was  the  honest  doctrine  of 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite.  What  was  this 
but  saying  that  we  are  of  the  porcelain 
clay  of  creation,  and  the  rest  of  the  world 
were  but  potter's  clay,  to  be  turned  and 
worked  by  the  wheel,  and  dealt  with  in 
every  rough  and  rude  way  ?  It  appeared, 
however,  that  there  was  only  one  other 
Member  of  that  House  besides  the  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  the  university  of 
Oxford,  who  dared  to  say  that  the  mem- 
bers of  the  Church  of  England  were  more 
pious,  virtuous,  and  learned  than  other 
men ;  and  that  Dissenters,  or  any  other 
persons,  merely  by  six  months'  theological 
study  in  the  university,  would  become  so 
much  better  than  the  rest  of  the  commu- 
nity. Was  not  this  ridiculous  and  absurd 
in  the  extreme  ?  He  saw  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Pomfret  opposite,  who 
seemed  to  dissent  from  this  opinion.  Now 
he  should  like  to  have  a  Puseyite  as  well 
as  an  orthodox  Church  view  of  this  sub- 
ject, so  that  the  House  might  be  enabled 
to  determine  whether  the  articles  of  the 
Church  were  read  right  or  wrong.  It 
would  appear  from  the  observations  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Oxford  that  all  the  pie« 
viotts  education  in  Christian  learning  at 
the  university  was  useless,  and,  although 
a  young  man  mieht  be  versed  in  classical 
and  mathematiciu  kae,  yet  all  waa  vaelcaii 
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unless  with  his  six  months*  teaching  with 
respect  to  the  articles  of  the  Church.  He 
had  thought  that  every  young  man  was 
sufiicicntly  well  learned  in  the  fundamen- 
tal doctrines  of  Christianity  before  he 
entered  the  university,  at  any  rate  it  was 
well  known  that  in  the  Dissenting  colleges 
a  boy,  before  he  was  seventeen,  became 
well  versed  in  Christian  doctrine.  It 
appeared,  however,  that  during  the  short 
period  that  he  had  alluded  to,  the  parties 
were  not  only  to  be  instructed  in  Christian 
doctrine,  but  were  also  to  obtain  faiih ; 
but  the  result  was,  that  they  professed  to 
believe,  because  it  was  for  their  interest  to 
believe,  and  as  far  as  the  universities  were 
concerned,  they  were  teachers  of  hypocrisy 
at  much  as  anything  else. 

Viscount  Sandtm  thought  that  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Bath  had  com- 
pletely roisonderstood,  and  had,  therefore, 
altogether  misrepresented  the  speech  of  bis 
hun.  Friend  the  Member  for  the  university 
of  Oxford.  His  hon.  Friend  had  said — 
"  That  men  in  the  university  to  which  he 
belonged  were  refused  their  degrees  be* 
cause  they  were  not  adequately  acquainted 
with  Christian  knowledge."  It  should  be 
recollected  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman that  a  young  roan  passing  for  his 
degree  required  more  knowledge  than  a 
mere  schoolboy,  and  that  something  more 
than  merely  being  able  to  read  the  Greek 
Testament  was  requisite.  What  was  re- 
quired was,  that  before  passing  for  a 
degree,  a  man  should  possess  more  than 
the  common  range  of  scholastic  know, 
ledge,  namely,  that  he  should  also  be 
versed  in  the  principles  and  doctrines  of 
Christianity,  and  six  months  were  ample  to 
acquire  that  knowledge.  He  believed 
that  there  had  been  an  unintentional  per- 
version of  facts  on  the  part  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman,  but  the  perversion 
must  bo  obvious  to  any  one  at  all  ac- 
quainted with  the  subject. 

Mr.  //.  It  Yorke  said,  amidst  loud 
cries  of  **  question,"  that  he  did  not  in- 
tend to  detain  the  House  more  than  one 
minute;  but  if  he  was  interrupted,  be 
should  move  the  adjournment.  The  im« 
portent  question  before  the  House  was, 
whether  or  not  it  would  consent  to  abolish 
the  oaths  on  entrance  to  the  universities. 
He  thought  that  in  his  own  person  he  could 
afford  a  practical  illustration  of  the  absur- 
ditv  of  these  oaths.  Ho  had  gone  to  Christ 
C^ollege,  Cambridge.  [«*  Qncffaon."]  He 
\     ed  to  auu  specific  facUy  tod  bad  ao 


wish  to  take  any  importance  to  himaelf 
[*'  Queiiianr].  Well,  when  he  went  to 
Christ  College,he  entered  himself  as  a  peo- 
sioner,  which  in  the  other  university  was 
called  a  commoner.  He  found  that  it  waa 
necessary  for  him  to  go  seven  tines  a  week 
to  Church.  It  did  not  suit  his  mind  very 
much  to  do  so,  and  he  was  very  bappy  to 
find  the  means  of  getting  rid  of  the  in. 
convenience.  He  had  the  means  of  pur- 
chasing immunity,  and  ha  did  so  by 
making  himself  a  gentleman  pensioner } 
and  afier  that  lie  had  only  to  go  to  Church 
twice  a  week.  He  wanted  to  know  what 
necessity  there  could  be  for  any  oaUia» 
when  a  difference  of  30/.,  40(.,  or  501. 
expense  would  make  a  change  in  the  rtli« 
gious  observances  in  the  university^  in  ibc 
relative  proportion  of  seven  to  two? 

The  House  divkled— Ayea  106;  Noes 
1 75  :  Majority  70. 

List  of  the  Ate8. 

Aldam.  W.  Hall,  Sir  B. 

Archbold,  U.  Ilanmer,  Sir  J. 

Arundel  and  Surrey,    Ilastie,  A. 

Earl  of  llatton,  Capt.  V. 

Barclay,  D.  Hay,  Sir  A.  L. 

Baring,  rt.  ho.  F.  T.  Hayes,  Sir  E. 

Barnard,  K.  G.  Heathcoat,  J. 

BarroD,  Sir  H.  W.  ileneage,  £. 

Berkeley,  hon.  C.  Hill,  Lord  M. 

Bemal,  It.  lloward,hn. C.  W.O. 

Bemal,  Capt.  liowaid,  hon.  U. 

Blake,  Sir  V.  Hutt,  W. 

Blewett,  K.  J .  Leniou,  Sir  C. 

Bowring,  Dr.  Maher,  V. 

Brocklehurst,  J.  Majortbanks,  S. 

Brothertou,  J.  Marsland,  II. 

Browne,  hon.  W.  Mitcalfe,  II. 

Bulkeley,8ir  R.  B.  W.  Mitchcll,\T.  A. 

Duller,  E.  Morrig,  D. 

Busfeild,  W.  Munu,  G.  F. 

Chapman,  B.  Norreyt^  Sir  D.  J. 

Childers,  J.  W.  (rBrieo,J. 

Cobdcn,  R.  OBrien,  W.  S. 

Colbornc,hii.  W.N.R.  CrConncll,  M.  J. 

Craig,  W.  O.  Ord,  W. 

Crawford,  W.  8.  Oswald,  J. 

Currie,  R.  Talmerston,  Visct. 

Curteis,  H.  B.  IVker,  J. 

Dalmeny,  Lord  Pechell,  Capt 

Dalrymple,  Capt.  Thilipy,  M. 

Dawson,  hon.  T.  V.  Plumridge,  Capt. 

Duncau,  Visct.  PuUford,  K. 

Duncan,  O.  Redington,  T.  N. 

Duncombe,  T.  Rice,  E.  R. 

Ebrington,  Visct.  Roebuck,  J.  A. 

Rllice,  B.  Itoss,  D.  R. 

¥Mih  W.  Russell,  Lord  J. 

Kwart,  W.  Scholefield,  J. 

Ferguson,  Sir  R.  A.  Seymour,  Lord 

Fitzroy,  Lord  C.  Slieil,  rt.  hon.  R.  L. 

Fitzwilliatn,hn.  0.  W.  Smith,  B. 

OraHiri  T.  C.  taubi  J.  A. 
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Smith,  ri.  hon.  R.  V. 
Staunton,  Sir  G.  T.  _ 
Stuart,  Lord  J. 
Strickland,  Sir  G. 
Strult,  E. 
Talbot,  C.  R.  M. 
Thomeley,  T. 
Trelawny,  J.  S. 
Tuffoell,  H. 
Turner,  £. 
Villiers,  hon.  C. 
Vivian,  J.  li. 
Vivian,  hon.  Capt. 


Wall,  0.  B. 
Wawu,  J.  T. 
Wemyss,  Capt. 
Wood,  B. 
Wood,  G.  W. 
Worsley,  Lord 
Wrightaon,  W.  B. 
Wyie,  T. 
Yorke,  IL  R. 

T£LL£&S. 

Christie,  W.  D. 
Gibson,  T.  M. 


Liaio/ihe  Noes. 


Ackers,  J. 
Acton,  Col. 
Adare,  Visct. 
Adderley,  C.  B. 
Allix,  J.  P. 
Antrobus,  £: 
Arbuthnott,  hon.  H. 
Archdall,  Capt.  M. 
Arkwright,  G, 
Bailey,  J. 
Bailey,  J.  jun. 
Baokes,  G. 
Baring,  H.  B. 
Batei:on«  R. 
Bell,  M. 

Bentinck^  Lord  G. 
Bernard,  Vict. 
Boldero,  H.  G. 
Braroston,  T.  W. 
Broadley,  li. 
Brooke,  Sir  A.  B» 
Bruce,  Lord  £. 
Bruce,  C.  L.  C, 
Buckley,  E. 
Buller,  Sir  J.  Y. 
Bunbury,  T. 
Burrell,  Sir  C  M . 
Burrooghes,  H,  N. 
Cardwell,  E. 
Chelsea,  Visct. 
Chetwode,  Sir  J. 
Christopher,  R.  A. 
Clayton,  R.  R. 
Clerk,  Sir  G. 
('live,  Visct. 
Clive,  hon.  R.  U. 
Colvile,  C.  R. 
Compton,  U.  C. 
Copeland,  Mr.  Aid. 
Corry,  rt.  hon.  U. 
Courtenay,  Lord 
Cresswell,  B. 
Cripps,  W. 
Damer,  hon.  Col. 
Darby,  G. 
Denison,  £.  B. 
Dick,  Q. 
Dickinson,  F.  U. 
Douglas,  Sir  H. 
Dooglas,  Sir  C.  E. 
Dowdeswtil,  W. 
DzwBUBood,  IL  H. 


Dugdale,  W.  S. 
Duncoinb«,  hon.  A. 
Duncombe.  hon.  O, 
East,  J.  B. 
Eaton,  R.  J. 
i^gerton,  W.  T, 
Eliot,  I^rd 
Escott,  B. 
Estcourt,  T.  O.  B. 
Fellowes,  E, 
Ferrand,  W.  B. 
Filmer,  Sir  E. 
Flower,  Sir  J* 
Follctt,  Sir  W.  W. 
Ffolliott,  J. 
Forbes,  W. 
Fuller,  A.  E. 
Gaskell,  J.  Milnes 
GUdstooe,rt,hD.W.E. 
Gladstone,  Capt. 
Glynne,  Sir  S.  R. 
Gordon,  hon.  Capt. 
Gore,  M. 
Goring,  C. 

Goulbam,  rt.  hon.  H. 
Graham,  rt.  hoD.8ir  J. 
Gremall,  P. 
Gieene,  T. 
Gregory,  W.  IL 
Grogan,  E. 
Hale,  R.  B. 
llalford,  IL 
Hamilton,  J.  H. 
Hamilton,  G.  A. 
Hard  iiige,rtJion.SirIL 
Htneage,  G.  U.  W. 
Henle;,  J.  W. 
Hemiiker,  Lord 
Herbert,  hon.  S. 
Hervey,  Lord  A. 
Hillsborough,  Earl  of 
Hodgson,  R. 
Hop€,  hon.  €. 
Hope,  A« 
Hop«,  G.  W. 
Hornby,  J. 
Hughes,  W.  B. 
Hussey,  T. 
James,  Sir  W.  C, 
J^myB,  Earl 
JobuloiMy  Sir  J. 


Jones,  Capt. 
Kelly,  F. 
Remble,  H. 
Kirk,  P. 

Koatchbull,rt.hn.SirE. 
Law,  hon.  C.  E. 
Lawson,  A. 
Lefroy,  A. 
Lincoln,  Earl  of 
Lindsay,  H.  H. 
Lockharty  W. 
Lowther,  J.  H. 
Mackenzie,  W.  F. 
Mahon,  Visct. 
Mainwaring,  T. 
Manners,  Lord  C.  8. 
Manners,  Lord  J. 
Marsham,  Visot. 
MarUn,  C,  W. 
Meynell,  Capt. 
Miles,  W. 
Milnes,  R.  M. 
Mordaunt,  Sir  J. 
Morgan,|0. 
Mundy,  £.  M. 
Nceld,  J. 
Nicboll  rt.  hon«  J. 
Norreys,  Lord 
O'Brien,  A.  S. 
Patten,  J.  W. 
Peel,  rt.  hon.  Sir  R. ' 
Peel,  J. 
Pigot,  Sir  R. 
Polbill,  F. 
Pollock,  Sir  F. 
Pringle,  A. 
Reid,  Sir  J.  R. 


Raptoo,  G.  W.  J. 
RoUeston,  Col. 
Rose,  rt.  hon.  Sir  G. 
Round,  C.  G. 
Round,  J. 
Rous,  hon.  Capt. 
Russell^  C. 
Russell,  J.  D.  W. 
Sandon,  Viict. 
Scarlatty  hon.  R.  C. 
Shaw,  rt.  hon.  F. 
Sheopard,  T. 
Shirley,  E.  J, 
Sibthoi^,  Col. 

Smith,  rt.  hon.  T.B.€. 
Smyth,  Sir  H. 
SotharoD,  T.  H.  6. 

Spry,  Sir  S.T. 
Stanleyi  Lord 
Sutton,  hon.  H.  M. 
Thornhill.  G. 
ToUemacne,  J. 
Tomline,  G. 
TroUope,  Sir  J. 
Trotter,  J. 
Tyiall,  Sir  J.  T, 
Vesay,  hon.  T. 
Waddington,  U.  S. 
Wellesley,  Lord  C. 
Whitmore,  T.  C. 
Wood,  Col.  T. 
Wortley,  hoo.  J.  S, 
WyDD,rt.hn.C.W.W. 
Young,  J. 

TKLLEBS. 

FremaoUe,  Sir  T. 
IogUs,SirR.H. 


Bi78iKK8s  OF  Paelmmxkt.]  Sir  F^ 
Blake  moved  for  leave  to  bring  in  *^  a  bill 
to  apportion  and  regulate  the  overwhelm* 
log  labour  and  buaioess  of  Parliament  in 
a  manner  calculated  to  allay  discontent, 
and  to  peserve  and  maintain  the  inviola- 
bility or  the  united  empire  upon  a  aatiafac* 
tory  and  permanent  foundation."  The 
hon.  Member  (having  read  hia  motion) 
apologiaed  to  the  House  for  presenting  to 
them  entire  a  measure  at  once  so  enlarged 
and  Gomprebenaive.  The  language  of  thitf 
bill,  however,  would  be  in  strict  conformitjf 
with  tbe  doclarations  of  her  Majesty's  Mi« 
niftersy  and  it  would  simj;>ly  have  for  ita 
object  to  prevent  the  Chair  of  that  House 
from  being  a  stepping-stone  to  the  Peer* 
age  or  to  the  grave.  He  hoped  it  would 
tend  to  allay  discontent  and  to  further  tba 
ends  of  the  Gonatitotion,  and  that,  without 
change  of  the  elective  franchise,  without 
taking  aBY  single  Member  from  the  num- 
ber (rf  which  the  House  was  now  copsti- 
tuted,  be  trusted  it  migbt  be  hailed  as  a 
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tilegei  of  EoglUbmen.  Me  hq)cd  he  did 
not  assume  too  much  when  he  said  that 
the  public  men  who  wer*  most  assiduous 
in  their  attendance  in  that  House  might  be 
remarked  as  presenting  the  most  attenu- 
ated aspects.  Two  months  of  the  Session 
were  still  before  them,  and  if  they  con- 
tinued equally  assiduous,  they  would  be 
more  attenuated  still.  As  for  the  duties 
of  the  Chair,  they  were  onerous  beyond — 
beyond  expression.  At  that  late  hour  of 
the  night  he  would  not  detain  them  by  de- 
scribing those  duties;  but  his  object  was 
to  lighten  them.  He  knew  the  House  was 
reluctant  to  assent  to  any  reforms,  but 
time,  the  innovator  time,  the  great  pre- 
ceptor of  mankind,  would  make  them 
adopt  reforms  in  no  small  variety.  He 
thought  that  those  who  had  grievauces 
ought  to  be  constitutionally  heard.  They 
talked  of  putting  down  the  cry  of  repeal, 
but  that  cry  could  not  be  suppressed 
except  by  the  use  of  the  means  which  the 
Constitution  supplied.  What  had  been 
obtained  by  fraud  could  not  be  kept  by 
force.  What  was  the  position  of  Ireland 
—the  country  to  which  he  had  the  honour 
to  belong  ?  Its  situation  was  extremely 
peculiar.  It  would  not  do  for  that  House 
to  say  to  Ireland — '*  You  are  grumbling 
about  nothing.^  The  individuals  who  were 
agitating  in  that  country  laughed  at  the 
threats  of  that  House.  The  House  might 
pass  its  coercion  bill,  but  the  only  effect  of 
such  a  measure  would  be  to  redouble  the 
agitation  iu  Ireland.  If  a  call  of  the 
House  were  ordered,  and  if  a  particular 
individual,  whose  name  he  would  not 
mention,  were  taken  into  custody,  be 
would  not  refuse  to  attend  in  his  place. 
No,  he  would  freely  come,  but  he  would  be 
attended  to  the  water's  edge  by  millions 
of  his  countrymen,  and  '*  the  rent"  would 
be  ten  times  the  amount  it  was.  He  had 
prepared  a  bill  for  the  removal  of  those 
|;rievanccs.  [The  hon.  Baronet  read  his 
bill,  the  object  of  which  was  to  reduce  the 
number  of  Parliamentary  representatives, 
to  enact  a  restoration  of  the  local  Parlia* 
ments  which  existed  in  Ireland  and  Scot* 
land,  directing  that  both  these  Parlia- 
ments be  again  returned  from  the  same 
places,  and  in  the  same  manner  as  before 
the  two  unions  respectively ;  but  that  the 
right  of  voting  should  be  the  same  as  that 
created  by  the  Reform  Acts  of  Scotland 
and  Ireland,  and  that  the  Boundary  Act 
be  made  applicable  to  all  such  places  ai 
returning  Members  to  the  local  Parlia- 


ments, and  that  the  number  of  Mambtti  in 
euch  of  the  three  Parliaments  be  the  same 
as  before  the  unions.  There  was,  also,  a 
special  provision  that  there  should  still  ex- 
ist an  Imperial  Legislature,  containing  the 
same  number  of  English,  Scottish,  and 
Irish  Members  sitting  jointly  as  at  present ; 
but  that  these  Members  were  to  consist,  aa 
far  as  England  was  concerned,  of  the 
knights,  citizens,  and  burgesses  as  at  pre- 
sent elected  for  places  in  England  and 
Wales,  and  that  the  same  number  of  Scot- 
tish and  Irish  Members  who  at  present  ait 
in  Parliament  should  be  chosen  by  Ibe 
local  legislatures  out  of  their  own  bodies ; 
that  the  Imperial  Parliament  thus  consti- 
tuted should  decide  upon  all  questioDS  af- 
fecting the  empire  at  large ;  and  every- 
thing specially  affecting  any  of  the  three 
kingdoms  should  be  ordered  and  deter- 
mined by  the  local  Legislature  alone.] 

There  being  no  seconder  to  the  motion, 
it  was  not  put. 

Scientific  and  Literary  Inbtitu* 
TI0N8.]  Mr.  G.  JV.  Wood  rose  to  move 
for  leave  to  bring  in  a  bill  to  exempt  sci- 
entific and  literary  institutions  from  the 
payment  of  parochial  and  municipal  ratea 
and  taxes,  for  such  parts  of  their  baildinga 
as  are  used  exclusively  for  scientific  and 
literary  purposes.  He  believed  this  u* 
emption  wrould  have  the  most  salotary 
effects  upon  the  population,  by  encoar- 
raging  the  dissemination  of  scientific, 
ral,  and  religious  instruction  in  all  pli 
where  institutions  literary  or  scientifiey 
were  already  or  might  hereafter  be  estab- 
lished. It  would,  in  eflfect,  be  equivilen 
to  a  vote  by  that  House  of  so  much  pnl^ 
lie  money,  without  being  felt  by  anv  cm. 
As  this  was  an  object  in  which  aU  who 
wished  to  disseminate  sound  knowledge 
throughout  the  nation  must  feel  a  deep 
interest,  he  anticipated  that  there  would 
be  no  indisposition  to  assist  institutions  so 
meritorious,  and  which,  nevertheless,  km 
regretted  he  was  compelled  to  say  were  m 
too  manv  instances,  so  deficient  in  means 
as  to  require  all  possible  aid  from  the  well 
wishers  of  science. 

Mr.  W^ise  seconded  the  motion.  This 
bill  was  free  from  objections  which  had 
been  made  to  bills  of  a  similar  kind.  Tkeie 
were  many  buildings  of  a  similar  kind, 
and  of  a  public  nature,  which  were  ex- 
empted from  taxation  in  the  manner  pio- 
posed  by  this  bill,  and  he  saw  no  reaaoa 
why  the  exemption  should  not  be  nppUnd 
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with  respect  to  the  buildings  contemplated 
by  the  present  bill. 

Leave  given. 

Bill  brought  in  and  read  a  first  time. 

The  House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  past 
Twelve  o'clock. 

HOUSE  OF   LORDS, 

Friday,  May,  ^(j  1843. 

MiNDTSS.]    Bills.    Public— l'"-  MiUbonk  Prison. 

3*  and  passed : — ^Appeals,  etc.  Privy  Council ;  Turnpike 
Roads  (Ireland). 

Private,  —  1'-  Scaiborough  Harbour ;  Sowerby  and  Soy- 
land  Inckxure ;  Edinburgh  and  Glasgow  Union  Canal ; 
Bannbridge  Road;  Southampton  Docks;  Belfiut  and 
Cavehill  Railway. 

S*-  South  Eastern  and  Maidstone  Railway ;  Haddenham 
Inclosure;  Drumpellcr  Railway;  Forth  Navigation. 

Reforied. — South  Eastern  and  London  and  Croydon  Rail- 
way ;  Soutii  Eastern  Railway  Extension ;  Wexford  Har- 
bour ;  Liskeard  and  Caradon  Railway ;  Glasgow*  Paisley, 
and  Greenock  Railway ;  Birmingham  and  Gloucester 
Railway ;  Bethnal-green  Improvement ;  Thames  Lastage 
and  Ballaitage;  Portsea  Improvement;  Glasgow  and 
Three>MUe  House  Road;  Cllfi»4!um-Lund  Inclosure; 
Glasgow  City  and  Suburban  Gas. 

3'-  and  passed : — Anderton  Carrying  Company. 
PxTiTioNS  Presentko.  By  the  Marqueis  of  Breadalbane, 
flrom  Kitanadock,  Ayr,  and  Maybole,  for  Settling  the 
Scotch  Church  Questkm. — By  the  Earl  of  Mountcashd, 
ftom  several  places  in'  Ireland,  agidnst  ftirther  Alterations 
in  the  Corn-law;  and  against  the  Tariifl— By  Lord 
Lilford,  from  Warrington,  for  Medical  Reform.— From 
the  Nenagh  Poor-law  Union,  against  the  Irish  Poor-law. 

Church  of  Scotland — Secession.] 
The  Marquess  of  Breadalbane,  in  present- 
ing petitions  respecting  the  church  of 
Scotland,  said  that  their  Lordships  had 
with  regard  to  the  church  of  Scotland, 
acted  on  a  policy  that  was  inconsistent 
with  the  principles  of  civil  and  religious 
liberty.  The  people  of  Scotland  were  now 
taking  up  the  question  amongst  them- 
selves, as  they  had  lost  all  confidence  in 
their  Lordships'  wisdom,  and  the  result 
had  been,  that  an  alarming  secession  had 
taken  place  no  less  than  400  ministers 
having  seceded.  Now,  for  his  part,  he 
placed  no  confidence  in  the  Government 
and  his  noble  Friend  opposite  (the  Earl  of 
Aberdeen)  had  been  so  tardy  in  bringing 
forward  his  measure,  that  he  (the  Marquess 
of  Breadalbane)  had  lost  all  confidence  in 
the  measure,  and  he  believed  it  would  now 
be  incapable  of  healing  the  wounds  so 
deeply  inflicted  on  the  vital  principles  of 
the  church.  Any  measure  the  Govern- 
ment might  bring  forward  would  now  be 
too  late.  The  conduct  of  the  Grovernment 
towards  the  people  of  Scotland  had  been 
hostile  to  one  of  the  first  principles  of 
good  statesmanship,  which  was,  that  there 
should  be  no  interference  with  the  religious 
principles  of  the  people.     He  roaiotained 


that  the  policy  of  the  Government  with 
respect  to  Scotland  had  been  hostile  to 
the  principles  of  civil  and  religious  liberty. 

The  Earl  of  Aberdeen  said,  his  noble 
Friend  must  be  perfectly  aware  that  no 
such  event  as  that  to  which  he  had  re- 
ferred could  possibly  take  place  in  Scot- 
land, without  receiving  the  attention  of 
Government.  He  had  stated  before,  that 
nothing  which  had  occurred  would  have 
the  effect  of  altering  the  intentions  of  her 
Majes(y*s  Government  upon  this  subject. 
He  said  so  still.  With  respect  to  what 
the  noble  Lord  termed  the  tardiness  of  the 
Government,  he  begged  to  give  notice 
that,  in  consequence  of  what  had  taken 
place,  he  would,  in  the  course  of  the  next 
week,  introduce  a  measure  for  regulatfng 
the  settlement  and  admission  of  ministers. 

Petition  laid  on  the  Table. 

Repeal  of  theUnion. — (Ireland.)] 
The  Marquess  of  Londonderry  stated  that 
it  had  been  very  generally  rumoured  that 
Mr.  O'Coonell,  Lord  Ffrench,  and  other 
magistrates  who  had  attended  repeal  meet- 
ings, had  been  very  properly  dismissed. 
He  was  anxious  to  know  from  the  noble 
Duke  if  such  was  the  fact. 

The  I)uke  of  Wellington  observed  that 
if  his  noble  Friend  had  given  him  notice 
of  his  intention  to  a»k  such  a  question,  be 
could  have  prepared  himself  with  his  offi- 
cial documents.  He  had  not  seen  them, 
but  he  had  every  reason  to  believe  such  to 
be  the  fact. 

The  Earl  Fitzwilliam  remarked,  that 
whenever  it  might  be  deemed  necessary 
that  this  subject  should  be  discussed,  it 
would  be  desirable  that  their  Lordships 
should  have  the  reasons  stated  to  them  on 
which  the  Government  had  taken  this  step. 

The  Marquess  of  Londonderry  could 
not,  he  said,  but  feel  very  happy  in  the 
answer  that  had  been  given  to  him  by  the 
noble  Duke.  He  was  anxious  on  this 
subject,  perhaps  more  than  any  of  their 
Lordships ;  and  therefore  he  could  not  but 
feel  much  with  respect  to  these  meetings, 
the  object  of  which  was  to  put  an  end  to 
that  union,  for  the  maintenance  of  which 
he  felt  so  much  interested.  His  feelings 
were  interested  on  this  subject,  being 
closely  connected  with  a  minister  (Lord 
Castlereagh)  who,  he  believed  in  his  con- 
science, had  done  more  than  any  other 
Minister  that  ever  existed  to  accomplish 
one  of  the  most  important,  as  well  as  the 
gravest  measuroi  that  had  ever  been  oom- 
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pleled— a  meBiure  that,  when  accom- 
plithcd,  both  brancliei  or  the  Legiilatnra, 
and  the  Sovereign,  after  forty  years'  ex- 
perience of  it,  had  declared  to  be  the 
Diost  important  lo  Ihii  countrj.  When, 
then,  he  aaw  and  felt  that  there  were 
meeiingi  taking  place,  be  could  not  but 
lament— 

Tlie  Harqucsi  of  Laatdowne  took  the 
liberty  of  colling  the  noble  Lord  to  order. 
Hedld  not  wish  lodt^prive  the  noble  Lord 
of  the  opportunity  of  expressing  his  sen- 
timents on  a  subject  on  whicli  it  was  na- 
tural, on  account  of  the  particular  connec- 
tion lo  which  the  noble  Marqueu  had 
referred,  that  he  should  be  anxious  to 
make  some  allusion  :  but  then  he  ventured 
to  submit  to  the  noble  Marquess,  as  from 
the  answer  of  the  noble  Duke  he  was  onl; 
able  to  announce  that  a  Tact  had  taken 
place,  and  was  not  then  prepared  to  give 
an  explsnetion  on  the  subject,  whether  it 
would  not  be  better,  whether  it  would  not 
be  more  consistent  with  order,  to  defer 
his  observations  to  a  period,  which  could 
not  be  far  distant,  when  the  noble  Duke 
coold  give  them  the  explanation  that  tho 
noUe  Lord  desired. 

The  Marquess  of  Londonderry  would 
not  then  sav  one  word  further.  But  when 
the  noble  Duke  gave  his  answer,  it  would 
be  quite  impossible,  connected  as  he  was 
with  the  minister  to  whom  he  had  icrnrred, 
that  he  should  allow  the  merits  of  ibat 
great  statesman  lo  be  overlooked,  and  that, 
too,  without  at  least  railing  hi*  humble 
voice  in  his  favour. 

Subject  at  an  end. 

T>iirrBEB)>— Ireland  —  Cobh-Laws 
TiTK  Tariff.]     Tho  Farl  of  Mounlca*kel 
had   some   petitions   to   present    to   their 
Lnrdxhipa,  to  which  he  was  anxious  to  cull 
their  moNt  serious  attention.     It  was 
known,  that   Ireland   was,  at  tlie  present 
moment,  Huttering  the  greatest  hnrdships 
and  privations;  and,   in   supjxirt  of  that 
statement,   he   would  take  tiic  liberty  of 
reading  to  their  l.ordshipa  a  short  extract 
frnm  the  report  of  the  Phot-Ihw  Cominis- 
jiiuncrs,   which,   he  believed,   would  have 
more  effect  with  them   than  aoything  he 
cmihl  oHer  to  their   notice.     In  the  ci 
menceoient  of  the  3rA  report  nf  the  Pi 
latv  ( 'nmmiMiflncTs  on  the  condition  nf  the 
people  of  Ireland,  in  183G,  they  state— 

"Tliat  agricuhural  labour  exceeds  the  de> 
manJ — iliat  agciculturid  wages  vary  fioin  UJ. 


The  Poor-law  Commisaionera  thus  con- 
nuc  r— 

"Thus  circumstanced,  it  is  impouible  for 
Ihe  able-bodied  in  general  to  provide  aKiinst 
(icknes),  oi  the  lemporuy  absence  of  cmpioy- 

,  or  against  old  age,  oi  die  destilutiun  of 
ilieir  widows  and  children,  in  the  contingent 

.  or  their  own  premalnte  decease.  A  great 
portion  of  tbem  are  iDsufGcienLy  provided  at 
anytime  wiih  Ihe  commonest  necesiarles  of 
life — their  habitaiioni  are  wretched  lioveU — 
Hveral  of  a  family  sleep  togatbar  upon  straw 
upon  ilie  bare  ground — someiimas  with  a 
blanket— sometimes  even  witboot  so  mneh  to 

'  them  ;  their  food  cotamoDly  cnniiiti  of 
dry  potatoes,  and  with  these  they  ara  at  limca 
10  scantily  supplied  as  lo  ba  ohUgad  to  stint 
themselves  to  one  spare  meal  in  the  day.  Tbore 

ven  initancei  of  persons  being  driven  by 
hunger  to  seek  sustenance  In  wild  herbs;  ihcy 
sometimes  get  a  herriug  or  a  Utile  nilk,  but 
they  never  set  msat,  except  at  Cbrisuaas, 
Easter,  and  Shrovetide ;  loaHt  go  in  searab  of 
employment  to  Great  Britain  during  the  har- 
vest— others  wander  through  Irclana  with  the 
same  view.  The  wives  and  childnn  of  many 
are  occaitonally  obliged  to  bag— titay  do  ao 
mluctanily,  and  with  shame,  and  in  gansial  go 
to  a  distanoe  fram  home  that  they  may  nM  be 
ktiown." 

That  statement  was  made  in  the  year 
1836,  and  it  vaa  boma  out  by  n  letter  of 
Mr.  Senior,  dated  the  14th  of  April,  in 
which  be  sUted,  that  the  grMt  bulkef  tha 
Irisli  papulation  wore  agricniltural,  ud 
that  a  large  proportion  of  them  ware  oat 
of  enpbyment  But  their  Lwddups 
■bonld  bear  tn  mind,  that  the  Irish  pe»< 
taatrj  were  bi  better  off  in  1S3G  Umb 
they  were  at  pment ;  and  although  aiac* 
theu  they  but  hod  a  Poor-law  enacted, 
and  had  erected  130  vorkhouacs  capaUa 
of  giving  accummodation  to  30,000  pui> 
pers,  itill  it  must  be  quite  evident  to  Uicir 
Lordships  that  a  large  proportion  of  Uw 
unemployed  labourers  were  wholly  unpn^ 
vided  for.  In  addition  taall  that,  diitnM 
had  of  late  augmentctl  to  a  frightful  ex- 
lent;  oud  he  proposed,  as  be  went  tur- 
uanl,  to  point  out  the  causes.  The  peti- 
tions he  held  in  his  hand,  complained  of 
the  iocrcasini;  distress,  and  tfwy  atated, 
that  during  the  last  year  or  two,  the  pecu- 
niary difficulties  of  the  country  had  been 
fearfully  augmented.  It  was  tic  fact  that 
iuch  had  bceu  the  cose,  and  therefore  it 
was  that  he  wisheil  to  colt  their  I.urdsliips' 
attention  nut  dimply  to  the  cunditiuu  uf  tbe 
poor  and  labouring  classes,  but  to  tbe  cuu- 
ditioD  of  the  whole  of  Ireland  fron  tlte 
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highest  to  the  lowest.  With  regard  to  the 
landowners,  they  were  in  a  state  of  dis- 
tress unexampled -*  the  distr^  of  the 
farmers  was  also  unexampled,  and  many 
of  their  Lordships  present,  who  were  con- 
nected with  Ireland,  would  bear  him  out 
in  that  statement ;  then  if  they  looked  at 
the  condition  of  the  agricultural  and  la- 
bouring population,  it  would  be  found  that 
they  were  in  a  state  of  destitution  and 
poverty  far  exceeding  anything  that  had 
been  previously  known  in  that  country. 
In  these  petitions  it  was  stated,  that  the 
agricultural  distress  was  occasioned  by  the 
recent  Corn-law,  which  did  not  afford 
ample  and  sufficient  protection  to  the 
home  produce;  and  to  the  tariff,  which 
did  not  afford  the  agriculturists  a  remu- 
nerating price  for  their  cattle.  Before  he 
entered  upon  the  subject,  he  wished  to 
state  that  he  had  not  the  slightest  doubt 
the  agricultural  interests  of  the  country 
had,  for  a  series  of  years,  been  sacrificeil 
more  than  any  other  class.  The  first  blow 
they  received  was  that  in  1815,  when, 
after  the  peace,  a  very  great  fall  took 
place  in  agricultural  produce — the  land- 
lords were  placed  in  an  extremely  difficult 
position,  and  the  consequence  was  a  great 
fall  in  the  value  of  rents,  and  correspond- 
ing reductions  in  other  departments.  He 
mentioned  that,  in  order  to  show  the  po- 
sition in  which  the  landowners  were  placed: 
many  of  them,  in  their  wills  and  marriage 
settlements,  saddled  their  estates  with  the 
payment  of  large  sums,  believing  that  to 
be  the  real  and  permanent  value  of  the 
land  ;  and  the  consequence  was,  that  as 
marriages  took  place,  and  parties  died  off, 
the  land  being  saddled  with  a  fixed  charge, 
became  unable  to  pay  the  burthens  laid 
on  it,  after  that  change  in  the  value  of 
agricultural  and  landed  property  took 
place.  However,  the  landowners  bore 
that  with  the  utmost  temper  and  pa- 
tience, and  he  believed  their  forbearance 
had  been  frequently  referred  to,  even  in 
that  House ;  but  it  was  supposed,  at  that 
time,  that  no  further  blow  would  be 
inflicted.  What  followed?  A  few  years 
afterwards,  (in  1819),  another  blow  was 
struck  ut  the  landowners,  and  that  arose 
from  the  bill  called  the  currency  bill, 
lie  was  not  going  to  trouble  their  Lord- 
ships with  a  detailed  account  of  the  ope- 
rations of  the  currency  bill,  but  it  had 
the  effect,  while  it  reduced  the  incomes  of 
the  landowners  to  double  their  liabilities. 
He  was  desirous  of  giving  their  Lordships 
an  illustration  of  all  the  losses  the  land- 


owners had  sustained,  and  he  held  in  his 
hand  a  statement  showing  what  prices 
were  during  the  war  and  since.  In  1812, 
wheat  was  at  126^.  the  quarter,  the  aver- 
age price  being  31/.  10«.  the  load.  Now, 
in  1842,  the  average  price  was  57^.  the 
quarter  (in  the  present  year  it  was  still 
lower),  being  equal  to  14/.  5^.  the  load, 
and  even  that  price  the  farmers  would  be 
very  glad  to  get  So  that  at  present  it  took 
six  and-a^hfdf  loads  of  wheat  to  purchase 
100/.  Government  stock;  while  in  1812  it 
could  be  purchased  for  three  loads.  That 
would  show  their  Lordships  the  great 
losses  the  landowners  had  sustained,  but 
still  they  struggled  on.  The  third  blow 
had  been  recently  inflicted ;  and,  for  his 
own  part,  he  believed  that  it  had  com- 
pletely crippled  the  agricultural  industry 
of  Ireland,  and  that  many  would  not  be 
able  to  withstand  it.  The  farmers  who 
held  upon  long  leases  were  oppressed  in  the 
most  unjust  manner,  and  would,  he  feared, 
be  entirely  swamped  by  the  operation  of 
the  measures  to  which  the  petitioners  re- 
ferred. In  the  present  day,  the  landowners, 
fiirmers,  and  labourers,  had  all  suffered, 
and  he  believed  to  a  much  greater  extent 
than  the  English  agriculturists.  The  pe- 
titioners stated—- 

**  That  poverty  and  distress,  which  was  now 
so  generally  complained  of,  roast  be  attributed 
to  the  banefol  effect  of  the  Corn-laws,  and  to 
the  reoeni  tariff,  by  which  foreign  corn,  oatllty 
and  provisions  wtre  permitted  to  be  broa^ 
in  for  the  benefit  of  the  foreigner^  and  the  total 
ruin  of  the  Irish  agriculturist/' 

He  must  say,  that  he  fully  concurred  in 
that  statement.  He  knew  that  it  had 
been  said,  that  a  great  fall  had  taken  place 
last  year  in  the  price  of  com  and  cattle  by 
reason  of  the  panic,  but  he  feared  that  was 
a  panic  that  would  long  continue,  inasmuch^ 
as  it  resulted  from  the  door  being  opened" 
to  the  introduction  of  foreign  provisiont, 
which  had  been  before  excluded  by  reason 
of  the  duties  imposed  for  the  protection  of 
native  agriculture.  The  public  were  now 
awftre  that  facilities  were  given  for  the 
introduction  not  only  of  com  but  also 
of  cattle  and  cured  provirions  to  any 
extent.  The  public  were  aware  that 
there  were  many  places  where  these  ar<< 
tides  could  be  obtained  at  a  very  cheap 
rate,  and  that  speculators  haii  tiJcett 
measures  to  procure  them  on  a  great  scale, 
and  have  them  regularly  shipped  to  this 
country.  It  was  true  that  a  small  portion 
only  luid  been  as  yet  received;  but  the 
knowledge  that  measures  had  been  taken 
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price  of  catUe  he  could  say,  that  in  tbe^ 
north  of  Ireland  it  had  beeo  reduced  to  a 
frightful  extent  Meat«  which  was  for- 
merly SiL  to  ItL  per  lb.,  was  now  dowD  to 
2d.  or  2^4. ;  and^  a  short  time  since  it  was' 
as  low  as  l\d.  |ier  lb.  It  had  been  stated 
to  him  that  the  3Gth  regiment,  whea 
stationed  in  Limerick^  had  contracted  to  be 
supplied  with  meat  at  l\d.  per  lb.  That 
might  be  doubted,  but  the  gentleman  wIm 
had  'furnished  him  with  the  informatioa 
had  written  to  the  commanding  officer  of 
the  regiment,  and  had  ascertained  that 
such  was  really  the  case.  Now,  he  asked* 
how  was  it  possible  that  the  fimner  could 
exist  and  pay  his  rent  and  taxes,  and  local 
charges,  not  forgetting  the  poor-rate ^the 
most  grievous  of  all  ?  He  asked,  bow  was 
he  to  do  all  that,  when  the  price  of  agri« 
cultural  produce  was  reduced  so  low? 
Noble  Lords  were  not  perhaps  aware  of  all 
this ;  they  were  perhaps  acquainted  with 
what  was  taking  place  in  the  manufictur* 
ing  districts;  but  they  did  not  know  what 
was  taking  place  in  tite  agricultural  parte 
of  the  country,  and  could  not  be  expected 
to  feel  for  the  distress  of  which  they  knew 
nothing.  He  thought  it  right  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  House  to  the  effect  of  the 
system  of  free-trade  that  had  been  b^gua 
by  noble  Lords  on  the  other  side  of  the 
House.  They  were  allowing  artidea  of 
food  to  come  into  the  countiy  to  intecftee 
with  the  home  producer;  and  they  wan 
allowing  manufactures  to  come  in  and  io* 
terfere  with  the  industry  of  the  oountry. 
They  were  thus  injuring  the  country  la 
both  ways;  and  while  they  opened  the 
door  wide  to  foreigners,  they  seemed  to 
forget  that  those  foreign  countries  were 
excluding  English  produce.  No  less  thaa 
six  hostile  tariffs  had  been  recently  di- 
rected against  that  country  in  difllereiit 
parts  of  Europe,  and  while  foreigners  coo- 
sidercd  they  were  totally  independent  of 
England,  it  would  seem  as  if  England  were 
entirely  dependent  on  them.  That  was  a 
course  that  could  not  long  be  persercrad 
in ;  their  Lonlships  might  believe  that 
they  were  doing  right,  and  he  gave  ibes 
every  credit  for  gtiod  intentions ;  but  the 
course  was  onu  which  they  could  not  pur* 
sue  for  any  length  of  time  without  dis« 
covering  that  the  result  would  be  as  in- 
jurious to  the  manufacturers  themselves  at 
to  the  agriculturists.  They  would  cut  off 
the  ways  and  means  of  the  country.  They 
seemed  to  forget  that  the  country  was  in 
an  urtificial  state — that,  while  many  other 
countries  had  merely  a  nominal  debt,  they 
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to  obtain  a  large  supply,  must  operate  to 
produce  a  reduction  in  price,  imd  to  lower 
the  value  of  all  descriptions  of  agricultural 
produce:  and  thus  the  farmer,  when  he 
sent  his  produce  to  market,  could  no  longer 
obtain  the  price  he  was  in  the  habit  of  re- 
ceiving ;  he  was  therefore  compelled  to  dis- 
pose of  his  produce  at  a  ruinous  loss,  and 
ne  could  no  longer  maintain  his  position ; 
he  was  unable  to  pay  his  rent  or  give  em- 
ployment to  agricultural  labr>urers — ^be- 
cause he  felt  he  was  more  likely  to  incur  a 
serious  loss  than  make  a  profit  by  it  Not 
being  able  to  fulfil  his  engagements  towards 
his  landlord,  the  farmer  was  compelled  to 
give  up  his  farm,  and  he  believed  that  was 
taking  place  to  a  great  extent,  even  in 
Englanu,  producing  greater  distress  and 
privation  among  the  lower  classes,  from 
want  of  employment  than  ever  was  known 
before.  Coniidence  had  been  shaken  to  a 
great  extent  and  had  had  the  most  ruinous 
efTecl.  Formerly  the  landowners  could 
raise  money  on  the  security  of  their  pro- 
perty, but  now  they  found  the  greatest 
difficulty  in  doing  so.  What  was  more 
extraoroinary  was,  that,  at  a  time  when  the 
agricultural  and  the  manu&cturing  inter- 
ests were  in  the  greatest  distress,  money 
was  more  abundant  in  Loudon  than  ever 
it  was  known  before.  Millions  were  lying 
totally  unproductive  in  the  coffers  of  the 
Bank  of  England,  while  there  was  the 
greatest  want  of  capital  in  Ireland.  It 
showed  that  there  was  something  diseased 
in  the  body  politic,  and  it  resembled  a  man 
whose  bloou  did  not  circulate  healthfully 
through  his  veins  and  arteries,  but  was  all 
concentrated  near  his  heart,  and  thereby 
produced  the  most  serious  disease.  He 
was  quite  satisfied  that  the  petitioners  were 
right  as  to  the  cause,  and  that  agriculture 
hful  been  totally  prostrated  by  the  mea- 
sures which  had  recently  passed  through 
that  House.  Now,  first,  with  reganl  to 
oats,  which  was  the  chief  article  of  Irish 
produce  im|iortcd,  the  fact  being,  that  for 
the  last  twenty  years  the  average  nuantity 
of  wheat  im|)orte<l  into  England  hud  not 
exceeded  400,0(X)  quarters ;  while  of  oats 
therft  was  something  nearer  2,(XX),(XX} 
quarters  annually.  Oats,  then,  he  rcfcrrc<l 
to  as  l)eing  the  great  produce  of  Ireland ; 
and  by  the  late  act  there  was  only  a  duty 
of  8^.  to  protect  it  During  the  last 
year  the  greater  bulk  of  all  the  oats 
had  been  sold  at  :'>;(/.  to  6d,  |)cr  stone: 
and  he  would  ask  whether  that  was 
suflirieut  to  remunerate  the  farmer  for  his 
labour  and  capital?  With  regard  to  the 
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\vere  encumbered  with  one  of  nearly 
800,000,000/.;  and  that  they  must,  in  order 
to  act  fairly  by  the  public  creditor,  and 
pay  their  dividends,  raise  a  sum  of 
29,000,000/.  annually,  over  and  above  the 
necessary  and  ordinary  expenses  of  the  Go- 
vernment. It  was  that  that  made  the 
great  difference  between  England  and 
foreign  countries,  and  if  they  were  to  adopt 
these  measures  it  would  be  better  for  them 
to  have  free-trade  altogether.  Having  so 
great  a  debt  to  provide  for,  England  was 
in  a  totally  different  position  from  other 
countries.  Their  Lordships  were  aware 
that  the  greater  portion  of  these  taxes  were 
raised  by  indirect  taxation  on  the  articles 
consumed  by  the  public,  and  if  they 
adopted  measures  which  would  have  the 
effect  of  diminishing  the  means  of  the 
public,  whether  they  were  landowners, 
farmers,  labourers,  agriculturists,  manu- 
facturers, shopkeepers,  or  tradesmen — if 
they  adopted  measures  that  would  curtail 
the  incomes  of  these  parties,  whether  de- 
rived from  profits  or  wages,  they  imme- 
diately took  away  from  them  the  power  of 
consuming  to  the  same  extent  as  formerly. 
It  might  be  said,  that  these  measures 
would  not  produce  any  such  effect,  but  he 
had  shown  that  it  haa  done  so  with  regard 
to  rents  and  wages,  and,  with  regard  to  the 
profits  of  the  farmers,  he  thought  he  had 
stated  some  facts  to  show  that  they  were 
considerably  diminished — all  these  classes, 
not  having  the  same  amount  of  money  in 
their  pockets,  were  necessarily  unable  to 
consume  the  same  amount  of  com,  provi- 
sions, or  manufactures  they  formerly  did. 
It  ought  to  be  borne  in  mind,  that  four, 
sixths  of  the  manufactiures  were  consumed 
by  the  home  market,  and  were  altogether 
unaffected  by  their  foreign  trade.  The 
necessary  result  of  the  distress  consequently 
was,  that  there  was  a  considerable  falling- 
off  in  the  revenue ;  and  that  he  had  no 
doubt  would  continue,  although,  by  great 
exertions  in  some  one  quarter,  matters 
might  appear  to  be  improving.  Adam 
Smith  had  well  said,  that  **  the  wealth  of 
a  nation  consists  in  the  wealth  of  its 
people  '/'  but  if  Government  adopted  mea- 
sures to  cripple  the  resources  of  the  people, 
the  result  must  be  a  falling  off  in  the  con- 
sumption— and  a  great  increase  of  the 
existing  distress.  It  appeared  to  him  that 
the  adoption  of  measures  of  free-trade 
would  lead  inevitably  to  that.  They  were 
suffering  from  them  at  present^  and  so 
long  as  they  persisted  in  them,  so  long,  he 
foretold,  would  there  be  distress  and  suf- 
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fering  among  all  classes  of  the  country. 
He  would  take  the  liberty  of  calling  the 
attention  of  their  Lordships  to  one  of  the 
reports  of  the  committee  of  the  Chamber 
of  Deputies  of  France  on  the  subject  of 
commercial  tariffs.  He  found  that  a  com- 
mittee of  the  Chamber  of  Deputies  re- 
ported in  1832  as  follows: — 

"  If  we  admitted  the  food,  and  raiment,  and 
metals,  and  colonial  and  other  objects,  which 
strangers  would  bring  to  our  ports,  we  might 

Erobably  gain  some  hundreds  of  millions, 
hould  we  be  the  richer  in  consequence  ? — for 
the  riches  of  a  state  are  in  the  elements  bf 
labour,  and  when  labour  fails  to  find  employ- 
ment,  misery  is  reproduced.  And  it  is  not 
only  a  question  of  comfort,  but  one  of  exist- 
ence, for  if  wheat  were  introduced  without 
duty  from  the  Baltic  or  Black  Sea,  our  mari- 
time shores  would  remain  uncultivated,  and 
the  effect  of  a  ruinous  competition  would 
affect,  more  and  more,  nearly  the  whole  of  our 
agricultural  population." 

Such  was  the  declaration  of  a  committee 
of  the  French  Chamber;  and  when  he 
called  to  mind  that  in  France  bread  was  so 
much  cheaper,  and  provisions  generally  so 
much  lower  than  in  England,  it  was  some- 
what singular  that  even  French  statesmen 
were  afraid  to  adopt  a  measure  for  increas- 
ing the  facilities  of  introducing  foreign 
provisions.  He  wished  from  his  heart 
the  Government  would  take  a  lesson  from 
them,  because  ih  that  declaration  bethought 
was  contained  the  soundest  policy  and  the 
greatest  anxiety  for  the  welfare  of  the  peo- 
ple. The  matter  paramount  in  their  minds 
was  the  interest  of  the  home  producers ; 
while,  on  the  other  hand,  he  feared  the 
advantages  the  Government  expected  to 
derive  from  the  measures  they  had  adopted, 
would  be  scarcely  equivalent  to  the  misery, 
and  distress,  and  ruin  that  would  be  en* 
tailed  upon  the  people.  He  thought,  the 
French  had  in  that  taken  a  leaf  out  of  the 
book  of  this  country,  for  that  was  its  policy 
in  ancient  times ;  while  the  Government 
now  was  going  astray,  and  other  nations 
were  reaping  the  benefit  of  its  errors.  It 
might  be  said,  that  Ireland  had  escaped 
the  infliction  of  the  property-tax,  and 
therefore  had  no  right  to  complain ;  but 
he  believed  the  Government  had  acted 
wisely  in  not  imposing  that  tax  on  Ireland, 
because  to  impose  it  upon  that  impove- 
rished country,  would  only  retard  her  pro- 
gress in  the  way  of  improvement.  He 
would  just  state  a  few  facts  to  give  their 
Lordships  an  idea  of  the  comparative 
wealth  of  the  two  countries.  In  1831, 
the  rental  of  all  Ireland  was  12,715,578/. 
2H 
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GOUDtry.     The  GsuUishmeDt  of  Poor-kwi 
(iQ  his  opinion  the  wont  meatnre  of  aU)^ 
had  been  recommended— an  extenmi'e  sys- 
tem of  emigration  had  been  ako  advocated, 
and  the  employment  of  the  people  on  pub* 
He  works ;  and  he  belie?ed^  that  if  these 
latter  were  promoted,  it  would  advanoe  tbe 
country  a  century,  and  give  a  great  im- 
petns   to  trade.      Their    Lordships  had 
iieard  much  of  the  pressure  from  without, 
but  he  feared,  from  the  rapid  increase  of 
the  population,   that  tho  pressure  fram 
within  would  soon  become  inosistihle^  if 
vent  was  not  giren  to  the  surplus  in  the 
only  valuable  and  legitimate  mode*  an  ex« 
tensive  system  of  emigration.     They  were 
all  aware  of  the  present  condition  of  Ire- 
land, and  he  was  sure  they  all  deeply  de- 
plored it,  and  were  sorry  to  see  tbe  Irish 
people  led  astray  hs  they  were,  by  a  aiaR 
whom  he  believed  they  would  all  agree 
with  him  in  saying  was  the  greatest  enemv 
to  the  country  tliat  ever  liml.    They  all 
saw  the  power  he  exercised  over  the  (len- 
ple,  but  why  hod  he  th:lt  power }     Was  it 
not  natural  that  when  millions  off  the  peo* 
pie  were  in  a  state  of  destitution,  misery, 
and  starvation — when  thev  were  reduosd 
to  a  state  of  desperation,  tlial  they  shoald 
be  willing,  at  the  bock  and  nod  of  any  de» 
magogue,  to  do  what  was  told  them  ?     It 
was  easy  for  a  man  of  talent  and  experi« 
ence  to  address  inflamnwtory  speeches  to 
men  so  circumstanced.    He  could  depict, 
in  glowing  colours,  their  misery,  whick  he 
called  their  wrongs  j  he  could  torn  their 
abject  state  to  his  own  purposes,  and  ac- 
cuse England  of  being  tna  cause  of  their 
misery.     Uy  turning  their  unhappy  and 
destitute  condition  adroitJy  into  a  griev* 
ance,   ho  could  inflame  the  minds  of  the 
people,  and  turn  them  to  his  own  purposes. 
The  only  way»  he  believed,  in  whioi  the 
IHfoplc  eould  be  tnnquilliaed,  was  to  give 
them  employment,  and  make  their  condi- 
tion more  comfortable.     Let  the  Govern- 
ment prove  that  it  was  anxious  for  their 
welian*,  and  ready  to  devote  a  portion  of 
tlio  wttiltli  of  the  community  for  their  be- 
nefit— let  tlieir  Lordsiiips  show  the  people 
that  such   was  their  wish,  and  oaovinoe 
them  that  tliey  were  really  and  sincerely 
tlieir  friends ;  and  he,  who  knew  sonnet hing 
of  the  nco|ile  of  Ireland,  ouuld  assure  them 
that  when  the  Irish  were  convinced  that 
tlieir  l^tnlnhips  were  anxioiiB  to  promote 
their  advantage,  their  hearts  would  warsn 
toiranis  them  ;  ami,  instead  of  bring  dis- 
eniitnitcil  with  tlieir  position,  they  would 
take  eviYy  piissible  occasioo  to  preserve  the 


931 

per  annum ;  while  the  rental  of  Rngland, 
at  a  later  period  (1841),  was  59,685,412/. 
Again,  ho  found  that  tlie  amount  of  im- 
])urt8  into  Ireland  in  1841,  was  1,696,355/. 
— while  in  England,  in  the  same  year,  it 
was  62>684,547/.    The  exports  from  Ire- 
land, in  the  same  period,  were  460,965/. ; 
while  those  from  England  were  5 1,2 17,603^ 
The  amount  of  legacy  duty  was  also  a 
pretty  good  criterion  of  the  wealth  of  a 
countryi     For  one  year  in   Ireland,  the 
amount  of  capital  on  which  it  was  paid 
was  4,488,265/.,  while  in  England  it  was 
42,748,560/.     Nothing  could  more  clearly 
show  the  (*omparativc  poverty  of  Ireland. 
Again,  tho  amount  of  stamps  used  in  Great 
Hrituiu  in  1841  was  7,049,000/.,  while  in 
Ireland   it   was  only  463,903/.     Now,  if 
Ireland  was  ho  cxcce<lingly  poor,  was  it 
wise  or  just  to  impose  on  her  the  same 
amount  of  taxation  as  England  was  sub- 
jected to  ?     As  it  was,  however,  England 
had  been  for  several  years  imposing  upon 
Ireland  various  taxes  which  she  had  not 
Iie4*n  accustomed  to.     Within  the  last  few 
years,  many  duties  had  been  assimilated  to 
tlioso  paid  in  England,  whereas,  formerly 
they  were   not   more  than   half.     Then 
again,  a  few  years  ago,  the  cxiienso  of  the 
police  establishment  had  been  all  defrayoil 
by  Government,  but,  by  a  recent  act,  half 
the  cx|icnse  was  to  be  borne  by  the  ooun- 
ti(*s,  and  although  their  Lonlships  did  not 
hear  much  of  tlie  local  taxation  of  Ireland, 
he  could  assure  them  that  it  was  extremely 
high.     In  some  instances,  it  amounted  to 
7s,  or  8f  >  per  acre,  as  was  the  case  with 
himself;  ami   that  was  certainly  a  large 
sum  to  be  deductefl  from  the  produce  of 
the  estate.     In  tho  county  of  Cork,  where 
he  rcsidcfl,  there  was  no  less  a  sum  than 
10,000/.  iKiid  for  tho  police  establishment, 
and  which  rcudereil  the  taxation  extremely 
heavy.     He  would  give  their  I«<inlship6 
one  instance  of  tho  bad  eflects  of  an  assi- 
milation of  the  duties.     A  few  years  ago, 
the  duty  on  glatis  was  only  half  what  it 
was  at  present.     At  that  pcritMl,   being 
anxious  to  improve  the  condition  of  the 
]ieas:m(ry  on   their  ostites,  who,  for  tlie 
most  |)art,  as  nohlo  I.onls  were  probably 
aware,  live  in  tho  most  wn^tchcti  hovels, 
many  of  their  cabins  having  nothing  but  a 
small  hole,  without   any   window,   he  aa 
w<'ll  as  other  Irish  landlonls,  purchase^l  a 
lar^e  «|uantity  of  i^lass  for  that  |iur|Misc. 
Hilt  the  price  was  suddenly  raised  fnim  3/. 
to  iU.  p(T  i'Tiiiw  :iiid  the  eir<Tt  was  to  |Hit 
a   sii(lmM)    stop   to  tin*  iiiipntvoinent   ami 
rivilixation  of  the  lower  onlers   in   I  hat 
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connexion  between  the  two  countries.  In 
their  present  condition,  they  must  natu- 
rally feel  opposed  to  England,  and  such 
would  be  the  case  so  long  as  they  consi- 
dered that  they  were  merely  under  the 
yoke  of  England,  that  any  change  would 
be  for  their  benefit,  and  that  they  could 
not  be  worse  than  they  at  present  were. 
When  men  were  re<lucen  to  the  lowest  ebb 
of  poverty,  they  must  naturally  feel  discon- 
tented ;  and  therefore  it  was  not  upon  the 
whole  to  be  wondered  at  that  thousands, 
nay  millions,  he  feared,  were  anxious  for 
the  dismemberment  of  the  empire,  which 
he,  for  one,  trusted  the  Almighty  would 
never  permit. 

Earl  Fitzmlliam  did  not  propose  to  fol- 
low the  noble  Earl  through  all  the  topics  of 
his  speech,  which  were  of  too  multiforious 
a  nature  for  him  to  notice  every  part  of  it. 
He  must  say,  however,  that  there  was  one 
subject  the  noble  earl  seemed  to  have  for- 
gotten. The  noble  Earl  had  complained 
of  the  distress  and  sufTering  of  Ireland, 
which  were  not  of  yesterday,  and  the  noble 
Earl  took  no  notice  of  the  Act  of  1815, 
which  to  his  regret,  he  had  assented  to. 
The  noble  Earl,  too,  had  forgotten  in  his 
observations  the  great  feature  of  the  pre- 
sent Session — that  feature  on  which  the 
eyes  of  all  Englishmen  was  fixed— fixed 
now  in  anticipation  of  its  benefits— fixed 
in  contemplation  of  it  in  progress,  and 
soon  likely  to  be  fixed  on  it  as  completed. 
The  noble  Earl  had  forgotten  that  mea^ 
sure  of  which  he  hoped,  as  be  saw  two  Ca- 
binet Ministers  in  the  House,  and  one  in 
office,  their  Lordships  would  be  favoured 
with  an  opinion.  The  noble  Earl  bad  for- 
gotten a  measure  to  which  he  must  not, 
he  supposed,  more  distinctly  allude,  at  it 
was  under  discussion  in  another  place,  and 
he  was  surprised  that  the  noble  Earl  had 
forgotten  to  mention  that  measure — he 
meant  the  Canada  Corn  Bill.  The  noble 
Eurl  was,  nevertheless,  deeply  interested  in 
a  measure  which,  if  he  might  augur  from 
the  division  which  had  already  taken  place, 
was  likely  some  day  to  come  before  their 
Lordships.  It  had  been  lately  stated  that 
Canada  was  an  integral  part  of  the  empire  ; 
he  was  glad  to  hear  that ;  he  believed  that 
the  statement  even  went  further,  as  Ca- 
nada was  described  as  an  English  county. 
Canada  was  to  have  a  Corn  Bill,  which 
was  certainly  a  little  improvement ;  but  if 
Canada  was  to  be  considered  as  an  int^ral 
part  of  the  empire,  and  even  as  an  English 
county,  was  not  the  converse  of  that  pro- 
position true?      If   Canada  were  to  be 


treated  as  an  English  county,  ought  not 
Yorkshire  to  be  treated  like  Cana£i,  and 
have  a  Corn  Bill  like  Canada;  and  ought 
not  Devonshire  to  be  treated  like  Yorkshire, 
and  have  the  same  laws  ?  How  then  was 
Canada  treated  ?  He  was  delighted  to  ob- 
serve that  the  Ministers  in  treating  Ca« 
nadaas  an  English  county,  had  proposed  to 
give  Canada  the  advantage  of  having 
wheat  imported  from  America— from  all 
foreign  countries,  he  was  reminded  by  a 
noble  Friend — at  3^.  per  quarter.  Canada 
it  was  said,  did  not  grow  enough  to  supply 
its  own  wants,  and  this  measure  went  to 
enable  the  people  to  supply  themselves. 
He  was  glad  that  the  people  of  Quebec 
were  to  eat  their  bread,  paying  only  3^. 
per  quarter  for  their  corn,  and  he  wished 
that  the  people  of  Shefiield  had  the  same 
advantages*  He  saw  his  noble  Friend  op- 
posite (Lord  Whamcliffb)|  who  did  not 
share  his  opinions,  but  who,  he  had  no 
doubty  would  confirm  what  he  said,  that  in 
the  town  of  Shefiield  at  this  time  there 
were  upwards  of  2,000  houses  uninhabited. 
That  was  a  fact  which  he  thought  of  great 
importance,  and  worthy  of  their  Lord- 
ships' consideration.  He  thought  that 
they  could  not  deny  if  Sheffield  could  re- 
ceive American  corn  like  Canada,  that  it 
would  obtain  retiurns  for  its  manufactures ; 
but  by  keeping  out  American  corn  from 
Sheffield,  the  manufiu;turesof  Sheffield  bad 
been  kept  out  of  America,  and  the  Ame- 
ricans had  begun  to  manufacture  for  them- 
selves.  That  had  inflicted  a  great  blow  on 
the  industry  of  Sheffield,  and  the  import- 
ance of  that  must  be  evident  from  the  fact 
that  the  number  of  houses  uninhabited 
showed  that  not  less  than  12,000  people 
were  injured  by  it.  Again,  he  repeated, 
that  he  rejoiced  that  the  inhabitants  of 
Quebec  were  to  have  their  wheat  at  a 
fixed  duty  of  3«.  per  quarter,  and  he  hoped 
it  would  not  be  long  before  Manchester, 
Birmingham,  and  the  other  towns  of  Bug- 
land,  would  obtain  the  same  boon  from  the 
hands  of  the  Ministers  that  considered  Ca- 
nada as  an  integral  part  of  the  empire.  It 
was  not  a  ground  of  complaint  that  Ca- 
nada was  so  treated,  but  it  might  be  ex- 
pected that  other  parts  of  her  Majesty's 
dominions  should  be  treated  in  the  same 
way.  He  supposed  that  there  was  no 
doubt  whatever  that  American  corn 
would  be  introduced  into  Canada  at  a 
fixed  duty  of  Zs.  and  though  that  ques- 
tion was  not  under  discussion,  he  could  not 
avoid  expressing  a  hope  that  the  law  which 
was  to  be  applied  to  the  other  side  of  the 
2H2 


935  Dittreti—Ireiand'~  {LORDS}        CarH'Lam-~Tlit  Tniff.     936 

Atlantic  Nhould  be  applied  here.  The  1  greater  quantity  of  goodi  had  been  pnfe 
|)eo|iit!  of  Kiigland  thought  they  ought  nnt  I  dnced  and  exported  than  could  be  takaa 
up.  Those  were  the  causes  of  the  ditirett 
of  Sheffield,  and  he  differed  entirely  frooa 
his  noble  Friend,  who  ascribed  the  coodi- 
tion  of  that  town  to  ihe  Corn~la«. 

Earl  Filzwilliam,  in  eiplanation,  «H 
understood  io  say  that  he  did  ascribe  tbe 
distress  of  Sheffield  chiefly,  if  nnt  altoge- 
ther, to  the  Corn-laws.  The  CornJawa 
were,  in  his  opinion,  the  cause  fif  the 
American  tarifl',  which  was  directed  agatmt 
our  manufactures.  Both  the  Corn-lawa 
and  the  tariff  prevented  the  escbange  of 
our  manufaclurei,  and  together  caused 
that  distress  which  exisled  in  Sheffield. 

Lord  Athburlon  denied  that  the  Com- 
law«  had  any  effect  whatever  in  exclading 
Ihe  manufactures  of  this  country  Tron 
American  markets.  The  duties  in  ihe 
American  tiiriffwcre  imposed  exclusively 
for  ihe  purposes  of  revenue,  and  that  tariB 
would  not  be  moved  a  single  inch,  or  af- 
fected in  the  slightest  degree,  if  this  coud- 
iry  was  to  declare  a  free  trade  in  com  to- 
morrow. In  point  of  fact,  the  tariff  of 
America  was  not  maintained  for  protACtioB, 
but  for  revenue.  All  parties  in  America 
disclaimed  the  principle  of  protection,  and 
if  American  corn  was  admitted  into  this 
country  to-morrow  free  of  any  duty  what- 
ever, it  would  not  make  any  alteiutiOB  ia 
their  tariff.  With  respect  to  Canada,  the 
law,  Bi  it  at  present  stood,  admitted  Anw- 
rican  corn  into  Canada  free  of  duty,  and, 
when  that  com  was  ground  into  ifourt  it 
was  admitted  into  this  countrr  at  a  *ery 
imall  duty,  which  had  averaged  very  littls 
more  than  two  shiUings  a  quarter.  If 
nothing  else  was  wanting  but  an  inlrodae- 
tion  of  com  to  set  the  manafactum  of 
Sht^ffield  into  activity,  hit  noble  Friend 
might  rest  assured  tbat  there  waa  nothing 
whatever  in  the  existing  Corn-lavri  lo 
prevent  that  return  to  prosperity.  He 
was  surprised  to  hear  the  noble  Eart  ireat 
ihii  as  s  question  merely  involving  the 
settlements  of  the  aristocracy.  The  noble 
Earl  might  have  been  (o  little  occupied 
with  considerations  respecting  hia  own 
order  as  In  be  induced  to  view  the  qoee* 
tjon  in  that  way  ;  but  he  owned  that  be 
was  surprised  to  hear  the  noble  Earl  tmt 
a  great  qiicBtion  of  this  kind  as  a  qneatiea 
of  dowries  and  joininrei.  He  hardty  knew 
any  country  in  the  world  in  whicb  aoae 
measure  of  this  kind  was  not  maintained, 
either  as  a  proteciinn  or  u  a  coBspenaa- 
tton  for  Bome  chargea  Id  which  the  land 


>  lie  taxnl  to  pay  for  the  jointures  and 
dower.'i,  idlowancca  for  younger  children 
with  which  certain  landowners  had  bur- 
thened  their  estates.  Tliat  was  an  argu-  j 
ment  which  the  )>eoplc  might  8.ty  there  i 
were  Iwo  ways  of  meeting.  They  were  ' 
certainly  indehtnl  to  the  nnhle  Kjiri  for 
(li<«-losing  the  motives  aud  the  arguments  . 
which  induced  certain  members  nf  the 
ariHtOCracy  to  pro|KMC  nnil  defend  a  corn- 
law  as  a  means  of  relieving  themselves 
from  their  burthens.  Tlic  noble  I'larl,  in 
di-fendirig  tlie  law,  had  recognised  the  faci 
that  the  low-maken  had  kept  up  the  pri(% 
of  conr  with  a  view  of  enabling  them  to 
bear  the  charges  on  the  laud.  IJut  did  it 
nut  occur  to  the  nnbtc  Earl,  that  instead  of 
paining  the  Com -I  aw  of  ISl.')  to  keep  up 
the  price  of  corn,  it  might  have  been  as  well 
if  the  jointures,  and  dowers,  and  prori- 
MoiM  for  younger  thildren,  had  licco  re- 
ducol  fmm  1 .0001.  to  800/.  or  400/.  ?  They 
might  cut  off  the  other  end  of  the  stick. 
They  might  hare  t^ikcn  the  burthens  off 
h<nd  by  lessening  jointures  and  pnivisions 
for  younger  children.  All  the  people  of 
England  ought  not  to  pay  an  increased 
price  for  their  com  in  onlcr  lo  pay  certain 
jointures.  His  noble  Friend  (Lord  Wharn- 
cliffe)  might  shake  his  head  ;  but  it  would 
be  more  just,  instead  of  laying  on  a  Corn- 
law,  to  reduce  the  incumbrances  on  land. 
He  suggested  whether  such  a  cniine  would 
not  be  a  better  remedy  than  adding  to  the 
piire  of  corn  to  relieve  themselves,  lie 
noped  the  noble  l^rl,  in  carrying  out  his 
principle,  would  give  notice  tliat  he  would 
next  Semion  bring  forward  a  motion  tn  re. 
enact  the  Corn-law  which  existed  before 
the  bte  alteration  of  thuCornJaw  of  in-lH. 
liOrd  fyiuiracliffe,  while  he  admiiiud 
the  hardships  under  which  Sheffield  was 
labouring,  differed  from  his  noble  Friend 
when  his  noble  Friend  supposed  that 
ShcfTield  would  be  relieved  if  it  were  pUc- 
ed  on  ihc  same  fooling  as  Quebec.  Did 
his  noble  Friend  really  believe  that  the 
Corn-law  caused  the  interruption  to  the 
trade  of  Shedicld »  [Earl  Fitzwilliam  . 
"  Yes,  I  do"].  It  was  his  hrm  persuasion 
that  such  waa  not  the  case.  That  taw  had 
no  influence  in  inducing  America  to  put 
on  her  high  duties,  which  were  put  on  for 
purely  fiscal  reasons,  and,  having  been 
put  on  were  the  cause  of  the  disturbance  of 
the  trade  of  Sheflield.  Thereto  mu:<t  be 
added,  that  in  past  years,  there  had  been 
great  speculations  in    Sheffield,   and  a 
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was  subject.  A  system  of  protection,  or 
by  whatever  name  else  they  pleased  to 
call  it,  was  maintained  in  every  part  of  the 
world.  France  had  it ;  so  had  Holland  ; 
and  they  found  the  same  thing  existing  in 
Spain  and  Portugal  and  other  countries ; 
and  even  in  America  itself  it  existed.  They 
had  the  President  of  America  telling  his 
fellow-citizens  that  he  did  not  think  it  safe 
for  any  country  in  the  world  not  to  main- 
tain such  a  protection  for  its  agriculture  as 
would  enable  the  people  to  exist  without 
depending  on  a  foreign  supply.  To  treat 
this  question  as  a  question  of  dowries  and 
jointures  was  to  treat  it  in  a  very  shallow 
manner.  [Earl  Fitzwilliam :  It  is  not  my 
argument.  Non  mens  hie  sermo.^  He 
believed  that  a  reasonable  and  moderate 
protection  for  agriculture  was  beneficial  to 
all  classes  of  the  community,  and  enabled 
this  country  to  secure  a  supply  of  food 
under  all  circumstances. 

Lord  Monteagle  was  desirous  to  correct 
a  mistake  of  the  noble  Lord,  in  supposing 
that  the  argument  respecting  encumbran- 
ces on  landed  property  had  come  from  his 
noble  Friend  (Earl  Fitzwilliam.)  His 
noble  Friend,  on  the  contrary,  had  ex- 
posed the  fallacy  of  that  argument.  The 
argument  had  come  from  the  other  side. 
It  had  been  used  by  the  noble  Earl 
(Mouotcashel),  and  he  believed  that  he 
was  not  the  originator  of  it ;  for,  unless 
he  was  misinformed,  the  noble  Earl  had 
high  authority  for  using  that  argument,  as 
it  had  been  made  use  of  by  a  Cabinet 
minister  during  the  present  session  of 
Parliament.  He  was  glad  that  they  had 
the  high  authority  of  the  noble  Lord 
(Ashburton)  for  exposing  the  fallacy  of 
that  argument.  He  wished  it  was  true, 
as  the  noble  Lord  had  stated,  that  the 
American  tariff  was  maintained  only  for 
the  sake  of  revenue.  If,  as  the  noble 
Lord  said,  the  Americans  disclaimed  pro- 
tection, then  they  were  wiser  than  their 
Lordships.  But  he  thought  that  if  the 
Americans  maintained  their  tariff  merely 
for  purposes  of  revenue,  then,  he  thought, 
that  if  such  was  their  object,  they  would 
have  reduced  all  duties  to  that  amount 
that  would  render  them  most  productive. 
One  word  as  to  the  petitions  presented  by 
his  noble  Friend  (the  Earl  of  Mouotca- 
shel). He  would  entreat  his  noble  Friend 
to  consider  whether  he  were  right  in  think- 
ing that  the  Irish  were  mainly  interested 
in  the  maintenance  of  those  restrictive 
aws.    He  believed  that  no  part  of  the 


empire  had  suffered  more  from  the  Corn* 
laws  than  Ireland  had  since  1815.  The 
tendency  of  that  and  all  similar  measures 
was  to  produce  a  fluctuation  of  price 
greater  than  had  ever  previously  been 
known.  It  was  well  known  that  the  com- 
petition for  land  in  Ireland  was  so  great 
that  farmers  were  induced  to  offer  a 
higher  price  than  in  many  instances  a  ju- 
dicious landlord  would  accept,  and  those 
restrictive  measures,  by  the  uncertainty 
and  fluctuation  of  price  they  occasioned, 
had  a  tendency  to  encourage  that  compe- 
tition. He  differed  from  bis  noble  Friend 
in  thinking  that  the  complaints  of  the 
Irish  people  were  at  all  Justly  attributable 
to  the  Corn-law  or  the  tariff  of  last  year. 
He  believed  that  they  were  in  no  respect 
to  blame.  The  main  cause  of  distress  in 
Ireland  was  the  want  of  employment,  and 
the  diminished  power  of  consumption  oc- 
casioned by  the  falling-off  of  their  trade. 
This  was  the  cause,  and  not  the  tariff  or 
the  Corn-law  of  last  year. 

Lord  Ashburton,  in  explanation,  said 
that  the  tariffs  alluded  to  as  having  been 
passed  in  the  United  States  were  passed 
for  purposes  of  revenue  only,  and  although 
some  of  the  States  might  have  looked  at 
them  in  a  favourable  view,  as  affording 
protection,  yet  it  was  not  for  that  object 
they  had  been  passed.  ^ 

The  Earl  of  Radnor  said,  with  respect 
to  the  fluctuations  in  the  price  of  corn 
which  had  taken  place  in  countries  which 
exported  corn  to  this  country,  that  those 
fluctuations  were  caused  by  the  operation 
of  our  Corn-laws,  for  it  was  evident  that 
the  holders  of  corn  in  such  countries  would 
raise  the  price  of  corn,  in  consequence  of 
an  increased  demand  for  corn  on  the  part 
of  England.  The  price  of  corn  was  now 
low,  and  he  must  remark  that  if  the  law 
did  not  produce  the  effect  of  raising  the 
price  of  corn,  it  gave  no  protection. 

The  Earl  of  Stradbroke  said,  that  the 
depressions  of  price  was  caused  by  the 
great  quantity  of  foreign  corn  that  had 
been  ordered  before  it  could  be  known  of 
what  description  the  harvest  would  be. 

Petitions  to  lie  on  the  Table. 

Their  Lordships  adjourned,  at  a  quarter 
past  eight  o'clock. 

HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Friday,  May  26,  1843. 

MimmEs.]    Bills.    PrivaU.—T    Hawkins's  Eitatc 
AporttdL  —  Argyllihire  Roads;    Chalgiove   Indomaet 
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to  amend  tlie  Laws  for  the  Importation  of 
Com,'  there  shall  be  levied  and  paid  the  Du- 
ties following,  Tiz. — 

**  For  every  quarter  of  wheat,  the  produce 
of  and  imported  from  Canada,  Is. 

"  For  every  barrel  of  wheat  meal  or  floor, 
the  produce  of  and  imported  fh)m  Canada, 
being  one  hundred  and  ninety-six  pounds,  a 
duty  equal  in  amount  to  the  duty  payabla  ott 
thirty-eight  gallons  auid  a  half  of  wheat." 

Lord  J.  RntteU  said,  if  he  should  mc- 
ceed  in  inducing  the  House  to  adopt  his 
amend meot,  there  were  other  words,  he* 
sides  the  pert  of  the  resolution  to  which 
he  should  first  object,  which  it  would  be 
necessary  to  omit  also.  The  words  whieli 
he  should  now  propose  to  omit  were  ilie 
whole  of  the  proposed  paragraphs  down 
to  the  words,  "  That,  in  coosideratioo.** 
He  objected  to  this  part  of  the  resulutioo, 
because  it  rendered  the  legislation  of  the 
Imperial  Parliament  contingent  upoa  that 
of  the  provincial  legislature.  That  was 
one  of  the  grounds  on  which  the  measure 
had  been  introduced  to  tlie  House.  Ha 
thought  that  the  Legislature  of  the  United 
Kingdom  should  be  free  on  that  as  oo  all 
other  measures  submitted  to  its  consi- 
deration ;  but  in  this  instance  it  was  ooC 
free,  because  the  Legblative  Assembly  of 
Canada  made  their  legislatife  act  dc«- 
pendcnt  on  our  passing  a  particular  Mea- 
sure. If,  then,  we  paued  an  act  founcM 
on  this  resolution  we  should  to  all  iutenla 
and  purposes  be  making  the  Legislature 
of  this  country  be  dependent  thus  far 
upon  that  of  Canada,  and  we  should  in 
ed'ect  restore  the  65.  duty.  If  they  passed 
the  proposed  measure  the  Legislature  of 
Canada  might  hereafter  thmk  they  had 
made  a  bad  bargain  by  the  duty  of  3s. 
per  quarter  on  tlie  wheat  imported  from 
the  United  States,  and  might  repeal  tba 
act  for  imposing  such  duty.  What  then 
would  be  the  course  left  for  this  country 
to  purauc  7  Would  it  not  be  necessary  for 
the  Imperial  Legislature  to  alter  the  pn»- 
posed  law  so  as  to  meet  the  new  stale  of 
the  case  ?  In  a  word,  the  whole  queitioa 
would  be  complicated  by  making  a  legisla- 
tive enactment  of  the  Imperial  Parliament 
dependent  on  an  act  of  the  Legislature  of 
Canada.  f)n  these  grounds  he  objecled 
to  this  part  of  the  resolution  and  condiMlcd 
by  moving  its  omission. 

Lord  Stanley  might  appeal  to  the  righll 
hon.  (tentlcman  the  Member  for  Perls* 
mouth  (Mr.  I  ng)  to  ans«  r  Ihcebiec* 
lion  of  the  1  e  Lord—for  that  n^ 
hon.  ( 


lAMghUNi  Biunnl  Indomn  i  Saltooab  Harbour  t   Ken- 
Ush  Town  Paving ;  Liverpool  Watering ;  SouthamiKuo 
CXinetcry ;  Andcnton  Improvement  and  Police 
.V     and  pMKd :  —  Dannbridge  Road  (No.  S) ;  Gla^w 

Mnriiio  ImuranOB. 
Pktitionb  Prbbkiitsd.  By  Mchtb.  B.  Ilawcf,  Ewart,  W. 
o.  Stanley,  R.  Yoriic,  Waid,  O.  Berkeley,  B.  Smitii, 
Standiah,  BiMMld,  Le«kr,  W.  Cowper,  Aldam,  Barnard, 
M.  l>hUipi,  Thcmelyt  T.  lyEynoouit,  J.  Jcrvb,  Evans, 
Villien,  S.  Cra«rford«  Cobdon,  P.  Howard,  P.  Scroiic, 
Tiifbell,  and  O.  Byng,  Sin  O.  Grey,  O.  Strickland,  J. 
Duke,  O.  Staunton,  and  B.  Hall*  Lotdi  Dunean,  Arundel, 
II.  Gttwvonor,  and  LiatowcU*  tha  Lord  Blayor,  Captain 
PcchcU,  Cokmel  Wood,  and  Ooloncl  Paget,  tnm  an 
imormous  number  of  placca,  agaimt  the  Faetorto  Bill ; 
and  by  Mr.  S.  Wottley,  fkom  ten  plaoat,  In  fiivour  of  tlw 
same — By  Momn.  Bennett,  and  Noeid,  and  Sir  John 
Tyrcll,  (Vom  flfloen  placet,  against  the  Canada  Com 
BiU.>.By  Mr.  Hutt,  and  other  hon.  Mcmbcn,  fhim  a 
number  of  pfauses,  flbr  the  Total  and  Immediate  Repeal 
of  the  Com4awi.  —  From  Newcastle,  for  carrying  out 
Rowland  Hill's  Plan  of  Post-Oflloc  Rcfiirm.— Pnim  six 
pbRcs,  against  tho  Union  of  the  Sees  of  SU  Asaph  and 
Ilangur. — From  York,  for  a  mensure  to  compel  the  l^y- 
inLtit  of  Church  Rates.  —  From  Lambeth,  for  the  Re- 
d(nnption  of  the  Bridge  Tolls. — From  Tomrcgan,  agaimt 
any  fUrther  Grant  to  Maymwih  Colkgo  \  ami  Ibr  Edu- 
cation in  Irdand.  —  From  Baliinasloc,  for  Knoouraglng 
ihu  Church  Education  Society's  Schools.  —  From  Sack- 
villc  Walter  Lane  Fox,  Eni.  M.P.,  against  the  County 
Couru  Bill.— From  the  Bakcn  of  Watcrfionl,  agafant 
Night-Work. 

Canada  Corn-Law.]  House  io  com* 
niittee  on  the  Canadian  corn  resolutions. 

Lord  Stanley  moved  the  foHowing  reso- 
lution : — 

"llialon  llicl2lh  day  of  October,  1842, 
all  act  was  passed  by  tlic  Legislative  Council 
and  ]iC^islativc  Assembly  of  the  Province  of 
Canada,  and  reserved  by  the  (M)vernor-Gcne- 
rul  for  the  signiiication  of  her  Majesty*8  plea- 
sure, im^iosing  a  duty  uf  3s.  sterling  money  of 
(ireat  Hrilain  on  each  imperial  quarter  of 
wheal  imported  into  Cauada  except  from  the 
United  Kingdom  or  any  of  her  Majesty*s  no9> 
sessions,  and  being  the  growth  and  produce 
thereof. 

"  That  the  said  act  recites,  that  it  was  |>assed 
in  ihu  confident  belief  and  expectation,  that 
u|>ou  the  imposition  of  a  duty  upon  foreign 
whi'al  iini)ortcd  into  the  province,  her  Majesty 
would  be  graciously  pleased  to  recommend  to 
r.irl lament  the  removal  or  reduction  of  the 
(lutici  on  wheat  and  wheat  flour  imported  into 
the  said  United  Kingdom  from  Canada: 

''  That  in  consideration  of  tlie  duty  to  im* 
poHcd  by  the  said  act  uf  the  Legislature  of 
Canada,  it  is  expedient  to  provide  that,  if  her 
Majesty  shall  l)e  |deased  to  give  her  sanction 
to  the  .said  act,  the  duties  imposed  upon  wheat 
and  wheat  Hour,  the  pnnluce  of  and  imiwrted 
fmin  Canada  into  the  United  Kingdom,  should 
be  reduced : 

''  That,  from  and  after  a  day  to  be  named, 
and  thenceforth  during  the  continuance  of  the 
said  duty,  in  lieu  of  the  duties  now  payable  upon 
\%li(;al  and  wheat  Hour,  the  pn>diice  uf  and  im- 
ported from  Ciiiadainto  the  United  Kingdom, 
under  the  provisions  of  an  act  passed  io  tbe 

la^t  ^essiou  of  rwliaaeui|  uuituledf  'An  Act 
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view,  and  had  distinctly  stated,  that  the  | 
proper  course  to  have  pursued  last  year 
was  to  enact,  that  if  the  Legislature  of 
Canada  should  think  6t  to  impose  a  duty 
of  3s.  per  quarter  on  wheat  imported  from 
the  United  States,  in  such  case  the  ad- 
mission of  Canadian  wheat  and  Hour  im- 
ported into  this  country  would  be  subject 
to  no  more  than  a  nominal  duty.    This 
certainly  was  not  consistent  with  the  view 
taken  of  the  question  by  the  noble  Lord 
(Lord  John  Russell),  for  his  objection  was, 
tlmt  the  proposed  measure  would  make 
the  Imperial  Parliament  dependent  on  the 
Canadian    Legislature.     This    be    must 
deny.     The  course  taken  was  this:  the 
Government  waited  to  see  what  course  ihe 
Canadian  Legislature  would  take*     They 
did  take  the  course  of  imposing  a  duty  of 
35.  on  wheat  imported  into  Canada,  and 
then  ihey  asked  to  have  that  act  sanc- 
tioned by  her  Majesty  and  to  have  a  bill 
passed  such   as  was  now  proposed,  for 
allowing  their  wheat  and  flour  to  be  ad- 
mitted into  this  country  at  1$.  per  quarter. 
Surely  this  was  not  making  the  Imperial 
Legislature  dependent  on  the  provincial 
Legislature  of  Canada.    It  was  just  the 
reverse.    It  was  making  the  Canadian  Le- 
gislature dependent  on  the  view  which  the 
Imperial   Legislature  might  tak^  of  the 
case ;  but  it  was  objected  that  the  Cana- 
dian  Legislature  might  think  that  they 
had  made  a  bad  bargain,  and  might  repeal 
U)e  act  imposing  the  3s,  duty  on  the  im- 
portation of  foreign  wheat.    They  were, 
no  doubty  free  to  do  so ;  but  let  it  be  re* 
collected  that  the  act  must  receive  the 
sanction  of  the  Crown.     Let  it  also  be 
considered,  that  if  Canada  repealed  the 
3s,  duty,  she  would  thereby  lose  all  the 
beoeOt  which  she  derived  from  the  now 
proposed  measure.     It  might  happen  that 
Canada  might  be  advised  to  take  that 
course.    It  might  even  happen  that  some 
future  minister  of  the  Crown  might  ad- 
vise tbe  free  admission  of  Aoierican  corn 
into  Canada ;  but  he  would  not  trust  to 
the  discretion  of  any  future  Minister  on 
this  matter,  foi  the  bill  about  to  be  intro- 
duced would  explicitly  enact,  that   the 
free  admission,  or  what  was  nearly  so, 
of   Canadian  corn  and    flour  into  Uiis 
country  was  made  on  the  faith,   that  if 
the  conditions  on  which  it  was  based  were 
violated,  tbe  benefits  which  it  was  in- 
tended   to  confer  on  Canada  would  be 
withdrawn.     He,  hr  one,  would  never 
ask  the  agricultural  inteieit  to  agree  U) 


this  bill  without  at  the  same  time  taking 
fidl  security  for  the  due  fulfilment  of  the 
conditions  on  which  it  was  passed.  It 
would,  therefore,  be  well  known  by  Ca« 
nada  that  she  was  to  have  the  benefits 
intended  for  her  by  this  measure  so  long 
only  as,  and  no  longer  than,  the  condi- 
tions on  which  they  were  given  were  to 
remain  in  force. 

Mr.  F.  T.  Baring  was  not  disposed  to 
shrink  from  any  language  whicn  he  bad 
ever  used  with  reference  to  this  question. 
He  did  not  quarrel  with  tbe  noble  Lord's 
version  of  what  he  said,  but  be  did 
most  strongly  object  to  the  construction 
which  the  noble  Lord  had  put  upon  his 
observations.  That  construction,  be  must 
say,  was  most  unfair.  The  noble  lx)rd 
had  not  dealt  in  a  frank  and  open  way 
with  regard  to  his  intention  respecting  the 
introduction  of  Canadian  corn.  Tbe  in- 
formation conveyed  to  Parliament  was  of 
a  limited  and  partial  character.  Parlia- 
ment had  no  knowledge  of  the  noble 
Lord's  despatch,  or  what  he  was  about  to 
do.  Tbe  noble  Lord  should  have  stated 
at  the  time  what  his  proposition  was,  and, 
then,  without  any  reierence  to  tbe  ques- 
tion, whether  that  proposition  whicii  he 
had  submitted  to  the  Canadian  legislature 
wa«  a  judicious  one,  no  misunderstanding 
would  have  arisen.  He  would  ask,  whe* 
ther,  last  Session,  there  was  any  Member 
on  that  (the  Opposition)  side  of  tbe 
House  who  knew  what  the  noble  Lord 
intended  to  do  on  the  subject  of  Ca^ 
nadian  corn  ?  Whatever  the  noble  Lord 
thought  proper  to  sa^  with  regard  to 
making  the  acts  of  the  Imperial  Parliament 
contingent  upon  the  course  pursued  by  tbe 
colonial  legislature,  such  was  the  fact.  This 
act  of  Parliament  vras  necessarily  depend- 
ent upon  the  course  adopted  by  tbe  Cana- 
dian legislature.  The  Imperial  Parliament 
said,  "  If  you,"  the  Canadian  legislature, 
"  will  impose  a  duty  of  3s.  a  quarter,  we  wiH 
remove  certain  restrictions  which  now 
exist  upon  the  introduction  of  Canadian 
corn  into  this  country."  Such  was  the 
fair  and  legitimate  construction.  It  was 
not  always  easy  to  understand  tbe  meaning 
of  the  noble  Lord. 

Lord  Stanley  did  not  think  the  noble 
Lord's  explanation  satisfactory.  The  noble 
Lord  said,  that  the  acts  of  the  Imperial 
Parliament  were  made  contingent  or  de- 
pendeat  upon  the  colonial  legislature.  He 
sai4«  that  such  was  not  the  fact,  and  for 
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they  legislated  on  the  subject  of  Canadian 
corn,  they  knew  what  course  the  legisla- 
ture of  Canada  had  adopted.  Acting 
upon  the  principle  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Portsmouth,  that  House  would  have 
been  dependent  upon  the  acts  of  the 
colonial  legislature.  The  proposition  which 
had  been  submitted  to  Parliament  was  not 
contingent,  but  consequent,  upon  the  mea- 
sure which  had  passed  the  colonial  legisla- 
ture with  regard  to  the  duty  upon  American 
wheat  imported  into  the  Canadas. 

Lord  J.  Russell :  Supposing  the  legisla- 
ture of  Canada  were  anxious  to  repeal 
the  bill  in  consequence  of  its  being  ob- 
noxious to  the  people  of  the  country,  the 
noble  Lord  said,  as  long  as  he  remained 
a  Minister  of  the  Crown  he  would  not 
consent  to  that  repeal.  That  recommend- 
ation the  noble  Lord  would  make  without 
any  reference  to  the  opinions  of  the  people 
of  Canada.  He  considered  the  argument 
of  the  noble  Lord  perfectly  untenable. 
He  purposed  to  bind  Canada  to  a  measure 
which  might  ultimately  prove  burthensome 
to  the  country.  The  reasoning  of  the 
noble  Lord  had  not  satisfied  him  of  the 
propriety  of  the  course  which  he  proposed 
to  adopt. 

Lord  Stanley  wished  the  House  to  take 
a  security  that  neither  he  nor  any  other 
Minister  of  the  Crown  would  permit  the 
logislaturc  of  Canada  to  repeal  an  act  of 
ti)e  British  Parliament,  passed  for  the 
purpose  of  granting  a  boon  to  Canada. 
Should  the  colonial  legislature  pass  an 
act  repealing  the  one  which  imposed  a 
duty  upon  American  wheat,  then  he  re- 
served to  Parliament  the  privilege  of  re- 
considering whether  they  ought  to  allow 
Canadian  corn  to  come  into  this  country 
at  a  reduced  rate  of  duty. 

(Colonel  Sibthorp  de])cnded  more  on  the 
legislature  of  Canada  than  on  the  noble 
Member  for  London,  the  right  hon.  Mem- 
l>er  fur  Portsmouth,  or  the  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Taunton,  lie  was  not  in  favour  of 
thi'se  resolutions,  but  he  could  not  coun- 
tenance any  underhand  means  of  defeating 
them.  The  noble  Lord,  the  Member  for 
J^undon,  entertained  very  ditlcrcnt  opin- 
ions when  he  was  Member  for  a  county 
from  those  he  now  promulgated.  He  did 
not  know  whether  the  hospitable  enter- 
tainments at  the  Mansion-house  had  any 
eOcct  in  alterin<i  his  views.  He  could  tell 
(he  noble  Lord  that  his  present  supporter 
(Mr.  Cobden)  came  from  Lincoln  with  a 
ilea  in  his  ear.    Thcic  a  fotc  of  tliaoks 


was  proposed  to  him,  and  seconded  by 
whom  did  they  suppose  ?  Not  by  a  far- 
mer, but  a  shoemaker  of  the  name  of 
Roebuck. 

Mr.  Labouchere  did  not  mean  to  follow 
the  gallant  Member  through  his  discuraive 
speech.  His  opinion  had  been  quoted 
the  other  night  as  if  he  had  suggested 
that  this  measure  should  be  refused  to  the 
colonial  legislature.  Now,  he  thought, 
that  the  more  convenient  and  constila- 
tional  course  on  an  occasion  of  this  aort 
was,  that  the  Imperial  Parliament,  which 
confessedly  enjoyed  the  power  of  regulat- 
ing trade,  should  dispose,  in  the  firal  in- 
stance, of  a  measure  which  not  only 
affected  Canada,  but  our  commercial  in- 
terests generally. 

Sir  R.  Peel  said,  that  nothing  could  be 
further  from  his  intention  than  to  nia- 
represent  what  had  fallen  from  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman.  The  impression  on  hia 
mind  always  had  been,  and  it  still  re- 
mained, that  when  the  Customs  Dotiea 
Bill  was  before  the  House,  and  his  right 
hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Gladstone)  proposed  to 
impose  a  duty  of  35.  on  American  flour 
imported  into  Canada,  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman and  the  noble  Lord  expressed  a 
strong  objection  to  that  step  being  taken 
by  the  Imperial  Legislature,  and  said  it 
ought  to  originate  with  the  Canadian 
Legislature.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
said  that  if  the  Canadian  Legislature 
should  pass  a  measure  of  that  nature,  it 
would  be  for  Ministers  to  determine  whe- 
ther they  ought  to  give  the  assent  of  the 
Crown  or  not.  The  right  hon.  Grentleman 
it  was  true,  expressly  reserved  to  himself 
the  right  of  expressing  his  opinion  upon 
such  a  ineasuie,  but  the  question  was, 
whether,  in  consequence  of  what  had 
been  stated  on  that  (the  Ministerial)  aide 
of  the  House,  taken  in  connection  with 
the  (lualified  opinion  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  the  Canadian  people  might 
not  reasonably  conclude  that  if  they 
passed  a  measure  of  the  nature  referred 
to,  it  would,  probably,  receive  the  assent 
of  the  Crown. 

Mr.  T.  Duncombc  protested  against 
the  monstrous  and  unconstitutional  doc- 
trine which  had  been  broached  by  the 
noble  Lord  the  Secretary  for  the  Coloniea. 
The  noble  Lord  pro|iosed  to  insert  certain 
words  in  the  resolution,  because,  as  he 
said,  he  would  not  trust  a  future  Minister 
to  deal  with  the  matter.  It  was  evident 
that  the  measure  was  intended  to  be  a 
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final  one,  and  the  words  were  introduced 
merely  for  the  purpose  of  bamboozling 
the  country  Gentlemen.  He  was  aware 
that  the  country  Gentlemen  were  in  an 
awkward  position  just  now.  What  be* 
tween  their  pledges  to  their  constituents, 
their  attachment  to  the  Government,  and 
their  antipathy  to  the  Whigs,  they  were 
in  a  most  unpleasant  predicament.  They 
smelt  a  rat,  but  did  not  know  where  to 
put  their  hand  upon  it.  He  would  tell 
them  where  the  rat  was.  It  was  in  the 
Canadian  Corn  Bill.  The  noble  Lord 
need  not  take  much  trouble  about  the  35. 
duty ;  the  Americans  would  never  pay  it, 
and  the  Canadians  would  never  collect  it. 
Oh,  but  it  was  said,  **  if  there  will  be 
smuggling  after  the  passing  of  the  bill, 
why  is  there  not  smuggling  now?''  For 
this  simple  reason,  that  we  now  collect 
the  duty  instead  of  the  Canadians.  We 
collected  a  duty  of  5s.  under  the  sliding- 
scale;  but  when  the  duty  came  to  be 
collected  in  Canada,  the  country  Gentle- 
men might  depend  upon  it  that  it  would 
never  be  realized.  Don't  let  the  country 
Gentlemen  hereafter  say  that  they  bad 
been  deceived.  The  measure  was  in- 
tended to  be  a  final  one ;  but  the  noble 
Lord  had  no  right  to  fetter  the  course 
which  any  future  Minister  might  pursue 
with  respect  to  this  subject.  The  noble 
Lord  had  no  business  to  consider,  nor 
had  the  House  any  business  to  speculate 
upon  what  might  be  the  opinions  of  a  fu- 
ture Minister.  No  Minister  could  act 
unless  he  were  supported  by  a  majority 
of  the  House  of  Commons. 

Lord  Worsley  was  understood  to  ex- 
press an  opinion  that  the  amendment  be- 
fore the  House  did  not  go  far  enough,  and, 
therefore,  he  would,  after  the  division, 
propose  the  amendment  of  which  he  had 
given  notice. 

Colonel  Wyndham :  Sir,  I  can  tell  the 
hon.  Member  for  Finsbury,  that  I,  for 
one,  am  not  deceived,  and  never  have 
been  deceived.  I  was  one  of  the  first  to 
speak  loudly  against  the  Corn  Bill  which 
the  Government  brought  forward  last  Ses- 
sion. I  opposed  it  in  London  and  in  the 
country.  I  am  determined,  as  long  as  I 
sit  in  this  House,  to  oppose  everything 
that  is  connected  with  free-trade.  I  wish 
to  stand  fairly  in  the  eyes  of  my  constitu- 
ents, and  I  wish  to  stand  fairly  in  the 
eyes  of  the  country.  I  voted  against  the 
motion  of  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Taunton  the  other  night  because  it  was  a 


free-trade  motion,  and  I  shall  vote  against 
the  Canadian  Corn  Bill  because  that  also 
is  a  free- trade  measure,  and  that  is  not 
what  I  like.  When  the  Corn-law  Bill  was 
under  discussion  last  year,  we  were  told 
that  we  should  have  wheat  ranging  from 
545.  to  585.  If  I  am  wrong,  correct  me ; 
but  I  believe  I  am  right.  Well,  what  has 
been  the  fact  ?  Wheat  has  been  ten  or 
twelve  shillings  below  the  promised  figure ; 
and  let  me  ask  the  House  —  and  it  is 
unanswerable  common  sense,  too — if  Mi- 
nisters have  been  wrong  in  one  set  of 
figures,  why  should  they  not  be  wrong  in 
another  set  of  figures  ?  Look  at  the 
right  hon.  Gentlemen  who  are  sitting 
there.  Are  they  practical  men  who  know 
anything  about  agriculture?  Take  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade,  for  instance;  I  very 
much  doubt  whether  he  knows  a  cow  from 
a  donkey,  or  a  plough  from  a  wheelbarrow. 
The  agriculture  of  England  is  the  perma- 
nent interest  of  the  country;  but  it  is 
made  a  handle  of.  Now  I  think  I  have 
explained  my  vote. 

The  committee  divided,  on  the  question 
that  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out 
stand  part  of  the  question. — Ayes  203 ; 
Noes  94 :  Majority  109. 

List  of  the  Ayes. 


A'Court,  Capt. 
ActoD,  Col. 
Ainsworth,  Peter 
Allix,  J.  P. 
Arbuthnottj  hon.  H. 
Ark  Wright,  G. 
Ashley,  Lord 
Bailey,  J. 
Bailey,  J.  jun. 
Baillie,  Col. 
Baillie,  H.  J. 
Baldwin,  B. 
Bankes;  G. 
Baring,  hon.  W.  B. 
Barrington,  Visct. 
Bell,  M. 
Bernard,  Visct. 
Blackstone,  W.  S. 
Boldero,  U.  G. 
Borthwickj  P. 
Botfield,  B. 
Broadley^  H. 
Broadwood,  H. 
Brooke,  Sir  A.  B. 
Brownrigg,  J.  S. 
Bruce,  Lord  £. 
Buckley,  £. 
Bulkeley,  Sir  R.  B.  W. 
Buller,  Sir  J.  Y. 
Bonboiy,  T. 
BuneU^SirCM. 


Campbell,  Sir  H. 
Cardelly  £. 
Carlwright,  W.  R. 
Chelsea,  Visct. 
Chetwode,  Sir  J. 
Cholmondeley,  hn.  H. 
Christopher,  U.  A. 
Clayton,  R.  R. 
Clerk,  Sir  G. 
Clive,  hoD.  R.  H. 
Cochrane,  A. 
Collett,  J. 
Colquhoun,  J.  C. 
Compton,  U.  C, 
Connolly,  Col. 
Corry,  rt.  hon.  H. 
Courtney,  Lord 
Cress  well,  B. 
Curteis,  H.  B. 
Damer,  hon.  CoL 
Davies,  D.  A.  S. 
Dawnay,  hon.  W.  H. 
Denison,  E.  B. 
Dickinson,  F.  H. 
Divett,  £. 
Douglas,  Sir  H. 
Douglasi  Sir  C.  £. 
Douro,  Marquis  of 
Drummondy  H.  H. 
Dugdale,  W.  S. 
Danoombe|hoB«Af 
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Du  Pre,  C.  G. 
Katoii,  R.  J. 
Kgcrton,  \\\  T. 
Figerton,  Sir  I*. 
VAioi,  Lord 
Ktcott,  D. 
Farnliam,  £.  B. 
Fellowesy  £. 
Fitimaurice,  hon.  W. 
Folletl,  Sir  W.  W. 
FfolUott,  J. 
Foreslcr,hn.G.C.W. 
Fox,  S.  L. 
Fuller,  A.  E. ' 
(jladstonc,rt.ho.W.£. 
Gladstooe,  Capt. 
(iordou,  liOQ.  CapU 
Guring,  C. 
(fOulburD,  rt.hon.  II. 
Graham,  rt.  hoo  Sir  J. 
Greenall,  P. 
Grirosditch,  T. 
Griinston,  Visct. 
Grogan,  K. 
liale,  K.  B. 
IIairon],Il. 
Ilaroilton,  J.  II. 
Ilamiltofiy  G.  A. 
Hamilton,  W.J. 
Hamilton,  Lord  C. 
Hampden,  R. 
ilanmcr,  Sir  J. 
Ilarcourt,  G.  G. 
nardinge,rt.lin'.Sir  11. 
Hcneage,G.  11.  W. 
Ilcnlcy,  J.  W. 
Hcnnikcr,  Lord 
Hepburn,  Sir  T.  B. 
Herbert,  lion.  S. 
llervey.  Lord  A. 
Hillbl)oroygli,  Earl  of 
Holmes,  lion.  W.  A'C 
Hope,  Ikhi.  C 
Hope,0.  W. 
Hornby,  J. 
Houlditworth,  T. 
Howard,  1*.  11. 
Hu^^hcs.  W.  B. 
Iiiglis,  Sir  R.  H. 
Irving,  J. 
James,  W. 
.lames.  Sir  W.  C. 
Jcrmyn,  F.arl 
.locelyn,  Vi5Ci. 
.luliustoue.  Sir  J. 
Junes,  Capt. 
Kclburiic,  Visct. 
Kelly,  F.  R. 
Komblc,  11. 
her,  1).  S. 

K  natclibiill,rt  Jiii.SirR 
Kiii^lit,  H.  G. 
Lainbtoii,  li. 
l^iNcellcs,  boo.  W.  S. 
Lawion,  A. 
U'iK  G.  C. 
Lcinott,  Sir  C* 


Liddell,  hon.  II.  T. 
Lincoln,  Earl  of 
Lindsay,  11.  IL 
Lowther,  J.  II. 
Lyall,  G. 
Lygon^  hon.  Gen. 
Mackenzie,  T. 
Mackenzie^  W.  F. 
McGeachy,  F.  A. 
Mahoo,  Visct. 
Manners,  Lord  C.  S. 
Manners,  Lord  J. 
Marsham,  ViscU 
Masterman,  J. 
Mcyoell,  Capt. 
Mildmay,  H.  St.  J. 
Allies,  P.  W.  S. 
Mordaunt,  Sir  J. 
Morgan,  O. 
Mundy,  E.  M. 
Murray,  C.  R.  S. 
Newport,  ViscU 
Newry,  Viscu 

Norrcys,  Lord 
O'Drieo,  A.  S. 

Pakington,  J.S. 

Palmer,  R. 

Patten,  J.  W. 

Peel,  rt.  ho.  Sir  R. 

Peel,  J. 

Plumptre,J.P. 

Polhitl,  F. 

Pollington,  Visct. 

Praed,  W.  T. 

Pringic,  A. 

RcptOD,  G.  W.J. 

Round,  C.  G. 

Round,  J. 

Kushbrooke,  Col. 

Russell,  G. 

Sandon,  Visct. 
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Go  the  original  question  being  again 
put, 

LorI  Worsley  rose  to  propoee  bis  amend- 
ment. He  contended  that  when  the  C«n« 
law  Bill  of  last  Session  was  under  consider- 
ation, the  Government  gave  no  intimatioa 
of  their  intention  to  propose  the  present 
measure.  It  had  completely  taken  tha 
agriculturists  by  surpnsc.    Could  it  bo 
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otherwise?  ParliMnent  met  on  the  8rd 
nf  February,  lost  year.  On  the  same 
day,  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  the  First 
l/)r(l  of  the  Treasury  gave  notice  of  his 
intention,  on  an  early  day,  to  more  that 
the  House  resolve  itself  into  a  committee 
of  the  whole  House,  to  take  into  consider^ 
ation  the  laws  relating  to  the  importation 
of  corn.  On  the  9th  of  February  he 
brought  fbnvard  his  motion,  and  in  detaiU 
iug  his  proposed  alteralious  said, 

"  It  was  due  also  to  the  Iknportance  of  the 
subject,  that  her  Majesty's  Government  should 
undertake,  on  their  own  responsibility,  to  pro- 
pose a  measure  (or  the  adjustment  of  this 

question." 

And  he  also  said, 

*'  There  are  some  who  will  admit  of  no  mo- 
dification whatever  in  those  laws  as  the^  now 
exist.  Mv  firm  belief  is,  that  that  party  m  this 
country  is  exceedingly  limited  in  number.  I 
do  believe  that  among  the  agriculturists  them- 
selves, there  is  a  prevailing  feeling  that  the 
Corn-laws  may  be  altered  with  advantage.*' 

He  was  ready  to  admit  that  the  agri- 
culturists wished  for  an  alteration  in  the 
lower  part  of  the  scale ;  thev  thought  that 
there  might  foe  annendment  in  it,  but  they 
did  not  wish  for  so  extensive  an  alteration 
as  was  made.  But  could  it  be  said  now, 
that  the  agriculturists  asked  for  chaqge  ? 
Were  the  Government  in  ignorance  of  the 
county  meetings  that  were  held  to  oppose 
this  very  measure?  And  he  contended 
that  no  jpersoDs  in  this  country  would  have 
ex{>ccted  a  further  change  in  these  laws  ; 
for  in  the  same  speech  to  which  he  had 
referred  the  right  hon.  Baronety  after  giv- 
ing the  new  scale  of  duties  to  be  imposed 
on  tlie  foreign  corn  imported,  went  on  to 
say, 

^  And  now  I  must  enter  into  a  short  expla- 
nation respecting  colonial  wheat.  The  law 
witli  respect  to  it  was  to  this  effect,  that  Bri- 
tish colonial  wheat  and  flour  shall  be  imported 
into  this  country  at  a  duty  of  5f.  whenever  the 
price  of  British  is  below  6Tl.,  that  when  the 
price  of  British  wheat  exceeds  67s*,  it  shall 
then  be  admissible  at  a  duty  of  6d,  (And  than 
he  went  on  to  say)  "  we  propose  to  make  this 
arrangement  respecting  colonial  wheat.'* 


The  right  hon.  Baronet  then 
the  scale  of  duties  which  are  now  in  force ; 
but  said  not  one  word  of  an  intention  o(F 
further  alterations.  But  the  noble  Lord, 
the  Secretary  of  the  Cok)n]es,  said,  that 
on  the  motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Limerick  (Mr.  O'Brien)  oo  Feb.  28th,  he 
used  words  which  jvatified  hin  in  say- 
ing the  Moabers  oi«ght  not  to  ]ia?e  toen 


ignorant  of  their  alteration  ;  but  he  (Lord 
Worsley)  believed  that  it  was  that  motion 
which  prompted  the  noble  Lord  to  write 
the  despatch  dated  March  2nd,  which  is 
the  first  intimation  we  have  of  such  a 
measure  being  proposed  by  the  Govern- 
ment, but  which  had  not  come  to  light  till 
this  Session ;  indeed,  on  tlie  18th  of  April, 
Lord  Ripon,  in  moving  the  second  reading 
of  the  Corn  Importation  Bill  in  the  f^ouse 
of  Lords,  annoUHoed  the  scale  oi  duties 
now  in  force,  but  never  hinted  either  at 
the  despatch  of  the  2nd  of  Maidi,  or  of 
any  intention  of  her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment at  a  future  time  to  alter  the  scale. 
The  Government  represented  that  they  were 
bound  in  honour  to  propose  the  measure 
for  the  advantage  of  Canada ;  but  he  was 
under  no  such  obligation,  and,  tberefora, 
exercising  his  discretion  an  an  independent 
Member  of  Parliament,  he  would  offer  it 
all  the  opposition  in  his  power.  The  G6- 
vernment  ought  to  be  extremely  cautious, 
paKicularly  at  a  period  of  depi^ssioa,  how 
they  excited  fr^  apprehensions  among 
the  agriculturists.  The  altemtion  of  last 
vear  was  not  expected  b^  them.  They  had, 
however,  submitted  to  it,  and  their  aub- 
mission  ought  to  have  obtained  for  theoi  a 
forbearance  finom  measui^  oakulated  still 
noie  to  militate  against  their  interarta. 
The  fiairBiers  were  naturaily  alarmed  bf 
the  measure  now  ^x>posed.  l^ey  thought 
reasonably  enough  that  what  was  given  to 
Canada  could  not  well  be  refused  to  the 
other  coionieB,  and  thus  the  ooBsequeocea 
of  what  Goferament  now  protNMed  to  do 
might  extend  furthor  than  even  the  au« 
thwe  of  the  measme  themselvea  contem- 
plated. In  1833,  at  a  time  of  gieat  de- 
pression— when  certainly  wheat  was  lower 
than  noiTt  but  other  agrioultmal  pro- 
duce fetched  higher  prices  —  a  osai* 
mittee  was  appointed  to  inquire  isto  tie 
caaees  of  agricultural  distress.  The  le. 
port  of  that  committee  was  generally  sua. 
posed  to  hare  been  drawn  up  by  tlw  right 
MB.  Baronet  •pposite(Sir  JaaKs  Gmhaai), 
whoy  in  the  report,  particularly  ui^ged  for- 
bearaaoe  from  all  aaneoessary  iaterfereaoe 
with  the  agricultoral  interest^ 
ata 


**  Your  committee  assure  the  House  that 
they  are  deeply  impressed  with  the  caution 
which  nppean  to  them  necessary  in  drawing 
any  general  conclnsions,  or  in  ofifering  any 
positive  opinioiis,  when  national  laOereaU  of 
siidi  vital  importance  are  cowocmed^  wheia 
doubts  so  laasoBable  ensi,  and  whefo  trrois 
so  Mai  aHijr  bf  eoBimitled«   Vmjf  tmrn^ 
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•  that  (he  apiculiure  of  the  kingdom  la  the  |  which  he  said  had  be«i  so  leduloUaljr  dlt> 
Ant  or  all  ill  concetni,  the  foundBiion  of  all  [  ecmjoatcd  amongat  the  hrmcn  in  thia 
M  prosperity,  in  every  other  matter  by  which    country.      He  iK^gctl   to  asiiirc  the  noUe 


that  prospcritv  is  produced  ;'  and  ibcy  cannot 
Torget  what  Mr.  Burke  hai  ao  truly  staled, 
'  tliat  it  is  a  perilous  ihiog  to  iry  experimenli 
on  the  farmer — on  the  farmer  whose  capital  is 
e  feeble  than  commonty  is  imagined— 


Lord  he  had  ncTer  miarcnreseDted  ' 
measure  ;  so  hr  from  it,  he  had  stated  the 
measure  to  be  what  the  oohic  Laid  lud 
described  it  to  him  in  a  letter,  an  « 


whose  trade  is  a  rery  poor  oi 


■,  for  it 


to  great  risks  and  losses;  the  capital, 
it  is,  ii  turned  but  once  in  the  year;  in  some 
bianchei  it  requires  c*en  three  years  before 
the  money  is  repaid  ;'  and  allliough  it  is  in  the 
power  of  the  Legislature  to  do  much  evil,  yet 
It  can  do  little  positive  good  by  frequent  inter. 
fereace  with  agricultural  industry.  If  these  be 
general  principles  which  are  true  in  ordinary 
times,  the  peculiar  circumstances  of  the  present 
moment  require  also  peculi 
elusion,  your  committee  avow  their  opinion 
that  hopes  of  melioration  in  the  condition  of 
the  landed  interest  rest  rather  on  (he  cai 
forbearance  than  on  tlie  active  interpositi 
Parliament." 

Why  did  the  right  hon.  Baronet  nm 
upon  principles  so  opposed  to  those  which 
he  then  advocated  }  He  was  by  no  means 
convinced  that  a  great  deal  of  American 
wheat  would  not  be  smuggled  into  Canada. 
American  wheat  was  better  in  quality  than 
Canadian,  and  the  Canadians  would  there- 
fore find  it  much  to  their  advantage  to  ^t 
American  wheat  to  mix  with  Canadian 
flour  for  the  English  market.  He  did  not 
recollect  any  time  since  the  noble  Lord 
(Lord  John  Russell)  propo«ed  his  fixed 
duty  of  eight  shilling*,  when  there  was  bo 
much  agitation  among  the  agriculturists 
as  there  was  at  present.  He  regretted  the 
nevesaity  under  whicli  he  had  lelt  himself 
of  intruding  on  the  House  the  amendment 
with  which  he  was  about  to  conclude.  It 
was  certainly  his  intention  to  press  it  to 
a  division;  for  if  hu  allowed  the  resolu- 
tions to  pass  in  committee  unoppoecd,  he 
could  not  feel  justified  in  op|)oaing  the 
second  reading  of  the  bill,  to  be  founded 
on  those  resolutions.  He  could  not  ace 
why,  when,  in  spile  of  the  income  tax, 
Ihmi  was  a  deficiency  of  two  millioiu  and 
a  half  in  the  revenue,  so  much  of  the  duty 
was  to  be  abandoue<l  here,  and  be  given  to 
the  Canadians,  who  weie  lightly  taxed. 
They  wcru  nut,  liLc  the  ^riculturists 
here,  askioff  for  protection.  Tlicy  wished 
to  export  ul  they  ^rew,  and  to  consume 
wheat  from  America;  such  being  the 
case,  the  interest  of  the  Canadian  con. 
Bunicr  clearly  was  to  get  wheal  from  Ame- 
rica as  cheap  as  [Missible.  The  noble  Lord 
the  Secretary  of  the  col  on  res,  complained 
the  other  night  of  the    ' 


iect  I  '^Py  "^  which,  to  his  surprise,  be  saw  had 


been  read  at  a  meeting  in  Essex.  Tb« 
noble  Lord  concluded  by  moving,  as  an 
amendment,  to  leave  out  from  the  word 
"  Canada,"  at  the  end  of  the  second  pan- 
graph,  to  the  words  "  ITiat  from  and  after,'* 
at  the  beginning  of  the  fourth  pangniphf 
in  order  to  insert  the  worda, 

"  That  it  is  inexpedient  to  make  an  altera- 
tion in  (he  provisions  of  the  act  of  last  'iiwiiai, 
regulating  the  dudes  on  the  importation  of 
corn,  by  which  alteration  the  protection  in- 
tended to  be  given  (o  the  British  producer  at 
wheat  no  longer  rests  on  duties  which  are  im- 
posed by  tlie  Imperial  Legislatnre,  and  the 
S reduce  of  which  is  not  available  in  aid  of  the 
urtben  of  taxation  under  which  this  country  is 
now  labouTing." 

Hr.  Lindsay  was  undersliXKl  to  »j, 
that  iF  the  resolutions  propoaed  by  tha 
noble  Lord  (Lord  Sunley)  had  beo> 
brought  forwani  now,  for  the  fint  time,  lod 
unconnected  with  any  other  meatore,  be 
should  have  do  hesitation  in  giving  to  the 
resolutions  his  humble  but  most  deleiw 
mined  opposition  ;  but  viewing  the  pretMt 
measure  as  a  part  of  the  great  policy  of 
last  year,  he  was  disposed  to  look  upon  it 
in  a  very  different  light.  He  repndialod 
the  idea  that  any  deceit  had  been  prae- 
lised  by  the  noble  Lord.  Tbe  whole 
tenour  of  that  noble  Lord's  life  waa  agaJnat 
the  supposition  that  he  would  be  capable 
of  bringing  forward  any  measure  in  a  aar- 
reptrtious  manner.  He  therefore  woald 
cordially  support  the  measure  propoaed  1^ 
her  Majesty's  Government. 

Mr.  Ileniey  said,  he  had  carefully  read 
the  speeches  delivered  last  Session  by  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  at  the  head  of  her 
Majesty's  Government,  by  the  right  bos. 
Gentleman  (he  President  of  tbe  Board  of 
Trade,  and  by  the  noble  Lord,  the  Secie- 
(ary  of  -State  for  tbe  Coloniea,  and  be 
would  maintain  that  do  man  could,  from 
those  speeches,  have  bad  any  groond  Ibr 
expecting  a  measure  like  the  preaenu  He 
could  not  agree  that  the  measure  waa  a 
small  one.  It  was  a  very  great  coknial 
measure  ;  and  he  coald  not  see  tbe  lent 
reason  why,  if  this  boon  waa  gnntcd  lo 
one  colony,  it  should  be  rcfuwd  to  the 
other   coloaia.      New    " 
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Prince  £dward*8  Island  had,  by  their 
loyalty,  entitled  themselves  to  quite  as 
much  consideration  as  Canada,  and  if 
they  could  not  grow  any  great  surplus  of 
corn,  they  might  be  anxious  at  least  to 
participate  in  the  transit  trade.  Why 
should  tbey  not  be  treated  as  an  integral 
part  of  the  empire  quite  as  much  as 
Canada?  They  were  told  that  the  power 
existed,  under  the  present  law,  of  import- 
ing American  corn  by  grinding  it  in  Ca- 
nada, and  that,  in  this  respect,  very  little 
change  would  be  made  by  the  bill  about 
to  be  brought  in ;  but  the  existence  of 
such  a  power  was  not  generally  known, 
and  he  believed  there  were  not  even  many 
Members  of  that  House  to  ^hom  it  was 
known.  Another  objection  he  had  to  the 
measure  was  the  entire  ignorance  of  the 
House  as  to  what  the  clTect  of  the  pro- 
posed change  was  likely  to  be.  He  was 
himself  a  sincere  advocate  of  the  sliding- 
scale,  because  he  thought  that  when  corn 
was  cheap  the  home  grower  ought  to  have 
the  Brst  chance  of  the  market,  and  when 
it  was  dear  he  did  not  think  that  it  ought 
to  be  made  dearer  by  keeping  food  out  of 
the  country.  The  proposed  measure  was 
in  direct  opposition  to  the  principle  of  the 
sliding-scale.  It  was  equivalent  to  a  fixed 
duty  on  all  corn  that  could  be  imported 
into  this  country.  On  Dantzic  corn  he 
thought  the  fixed  duty  would  be  about 
I5s.  a  quarter,  for  shipowners  could  easily 
be  found  to  carry  Dantzic  com  to  Canada, 
and  bring  it  back  to  England  as  colonial 
com.  It  might  be  that  a  fixed  duty  of 
I5t,  would  be  more  than  Dantzic  com 
could  bear,  and  that,  therefore,  no  such 
operations  would  be  carried  on  ;  bat  the 
power  would  be  there.  They  had  talked 
a  great  deal  about  panics ;  but  he  thought 
if  there  was  anything  that  was  calculated 
to  make  a  man  button  up  his  breeches 
pocket  and  do  nothing,  it  was  this  con- 
stant tampering  and  tinkering  with  a  great 
measure. 

Colonel  Wood  said,  there  always  was 
money  grained  as  well  as  lost  by  panics. 
With  respect  to  the  importation  of  Dantzic 
corn  through  Canada  as  Canadian  corn, 
the  power  already  existed.  A  man  could 
now  take  Dantzic  corn  to  Canada,  and 
then  introduce  it  into  England  at  a  duty 
never  higher  than  5$. ;  the  effect  of  the 
proposed  measure  would  be  to  enable  him 
to  bring  it  in  at  a  duty  of  4i. ;  3f.  in  Can- 
ada and  one  in  England.  The  only  dif- 
ference,  therefore,   between  the  present 


and  the  proposed  law,  in  this  respect, 
would  be  one  shilling.  If  this  measure 
were  to  be  submitted  to  Parliament  as  a 
new  measure,  he  would  not  be  inclined  to 
support  it,  but  he  conscientiously  believed 
that  this  was  a  part  of  the  measure  of  last 
year.  The  right  hon.  Member  for  Ports- 
mouth complained  that  they  ought  to 
have  legislated  on  this  subject  last  year ; 
but  it  was  out  of  delicacy  to  the  Canadian 
Parliament  th»t  they  had  not  legislated. 
The  origin  of  the  measure  was  the  pro* 
posal  of  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  last  year,  that  a  duty  of  3s.  per 
quarter  should  be  levied  on  all  wheat 
coming  into  Canada  from  the  United 
States.  He  thought  the  noble  Lord  the 
Secretary  for  the  Colonies  was  perfectly 
justified  in  making  an  engagement  with 
the  Canadian  legislature,  that  if  they  would 
take  proper  precautions  against  the  influx 
of  American  corn  into  the  colony,  the 
duties  on  their  own  produce  should  be 
reduced  to  a  nominal  amount^  and  Canada 
should  be  treated  as  an  integral  part  of  the 
united  kingdom.  That  proposition  was 
made  to  a  new  Parliament,  assembled  for 
the  first  time,  under  very  peculiar  circmiv- 
stances,  and  met  with  glad  acceptance. 
If  the  House  should  reject  the  proposition, 
he  would  now  leave  it  to  the  House  to 
judge  whether  they  would  not  lower  them- 
selves in  the  eyes  of  the  Canadian  legisla- 
ture and  of  the  whole  world.  He  believed 
the  present  measure  would  be  advanta- 
geous to  this  country  in  the  main,  and 
be  greatly  advantageous  to  Canada.  In^ 
stead  of  infringing  the  law  of  last  year^  it 
would  place  that  law  on  a  much  firmer 
basis  ['*  No,  no."]  Gentlemen  said  no ; 
but  what  was  the  principle  of  the  law  of 
last  year  ?  It  was,  that  the  importation  of 
foreign  corn  should  be  regelated  by  a 
scale  of  duties,  one  end  of  which  should 
be  prohibitory,  and  the  other  should  admit 
corn  into  this  country  duty  free  when  there 
was  a  deficiency  of  supply.  When  the 
price  was  under  50f .,  it  was  to  be  pre- 
sumed that  the  supply  was  equal  to  the 
demand,  and  therefore,  that  thiere  was  no 
need  of  importation  from  abroad ;  but  when 
the  price  rose,  the  supply  fell  off,  and  then 
the  question  to  be  considered  was,  whence 
would  it  be  best  to  look  for  that  supply? 
Clearly  from  a  colony  which  was  of  so 
much  importance,  and  with  which  we 
were  so  intimately  connected  as  Canada. 
Bread  at  Montreal  was,  by  the  last  ad- 
vices, at  9d.  a  loaf,  while  io  this  country 
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we  had  bretd  at  6d.  a  loaf,  which  ihowed 
that  the  growen  of  com  need  be  under  no 
appreheaiions  of  the  effects  which  would 
result  from  the  importation  to  thii  country 
of  corn  and  floor  from  Canada.  It  wa« 
for  the  interest  of  both  parties  that  the 
connection  between  Canada  and  this 
country  should  be  placed  on  the  most  tn- 
limntc  fooling,  and  lliot  we  should  remcnt 
ihe  bonds  of  atrenflh  and  ixiwerhy  which 
the  empire  should  be  knit  together.  It 
had  been  asked  why  our  other  colonies  in 
America  should  not  enjoy  tlie  same  pri- 
vileges for  the  admiiaion  of  their  produce 
to  this  country.  With  one  or  two  excep- 
lions,  the  frei^t  from  them  was  cheaper 
than  from  the  St.  Lawrence,  und  therefore 
Ihe  price  of  Canadian  corn  would  be  much 
more  nearly  assimilated  to  that  of  home- 
grown corn,  than  that  of  corn  from  any 
other  of  our  colonies  would  be.  For  ihe 
reasoni  be  had  stated,  he  should  giie  the 
measure  his  support. 

Mr.  C.  Wood  said,  the  sole  advantage 
he  had  been  able  to  discover  in  the  measure 
proposed  by  Oovcmmcnt,  won  its  nppmxi- 
matinn  to  the  principle  of  a  fixed  duty; 
nnd  his  hon.  Friend  wlio  had  jnst  spoken 
had  gone  far  to  shake  his  o]nnion  of  the 
value  of  that  solitary  advantage,  for  ac- 
eordinj;  to  him  the  measure  would  place 
the  sliding-scato  on  a  firmer  foundation 
than  over.  He  agreed  that  the  measure 
was  an  advance  to  the  principle  of  a  fixed 
duty,  Init  he  must  leave  it  to  Government 
to  reconcile  their  support  of  that  principle 
with  any  r^;ard  to  thoir  own  connstency. 
lie  would  state  shortly  the  ({rounds  on 
which  he  supported  the  amendment  pro> 
poseil  by  his  noble  Fdcnd.  He  was  per- 
ferlly  willing  to  take  tbo  measure  of  Ho- 
vcmmcnt  on  the  allowing  of  the  noble  Lord 
o{ipo!(ito,  who  stated  that  it  would  do  neither 
one  thing  nor  the  other ;  thot  it  would  not 
admit  one  gnin  fut  the  benefit  of  the  con- 
sumer, nnr  the  supposed  ailvonto^  of  the 
gniwer.  He  wus  willing  to  cunsidur  it  as 
a  (wlnnial  measure,  and  that,  although 
there  hod  been  much  exaggeration  on  tht 
siibjt-ct,  whuievcr  tlierc  was  in  the  bill, 
seemi^d,  with  the  single  exci'jitiun  of  a  fixed 
dnty,  uf  a  very  iibjectiiinuble  nature.  Thr 
measure  aflectcd,  in  the  first  )ilacc,  the  in- 
icrciiurso  between  the  United  States  und 
Canada ;  and  next,  the  intercoune  between 
('aniulaand  this  country.  'Ilic  intention 
wn.^  to  intiM^Kise  an  iMlditioual  (il)sturlr  on 
corn  cuming  frinn  the  Unilol  Slates  to 
Candida.     He  (■mifessed,  if  he  "■■•»led  an 
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ndditional  reason  for  opponng  the  mcanue, 
it  would  be  found  in  the  eiicumstance 
mentioned  by  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
lor  Brecon,  that  the  price  nf  bread  at  Mon- 
treal was  half  as  high  again  as  in  thb 
country  ;  yet  with  this  higli  rate  of  pricey 
the  House  was  adccd  to  pass  a  law  to  in- 
crease the  price  of  bread  in  the  colony. 
Tliey  hod  heard  a  great  deal  of  the  adton- 
;agc  of  protectinn  tu  agriculture,  in  raising 
(he  price  obtained  by  the  grower;  but 
could  anything  be  more  monstrous  than, 

high  n  price  in  the  colony,  to  pass  a 
law  to  raise  the  price  to  the  consumer.  It 
appeared   that  the  Canadians  thcnudves 

wish  for  a  plan  at  this  nature,  ex- 
cept in  Eo  far  as  they  expected  tu  derive 
greater  advanLigcs  from  on  increascil  im> 
pottation  to  this  country  ;  and  the  pn^maal 
of  Government  came  to  this,  that  we  were 
to  bribe  the  Canadians  to  impoac  a  faanicr 
to  their  own  supply,  to  which,  but  for  that 
conddcnition  they  would  not  consent.  It 
was  Btatol  in  the  papers  on  the  Table,  that 
but  for  the  propoml  mode  by  this  eountrj 
they  would  not  hare  passed  the  act,  and 
he  contended  that  the  bribe  we  were  about 
to  oficr  them  was  one  that  would  coat  this 
country  dear  ;  for,  as  far  as  the  intercourie 
between  Canada  and  the  United  Statea 
was  concerned,  we  were  about  to  bribe 
Canada  to  impose  a  new  protection.  With 
respect  to  the  intercourse  between  Canada 
and  this  country,  no  doubt  if  thera  wen  a 
surplus  production  of  com  in  Canada 
which  could  be  expoited  la  thia  oountiyt 
it  would  be  a  benefit  to  the  oaasuner  tlwt 
that  corn  should  come  in  at  a  low  fixed 
duty  rather  than  under  a  small  sliding- 
scale.  But  when  it  turned  out,  aa  ma  t^ 
tablishcd  by  tlic  papers  on  the  Table,  that 
there  was  no  Canadian  corn  at  all ;  that  do 
com  could  at  present  bo  brought  rnjoi  Ca- 
nada unless  it  wero  replacctl  by  American 
com,  so  far  as  the  boon  to  Canada,  or  the 
advantage  to  the  consumer  in  this  countiy 
won  cuncentcd,  the  measure  proved  tu  be 
pcHcctly  ludicrous,  and  the  importation  of 
Canadian  com,  like  that  uf  forei^  cattle, 
a  mere  bugbear  to  the  acricultu rials.  The 
noble  Lord  opixwite  had  stated  that  at  this 
moment  Ameriran  com  paying;  no  duly  at 
all  on  iia  importation  intu  Canada,  was 
ground  thero,  and  im)iortcd  la  this  country 
ut  a  duty  varying  from  Is^  IoSj.  aijuarter, 
and  he  proposed  to  sulislilute  fcr  thatamull 
sllding-icolc  a  fixed  duty  of  4«.  He  would 
nut  Ktu'-  1  inquire  whether  :i  fixed  duty  of 
4(.  '  equivalent  For  the  ave— 

du*  ■  whether  the  higher 
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wUch  had  ever  been  levied  in  pncdee  wis 
a  fair  averagB  to  take  on  whidi  to  obIcq- 
late  the  amount  of  the  commntatian.    Hie 
propoflal  came  to  thiSi  that  the  fiurmers  of 
thisoountzy  weie  to  have  the  pfotection  of 
a  fixed  duty  of  4f.  on  American  wheat  im- 
ported in  this  indiieet  mode  throoffh  Ca» 
nada,  and  the  eflfect  of  the  proposaC  after 
all,  was,  as  'stated  in  the  lesdulion,  that 
three«foQrths  of  the  duty,  instead  of  heing 
paid,  as  now  into  the  mitish  Exchequer, 
was  to  be  paid  into  the  £xcheqtt&  of 
Canada.    If  bon.  Gentlemen  would  refer 
to  a  paper  on  the  Table,  showing  the  num* 
ber  of  quarters  of  com  imported  from  Ca- 
nada  during  five  years  past,  which  th^ 
might  assume  to  be  American  com  coming 
in  a  circuitous  way,  they  would  see  that 
the  imposition  of  a  fixed  duty  of  4#«  during 
that  time  would  have  brought  into  our 
Exchequer  an  additional  sum  dT  24,000L  a- 
year.    The  proposition  of  the  noUe  tiord 
went  to  put  Ss,  out  of  the  4i.  into  the 
ExchMuer  of  Canada,  and   Is.  into  our 
own.  That  was  really  the  only  eflbct  of  the 
noble  Lord's  measure,  if  he  were  correct  in 
stating  that  it  would  make  no  difference 
whatever  in  the  imputation  of  com,  and 
that  both  to  the  consumer  and  producer  it 
was  perfectly  immaterial  whether  the  InU 
passed  or  not.    He  would  take  the  bill  on 
the  noUe  Lord's  own  showins,  and  he  sidd 
the  only  efiect  of  It  would  be  to  give 
1 8,000/.  a-y  ear  to  the  Canadians,  to  induce 
them  to  impose  a  duty  on  oom  oomfaig 
from  America,  which  they  did  not  wim 
to  impose  beomse  it  woaM  be  iii)nrions 
to  them.     An  hon.  Gendeman  had  ob- 
served die  other  night  that  the  Canadian 
Exchequer  was  very  mndi    in   want  of 
money ;  but  he  should  like  to  know  whether 
the  hon.  Member  would  consent  to  vote 
18,00M1  a-year  for  the  benefit  of  the  Ca. 
nadians.     He  thoueht  the  proposal  ei^ 
oeedbgly  objectionsible,  not  so  modi  tat 
tlie  amount  invidved  in  it,  whidi  was  not 
very  great,  but  because  it  was  part  and 
parcel  of  the  fiscal  arrangements  of  the 
right  hon.  Crentleman  to  whidi  in  priiw 
ciple  he  was  entirely  opposed.    The  prin- 
ciple of  that  armngement  was  to  impose 
very  low  duties  on  ccdonial  pioduce,  and 
of  course  to  obtain  a  minimum  of  revenne, 
and  to  impose  very  high  diffiuential  duties 
on  foreign  produce,  mi  thus  also  to  obtain 
a  minimum  oi  revenue  from  that  source* 
Then  came  the  absdute  necessrity  of  in. 
posine  a  heavy  amount  of  direct  taxation 
on  this  country.     Every  proposition  of  this 
kind,  great  or  small,  so  far  created  the  ne- 


eessity  for  imposing  that  most  odious  of 
taxes  under  thebur&en  of  whioh  the  coun- 
try was  now  labouring.    Then  as  to  the 
fine  sounding  vrords  tbt  we  were  to  treat 
Canada  as  an  integral  part  of  die  empire 
-«-if  it  were  to  be  treated  like  an  EnglUi 
county,  ou^t  it    not  to  have  its  due 
share  of  taxation  as  weU  as  of  favoun? 
He  was  of  opinion  that  while  we  p«d 
the  military  and  naval  expenses  of .  the 
ookmy>  and  gave  some  preference  to  its 
productions,  we  went  as  far  as  we  were 
bound  to  ffy,  and  that  we  were  acting  a 
most  unwise  part  for  our  own  purposes 
in  throwing  away  our    money  in  this 
manner   for  a  futile  obiect.    When  this 
principle  came  to  be  tested,  an4  the  way  in 
which  it  was  proposed  to  be  carried  out  by 
Government  examined,  it  apneared  to  lie 
absolutely  usdess.     The  notue  Lud  had 
been  asked  whether  if  our  odier  nei^- 
bouring  colonies  were  prepared  to  estab- 
lish a  similar  duty  on  foreign  com,  that 
step  would    be  met  by    a    similar  re- 
duction of  duties  on  thmr  produce  im- 
ported to  this  country  ?    The  noUe  Lord 
had  not  given  a  very  definite  answer,  but 
had  said,  '<We  must  do  this  as  to  Ca. 
nada,  because  we  proposed  it  last  year." 
Tbat  might  be  a  reason  for  his  nuking 
die  proposiont  but  he  only  removed  die  diffi- 
culty one  stcmAnther  back,  for  die  ouesdon 
rennined.    Why  did  not  the  nobte  Lord 
make  die  promisB  to  tte  other  eokmies  Iwt 
year?    Anything  note  invidious,  tnydifaq; 
more  contmr  to  tbe  spUt  whsoi  oogfat  to 
mark  oorlepsialion,  conU  notbeeonceivedf 
dum  to  ten  die  Osaadas  dat  diey  were  to 
be  treated  as  an  intend  part  of  die  empire, 
and  New  Bninswif£  and  Nofa  Seotia  that 
th^  were  not  to  be  so  treated.  Hethong^t 
this  moteimpolitie  and  unjust  towasdsdme 
eokmies  dma  any  deolaratioD  he  Imd  ever 
heard  in  dMt  Hoasoi    What  he  wished  to 
aflirm  by  the  amcadmsnt  wai^  diet  whatever 
the  amoont  of  prateetion  mi^  be^h  ought 
todqwodeoihe  British  Legidatore^  and 
not  on  that  of  Gamda ;  aadwhataiui  doty 
diece  mi^^  he  on  tbeinnoftation  of  oom 
into  this  conntiy^  the  psodnee  of  diat  dnty 
oiMht  to  he  paid  nito  the  Briliih  Exchequer, 
ana  not  into  diat  of  Canada.    He  was  en- 
tirely opposed  to  die  measme,  as  being, 
firyt,  a  meea  bribe  to  die  Canadiians  to  pMs 
a  pcotection  whidithmr  did  >iot  want;  and 
seoondly»  as  a  part  of  a  fiscal jpolt^  ren- 
derins  neoeoniy*  on  the  part  orlliifi  coun- 
try, ue  maintenaiice  of  a  tas  to  whidi  he 
thought  the  people  would  not  be  mudi 
longer  wiQiqg  to  submit. 
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Mr.  G.  W.  Hope  said,  that  considerable 
misapprehension  seemed  to  exist  as  to  the 
facts  upon  which  the  consideration  of  tliis 
question  depended.  The  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Halifax  had  commented  upon  the 
large  amount  of  revenue  which  this  mea- 
sure would  take  out  of  the  Treasury  of 
thiscountry,and  hadstatedthat  the  average 
duty  on  Canadian  wheat  for  the  last  (ire 
years  had  been  4s.,  producing  a  revenue  of 
24,000/.,  whereas,  in  point  of  fact,  the 
average  duty  had  not  been  more  than 
2s.  Id.,  or  at  the  outside  2s,  2d.,  which 
would  give  a  revenue  of  only  1 0,000/. ; 
so  that,  in  truth,  the  loss  to  the  British  re- 
venue was  compariatvely  trifling.  The 
right  hon.  Member  had  also  asked  why 
Canada  should  be  selected  for  this  boon, 
and  why  the  other  British  colonies  should 
not  be  allowed  to  share  in  the  supposed 
advantages  of  this  measure.  The  reason 
was  this,  that  with  regard  to  the  other 
British  colonies,  their  capabilities  of  pro- 
ducing corn  was  not  sufficient  to  make 
the  free  introduction  of  it  into  this  country 
an  object,  for  the  sake  of  which,  it  was 
worth  while  to  disturb  the  present  settle- 
ment of  the  corn  question.  What  were 
the  facts  ?  The  total  importation  of  corn 
from  all  the  British  colonies  between  1814 
and  1842  was,  1,697,000  quarters;  from 
Canada  alone  1,560,000  quarters  ;  show- 
ing an  importation  from  all  the  other 
colonies  of  only  137,000,  and  of  that 
137,000  they  must  deduct  99,000  which 
came  from  the  East  Indies,  and  consisted 
of  damaged  corn  which  could  not  be  taken 
into  the  calculation;  leaving,  therefore, 
the  importation  from  all  the  other  Bri- 
tish colonies  during  that  period  at  38,000 
quarters  only.  A  good  deal  had  been 
said  about  the  injustice  of  this  measure 
towards  Prince  Edward's  Island,  as  being 
a  corn  growing  colony;  but  again  he 
must  appeal  to  the  fact  that  Prince  Ed- 
ward's Island  during  Bve  years,  had  ex- 
ported only  1,616  bushels.  New  Bruns- 
wick and  Nova  iScotia  confessedly  were 
not  corn  growing  countries;  whatever 
corn  had  come  from  them  came  in  the 
shape  of  flour,  having  been  first  imported 
into  them  from  other  countries.  The  an- 
swer, therefore,  which  he  would  give  to 
the  hon.  Gentleman  who  complained  of 
injustice  towards  the  colonics  was,  that 
this  measure,  which  would  be  a  great 
boon  to  corn-gprowing  Canada,  would  be 
no  boon  to  the  other  colunies  of  thin 
country.     The  utmost  export  from  the 


Cape  of  Good  Hope  in  any  one  year  bad 
been,  3,000  quarters.  Some  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen on  the  other  side  apprehended, 
that  an  extensive  system  of  8mugg:lio£^ 
would  result  from  this  measure;  but  he 
apprehended  no  such  danger,  ■  because  it 
had  been  made  out  to  his  satisfaction,  that 
the  expense  of  conveyance  across  the 
lakes  of  Canada  was  quite  as  great  as 
that  along  the  shores.  He  had  felt  it 
his  duty  to  correct  the  erroneous  impres- 
sion which  seemed  to  exist  as  to  the  corn- 
growing  capabilities  of  all  the  other  British 
colonies  except  Canada;  but  he  would 
not  further  detain  the  House  upon  a 
subject  which  had  been  so  fully  discussed. 
Mr.  Hutt  could  not  conceive  any  mea- 
sure more  calculated  to  exasperate  the 
Canadians,  or  to  excite  a  renewal  of  those 
angry  feelings  by  which  the  colony  had 
had  been  recently  disturbed,  than  to  give 
it  a  united  legislature,  and  then  deprive  it 
of  those  powers  which  must  necessarily 
belong  to  a  legislature.  He  did  not  think 
it  a  sufficcnt  reason  for  limiting  the  autho- 
rity of  the  Canadian  legislature  thai  a 
portion  of  those  goods  which  had  passed 
over  the  frontier  might  be  hereafter  im- 
ported into  this  country  ;  but,  in  addition 
to  this,  he  was  prepared  to  contend,  that 
the  duties  imposed  by  the  GofernmeDt 
plan  would  not  be  paid  by  the  people  of 
this  country.  The  right  hon.  Gentlemaii 
the  Member  for  Halifax,  thought  that  the 
proposal  of  transferring  18,000/.  a-year 
into  the  exchequer  of  Canadfu  was  equi- 
valent to  levying  18,000/.  a-yesr  in  the 
form  of  taxes  on  the  people  of  this  coua« 
try.  He  entirely  differed  from  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman.  It  had  always  appeared 
to  him  to  be  one  of  the  great  merits  of  a 
fixed  duty  on  corn,  that  the  duty  would 
be  paid  by  the  producer  and  not  the 
consumer.  He  approved  of  this  measure 
because  he  thought  it  an  approach  to  the 
system  of  a  fixed  duty,  at  least  in  regard 
to  the  intercourse  between  this  country 
and  Canada,  and  he  should  support  it  not 
merely  for  itself,  but  for  the  good  eflecta 
which  were  likely  to  flow  from  it.  He 
was  convinced  that  the  day  was  not  far 
distant  whon  they  must  apply  that  system 
to  the  general  corn-trade  with  the  world. 
The  sliding-scale  had  lasted  long  enough, 
and  done  its  work  well  enough— it  bad 
produced  enough  of  delusion  and  mis- 
chief. The  noble  Lord  the  Secretary 
for  the  colonies  had  said,  that  this  was 
not   a    measure  of   free-trade;    but    it 
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appeared  to  him  to  have  the  strongest 
claims  to  his  support,  on  the  very  ground 
of  its  being  framed  on  these  principles  of 
free- trade  and  common  sense,  which  Mi- 
nisters were  in  general  far  more  inclined 
to  praise  than  to  practice.  Doubts  had 
been  thrown  on  the  capacity  of  the  Ca- 
nadas  to  produce  corn  for  exportation ; 
but  he  would  beg  to  refer  hon.  Gentlemen 
to  Lord  Durham's  report,  in  which  it  was 
stated,  that  the  soil  of  the  country  north 
of  the  lakes,  was  equal,  if  not  superior,  to 
that  of  the  opposite  territory  of  the 
United  States  He  hoped,  that  if  the 
bill  passed,  it  would  be  a  death-blow  to 
the  Corn-laws. 

Colonel  Rtishbrooke  said,  he  must  crave 
the  indulgence  of  the  House  for  a  few 
moments  while  he  made  some  observations 
on  the  question.  He  voted  against  the 
amendments  which  had  been  proposed 
because  he  considered  them  to  be  an  im- 
proper interference  with  the  act  of  an 
independent  legislature,  and  also  with  the 
prerogative,  which  should  never  be  so 
addressed  but  in  cases  of  the  highest  and 
most  vital  importance;  but  he  had  the 
greatest  possible  objections  to  the  proposed 
resolutions.  In  the  first  place,  the  manu- 
facture of  the  flour  would  be  placed  in 
the  hands  of  the  Canadians,  whereas,  one 
of  the  principal  reasons  given  for  the 
introduction  of  the  Grinding  Bill  of  last 
year  was,  that  it  would  be  a  bonus  to  the 
millers  of  the  United  Kingdom,  who  by 
this  measure  would  be  entirely  deprived 
of  that  advantage.  Then  the  statements 
as  to  the  price  of  flour,  and  the  cost  of 
its  transport  to  this  country,  were  so  at 
variance  that  it  was  quite  impossible  to 
arrive  at  the  truth  without  further  informa- 
tion. Equally  at  variance  with  each  other 
were  the  opinions  relative  to  the  facility 
of  smuggling;  but,  even  passing  them  by, 
it  was  impossible  to  say  what  might  be  the 
inundation  of  Canadian  flour  in  the 
course  of  a  few  years.  In  the  paper  No. 
218,  laid  on  the  Table  of  the  House,  there 
was  a  paragraph  which  stated  that  Ca- 
nada now  was  an  exporting  country,  and 
that  in  a  short  time  she  would  be  khle  to 
supply  the  mother  country  with  any  quan- 
tity required,  provided  ths  ports  of  Eng- 
land be  open  to  her  produce.  This 
confirmed  Lord  Durham's  observation, 
that  Canada,  would,  in  a  few  years, 
supply  England  with  all  the  corn  she 
wanted.  Again,  he  had  a  decided  objection 
to  a  fixed  duty ;  a  fixed  duty  was  like  a 
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fixed  bfliyonet— -give  but  the  word  of  com- 
mand, and  it  was  off  in  a  moment. 
Such  had  been  the  fact  more  than  once 
in  the  course  of  his  experience.  Whether 
such  would  be  the  case,  in  the  present 
instance,  remained,  certainly,  to  be 
proved ;  but,  at  all  events,  this  measure 
was  one  which  contemplated  a  reduction 
of  protection.  By  it  a  3^.  duty  was 
proposed,  which  was  to  flow  into  the  coffers 
of  Canada,  together  with  a  nominal  one 
of  Is.  flowing  into  our  own  ;  altogether  a 
protection  of  4s.  By  the  present  law, 
we  had  a  sliding-scale  of  from  Is.  to  5s. 
A  paper  had  been  printed,  showing  the 
average  duty  of  the  last  five  years  to  have 
been  2f.  Id.  but  this  was  at  the  time  of  high 
prices,  and  not  when  our  best  wheat  was 
selling  at  45s.  He  for  one^  and  he  believed 
the  agricultural  body  in  general,  never  ex- 
pected to  see  prices  range  beyond  55s.  At 
that  point,  they  had  a  permanent  protec- 
tion of  5^.,  and  why  should  they  be  called 
upon  to  relinquish  it?  He  was  among 
the  first  to  admit  that  the  colonies,  after 
ourselves,  were  the  object  of  consideration, 
but  charity  must  begin  at  home.  In  ac- 
quiescing in  the  enactments  of  the  new 
Corn-law,  the  farmers  went  to  the  ex- 
tremest  verge  of  reduction  and  conces" 
sion.  Thev  could  not,  therefore,  do 
otherwise  than  deprecate  and  oppose  a 
measure  which  was  the  cause  of  repeated 
agitation,  and  which,  in  its  effect,  did 
paralyze  and  destroy  the  markets  of 
the  home  producer.  He  assured  the 
House  that  so  desperate  was  the  view 
which  some  of  our  farmers  took  of  the 
measure,  that  should  these  resolutions 
pass  into  a  law,  they  would  wish  the  Corn- 
laws  repealed  altogether,  rather  than  be 
exposed  to  the  painful  suspense  which 
they  seemed  doomed  interminably  to  suffer. 
With  these  views,  and  with  this  statement 
but  with  the  greatest  regret  and  reluctance, 
he  could  not  do  otherwise  than  oppose  the 
proposed  resolutions. 

Mr.  Phillip  Howard  considered  it  of  the 
greatest  importance  that  they  should  le- 
gislate in  a  confiding  spirit  for  our  Colo- 
nies, and  especially  for  Canada,  which 
during  the  American  war,  and  in  1813-14 
— at  a  time  we  were  engaged  in  a  struggle 
with  the  neighbouring — the  United  States 
— had  shown  such  heroic  constancy  and 
true  devotion  to  our  cause.  It  also  seemed 
to  him  to  be  an  object  of  paramount  im- 
portance to  divert  the  tide  of  emigration 
which  now  set  towards  the  United  States 
21 
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from  that  country  ta  Canadt. 
gialature  of  Catiaua  had  now  (hi 
onthegeneroiilyorihe  Briliih  Parliament, 
and  it  tiould  be  moit  impolitic  and  un- 
just to  scorn  a  proposal  bo  fraDlLly  made. 
Moreover,  by  thii  raeniure  we  dioutd  en- 
able the  Canadians  to  lake  a  greater  quan- 
tity or  our  manufactures,  and  thus  to  ad- 
vance the  prosperity  of  this  country.  Ai 
an  advocate  oF  a  fixed  duly  on  grain  im- 
ported, he  rejoiced  that  the  Go*ernnient 
had  at  leoit  partially  adopted  that  princi- 
ple. Having  been  compelled,  as  in  the 
case  of  rhe  Constitution  of  Newroundlund 
last  year,  to  differ  from  the  noble  Lord  op- 
posite on  questions  of  colonial  policy,  it 
was  exceedingly  satisfactory  to  him  to 
find  the  high  and  undoubted  talents  of 
the  noble  Lord  now  dcroted  to  an  object 
calculated  to  prove  of  essential  benefit 
both  to  that  important  colony  and  to  the 
mother  country.  He  should  certainly 
support  the  measure,  and  as  to  any  de- 
fence of  it,  he  only  took  the  speeches  of 
the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Stanley)  and  of  hi* 
hoD.  Friend  the  Member  for  Litkeard, 
and  Ihcy  supplied  the  wall  and  the  ce- 
ment which  would  withstand  the  assault  of 
all  its  opponents. 

Mr.  Jiankex  thought,  however  opporti 
this  measure  might  be  considered  with 
respect  to  Canada  or  to  America,  thnt, 
viewed  in  regard  to  the  present  condition 
of  this  country,  it  was  introduced  ot  a  moat 
tinfnrtunato  period.  The  right  hon.  Preu- 
dentof  the  Iknrd  of  Trade  hud  said  that 
nn  »romi«cs  had  been  made;  but  who 
would  say  that  no  expectations  had  been 
held  out?  Had  nothing  been  heard  at 
to  prices,  had  nn  areragea  been  calculated 
almost  with  certainty,  but  which  were 
cjwcntlally  dificrcnt  to  those  which  now 
uctually  prevailed^  The  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  for  Brecon  hod  said,  that  if  thi» 
were  n  new  mcaiurc  he  should  oppost- 
it;  but  it  was  a  new  mcasuro  tu  him 
(Mr,  Hunkea),  it  was  a  new  measure  t 
bis  constituents,  and  it  wot  a  new  nea 
»urc  to  a  great  part  of  the  people  of  thi 
country.  He  was,  therefore,  in  tha 
conditiim  which  his  lion,  and  gallant 
Friend  had  said  if  he  were  in  he  should 
flp]Kisc  the  bill,  and  consequently  he  felt 
iMUiud  to  up))ose  the  measure  a*  u  new  one. 
The  measure  had  Utn  inopportunely  in- 
tnidurctl,  and  without  previous  imiuiry, 
:iTid  without  thnt  infiinuulion  whii'h  it  wan 
till  ir  duty  to  anjuin-  before  tlicy  vcniumi 
t<i  sanction  a  cbaTige  of  tliis  description. 


Whatever  might  be  his  respect  for  llw 
talents  of  the  Member  of  the  present  Oa- 
temment,  under  the  pteacnt  circum- 
stances and  at  the  preaent  time  he  did 
not  feel  justified  in  giving  his  assent 
to  the  further  progress  of  this  meaa  ~ 
With  if^ord  to  the  first  stage  of  the  i 
sure,  namely,  its  introduction,  be  sb 
have  greatly  regretted  if  any  other  A 
liad  been  arrived  at  than  that  which  the 
House  had  come  to  by  a  lar^  majority ; 
and  if  the  House  had  not  received  with  at- 
tention and  respect  a  measure  which  had 
obtained  the  sanction  of  an  indcpmdent 
l^^gislature.  He  should  have  greatly  la- 
grcttcd  if  the  House  of  Commons  had  iii> 
tcrposed  in  the  manner  piopoKd  Iqr  tha 
riglit  hon.  Gentleman  opposite,  and  had 
addressed  the  ('rown  to  refuse  its  aacnt  to 
the  measure  of  the  Colonial  liCgislature. 
He  should  have  deemed  it  unreasoDahle  to 
go  out  of  their  way,  to  pass  an  affront  itpan 
the  Colonial  Ij^gislature,  when  a  strietlj 
constitutional  mode  was  left  to  them  of  in- 
dicating their  sentiments,  if  they  wisbed  it, 
with  respect  to  the  proposition  now  offerad 
for  their  connderation.  As  he  felt  constrain- 
ed to  negative  these  resolutions,  he  was  readf 
to  accede  to  the  amendment  of  the  noUa 
\ati.,  which  negatived  two  of  the  propoA- 
tions  contained  in  the  resolutiona.  Hie 
noble  Lord  submitted  that  it  was  inexpeiG. 
ent  that  the  protection  desired  for  the  Bgri> 
culturists  should  be  allowed  to  rart  upon 
the  will  of  a  Colonial  Legislature  whoUf 
independent  of  us.  That  propontion  waa 
well  deseivin|[  of  consideration.  The  w^ 
cond  proposition  of  thenoUo  I^>nl's  amend- 
ment was  also  of  importance — namdy,  thai 
it  was  inexpedient  that  a  revenue,  to  be  de> 
rived  from  such  protection,  should,  at  dw 
present  period,  be  applied  not  to  the  rdief 
of  the  burthens  of  the  parent  country,  hot 
to  the  relief  of  the  burthena  of  the  cel^ 
ny.  He  could  not  give  his  ament  to  the 
measure,  and  he  thought  if  the  effect  flP 
the  ((rinding  Act  had  been  seen  aa  it  anght 
possibly  be  found  to  operate  under  the  innn- 
dice  of  the  preaeiit  measure  (although  than 
was  no  flaw  in  that  mcaurc,  as  Iwd  bo^ 
erroneously  supposed),  it  vaa  highly  pn. 
buble  that  the  assent  of  many  gentkaua 
who  hud  voted  for  it  would  not  have  baaa 
awarded.  Flour  ground  in  Caoada  night 
be  taken  to  the  bonding  warehouse,  and  the 
Nimc  quantity  of  .American  or  othn  foicsp 
wheat  might  lie  taken  out  of  bond,  conaf 
<|uently  Amoricaii  wliciit,  which  ou^t  to 
iiay  2(l(.  ditty,  would  be  uken  out  tmrn 
iwiid  fur  the  same  quantity  of  American 


966 


Canada  ConfLaw. 


wheat  ground  into  flour,  which  had  onljr 
paid  4s.  That  was  as  it  appeared  to  him 
a,  possible  effect  of  the  proposed  law.  It 
was,  however,  his  complaint  that  the 
Houflu  was  called  upon  to  pasa  this  mea- 
sure without  the  means  of  infonnation 
they  ought  to  possess,  and  without  that 
time  for  deliberation  and  discussion  which 
was  requisite  for  such  a  measure.  If  the 
measure  had  been  brought  forward  la^t 
year,  there  would  have  been  a  larger  field 
for  the  attention  of  mcmbcts,  and  a  large 
scope  for  their  inquiry.  If  they  had  been 
informed  that  this  was  a  part  of  the  general 
scheme,  it  would  then  hove  been  their  duty 
to  make  themselves  acquainted  with  the 
probable  amount  of  produce  that  would  be 
supplied  by  Canada,  and  taking  that  addi- 
tional amount  of  produce  into  their  cal- 
nilniion,  the  decision  of  some  hon.  Mem- 
bers last  year  might  have  been  differ- 
ent. With  respect  to  that  general  mea- 
sure itself,  he  confessed  he  had  at  the  time 
doubts  and  diificultiei  upon  his  mind. 
It  appeared,  too,  that  pncei  in  Canada 
were  such  as  to  render  it  nnponihle  that 
that  colony  could  derive  benefit  from  the 
measure  now.  There  was,  therefore,  no 
reason  why  the  measure  should  be  hurried 
through  the  House,  and  he  humbly  ven- 
tured to  submit  to  the  Government — as 
then  the  decision  of  an  overwhelming  ma- 
jority had  shown  that  there  could  be  no 
appearance  of  insult  to  the  coloDial  Legis- 
lature— .whether  it  would  not  he  possible 
to  postpone  the  further  progreii  of  this 
measure.  If  it  had  all  the  advantages  de- 
scribed by  the  noble  lord,  and  if  hii  statfr- 
ment  could  be  borne  out,  hon.  Members 
would  be  very  happy  to  have  their  minds 
satisfied,  and  adopt  his  views  if  they 
thought  that  by  the  facts  and  information 
supplied  to  them  they  were  justified  in  so 
doing.  He  must  therefore  urge  the  Go- 
vernment to  delay  a  measure  which  had 
excited,  whether  justified  or  not,  much 
alarm  ami  anxiety. 

Mr.  Ward  said,  he  suppocledjhe  reso- 
lutions of  the  Doble  Lord  the  Secretary  for 
the  Colonies,  but  upon  grounds  diametri- 
cally the  opposite  of  those  which  the  noble 
Lord  had  advauced.  He  supported  the 
noble  Lord's  resolutions  in  the  full  con- 
viction that  they  would  give  a  very  dan- 
gerous shock  to  a  very  bad  system  which 
he  wanted  to  get  rid  of.  That  did  away 
at  once  with  a  great  deal  oF  the  nonsense 
which  had  been  talked  io  that  House 
ubuut  the  sliding- scale.  The  noble  Lord 
had  openly  avowed  bif  preference  of  a 
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ixed  duty  to  the  clumsy  machinery  of  a 
il  id ing- scale,  [Lord  Stanley  ;  Provided 
the  scale  only  vaiies  3s.  or  4s.]  But 
lurety  it  was  quite  as  easy  to  take  the 
medium  point  between  20s.  and  Is.,  as 
between  121.  and  8s.  He  supported  the 
resolutions  of  the  noble  Lord,  because,  in 
the  next  place,  they  establislied  a  prece- 
dent which  must  be  followed  with  re- 
ference to  ell  the  British  colonies.  If  the 
noble  Lord  refused  the  boon  upon  any 
terms,  it  would  be  worth  their  while 
_  t  up  a  little  insurrection,  a  little  rO' 
bellion,  in  order  to  force  a  measure  of 
concession  from  the  Government.  They 
would  be  very  foolish  not  to  do  so.  He 
had  another  reason  for  supporting  these 
resolutions — they  afforded  such  a  beauti- 
ful exemplification  of  the  practical  ab- 
lurdity  of  our  present  system.  They  had 
heard  a  good  deal  from  the  hon.  Member 
for  Oxfordshire  about  sendini^  Dantzic 
heat  to  be  ground  in  Canada  and  then 
brought  to  this  country  at  the  colonial 
duty.  Such  was  the  absurd  system  which 
now  prevailed  with  regard  to  coffee.  The 
produce  of  Brazil  bad  to  go  round  by  the 
Cape  of  Good  Hope  iti  order  to  take  the 
benefitof  a  colonial  duty.  How  long  would 
they  support  such  a  practical  absurdity? 
He  behevtd  that  a  great  deal  of  good 
would  come  of  these  resolutions:  hewould 
take  bis  chance  of  all  that  might  ariie — 
or  the  great  txtension  of  cuUiTation  which 
could  undoabledly  take  place  in  Canada 
— of  the  smuggling  which  ha  believed 
would  also  take  place ;  and  if  he  could 
get  rid  of  the  3s.  Gxed  duty  in  Canadc 
altogether  and  be  able  to  extend  the  mea- 
sure to  all  our  other  colonies,  he  should 
still  more  cordially  support  the  leiolutions 
of  the  noble  Lord. 

Borthtoick  thought  that  it  waa  the 
duty  of  the  Legislature  to  afford  a  fair  and 
judicious  protection  to  British  agriculture. 
He  supported  the  measure  proposed  by 
the  noble  Lord,  because  be  believed  that 
its  effects  would  be  to  encourage  agricul- 
ture in  (he  Canadian  colonies;  and  the 
colouists,  when  they  were  enabled  to 
supply  this  country  with  grain,  would  take 
in  exchange — not  gold,  which  was  re- 
quired by  America — but  our  manufac- 
tures.  Frequent  allusion  had  been  made 
during  the  debates  to  certain  implied 
pledges  which  had  been  given  by  the 
Government  to  the  Canadians;  but  to 
such  pledses  he  had  been  no  parly.  He 
coniidered  tiw  subjea  u  an  independent 
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Member;    and   when  he  looked  at  the' 
effect  which  he  believed  the  measure  of 
the  noble  Lord  would  produce  ou  Canada, 
and  upon  our  own  market,  he  could  not , 
hesitate  to  give  it  his  support.   Some  hon.  j 
Members    of    that   House    had   pledged 
themselves  to  their  constituents  against  i 
countenancing  any  alteration  in  the  former  ' 
Corn-law ;  but  last  Session  a  change  in 
that  law  was  proposed,  and  by  the  assist-  i 
ance  of  those  hon.  Gentlemen  it  was  car-  ' 
ried.     The  farmers,  finding  that  they  did  , 
not  now  obtain  that  return  for  their  in-  \ 
dustry  upon  which  they  had  calculated, ; 
complained  of  the  conduct  of  these  hon.  I 
Members  who  had,  in  some  cases,  lost ! 
much  of  that  popularity  which  they  had  | 
formerly  enjoyed ;    but  now   those   hon.' 
Gentlemen,  with  a  view  to  recover  their 
popularity,  and    to   retain   their  interest 
with   the    farmers,  opposed   the  present 
measure,   the  effect  of  which  would,  he 
believed,  be  to  increase  the  protection  of 
English  agriculture.     It  had  been  said  by 
hon.    Gentlemen    opposite,  that   if   this 
measure  were  adopted,  New   Brunswick 
and  other  colonies  might  claim  the  same 
privilege  which  it  would  extend  to  Ca- 
nada.    He   did   not,  however,  see    any 
probability  of  such  a  result ;  but  if  it  was 
shown    that    any   other    British    colony 
was  placed    in   similar  circumstances  to 
Canada,   he  would   vote   for  the  exten- 
sion to  it  of  those  privileges.     The  no- 
ble I^rd  opposite  (Lord   John  Russell) 
had    charged    the  present    Government 
with  proposing  constant  changes  in  the 
Corn-laws;  but  he  thought  that  such  an 
accusation  came  with  a  very  bad  grace 
from  the  noble  I^rd ;    for  if  any  "  state 
doctor" — to  use  a  term  which  had  been 
applied  to  the  right  hon.  Baronet  on  that 
side  of  the  House — had  evinced  a  disposi- 
tion to  tamper  with  the  Corn-laws,  it  was 
the  state  doctor  on  the  opposite  benches, 
the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  the  City 
of  London.     His  conviction  was,  that  if 
the  measure  proposed  by  the  noble  Sc-  i 
cretary  for  the  (Colonies  were  adopted,  it  ■ 
would  aflord  an  additional  protection  of 
Is,  per  quarter  on  wheat  in  favour  of  the  . 
English  farmer  as  against  American  pro. 
ducc.     He  believed  that  it  would  tend  to 
impede  the  too  rapid  march  of  free- trade 
principles;  and  it  would  have  the  effect  of 
preventing  the  progress  of  that  system  of 
agitation  which   had  been  pursued  with 
such  unfortunate  and  injnrious  effects  by  , 
some  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite.    On  these : 


grounds;  and  because  be  was  anxiout  to 
protect  the  English  farmers  against  lhoi« 
false  friends  who  would  over-burtheo  him 
with  protection,  he  would  give  a  ?ote  io 
favour  of  the  resolution  of  the  noble 
I^rd. 

Mr.  E.  Bullet  would  support  the  mo- 
tion of  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Stanley), 
because  he  believed  it  was  a  step  towarda 
the  adoption  of  free-trade  principles,  and 
that  it  would  have  the  effect  of  increaaing 
the  supply  of  food,  and  of  placing  the 
necessaries  of  life  within  the  reach  of  the 
people  of  this  country.  Like  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Sheffield  (Mr. 
Ward),  he  believed  that  its  effect  woold 
be  to  shake  the  foundations  of  the  exutini; 
Corn-laws.  This  measure  would  extend 
the  area  from  which  untaxed  prodnoe 
might  be  brought ;  it  would  afford  facili- 
ties for  the  introduction  into  this  country 
of  American  corn  ;  and  he  would  therefore 
give  his  vote  in  its  favour.  He  confessed 
that  he  objected  to  the  mode  in  which, 
under  this  bill,  it  was  proposed  to  allow 
the  introduction  of  American  corn.  He 
should  prefer  the  direct  introduction  of 
American  produce  from  the  porta  of  the 
United  States,  a  fixed  duty  being  impoaad 
in  this  country.  It  was  said  by  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen on  the  Opposite  (the  Ministerial) 
side,  that  this  was  not  a  free-trade  nmu 
sure,  but  one  rather  protective  than  other- 
wise. It  had  been  stated,  on  the  part  of 
the  Government,  that  this  was  one  of  the 
measures  which  they  intended  to  introduce 
last  year ;  but  he  would  like  to  ask  the 
noble  Lord  opposite— if  he  had  any  chance 
of  obtaining  a  candid  and  straightforwerd 
answer — whether,  if  this  measure  had  been 
introduced  last  year,  they  would  have  in* 
troduccd  it  on  the  same  grounds  on  which 
they  had  now  brought  it  forward  ?  The 
measures  proposed  by  the  Government 
last  year  were  free-trade  measures:  hnt 
they  contended  that  this  measure  was  one 
of  a  pit)tectivc  character.  He  accaaed 
the  Government  of  saying  to  the  con* 
sumer,— *'The  measure  we  propose  will 
have  the  effect  of  lowering  the  price  of 
food,"  while  turning  to  the  producer — the 
agriculturist — they  said,  **  This  measnre 
cannot  have  any  prejudicial  effect  on  your 
interests.'*  This  conduct  reminded  bias  of 
a  treatise  he  had  read  on  the  origin  of 
love,  in  which  it  was  contended  that  males 
and  females  were  first  created  in  one 
body,  but  that  they  were  afterwards  split 
in  halves ;  and  that  man,  a  lonely  biped. 
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WBS  conilatitly  seeking  for  hit  otiier 
l)is  "  better  half."  He  thought  that 
speeches  of  the  Members  of  the  Oovi 
mcnt  had  lieen  split  in  halves,  one  half 
being  in  farour  of  prolectioii, 
other  advocating  freest  rode  principles.  He 
believed  that  the  effect  of  the  proposed 
measure  would  be  to  introduce  a  large — 
though  not  an  overwhelming — quantity  of 
wheat  from  Canada  into  this  country,  and 
therefore  he  supported  it. 

Mr.  0.  Gore  said,  that  it  was  with  deep 
regret  he  felt  himself  tailed  upon  to  gi' 
any  vote  adverse  to  that  uniform  support 
he  had  always  hitherto  g^vcn  to  her  Ma~ 
jcsty's  present  Government,  composed  as 
that  Government  was,  he  felt  convinced,  of 
men  whose  services  were  essential  to  the 
welfare  and  best  interests  of  this  country. 
But,  strongly  as  he  felt  the  disposition  to 
support  the  Government,  he  had  a  para- 
mount duty  to  perform — a  duty  which  he 
owed  it  to  bis  country  to  discharge  con- 
scientiously and  faithfully.  Last  year  he 
supported  every  proposition  in  the  tariff  but 
one,  and  he  did  not  now  regret  having 
done  so,  because  he  was  sure,  that  although 
he  voted  for  a  reduced  protection,  yet  that 
there  was  still  a  sufficient  protection  for  the 
agricultural  interests  of  this  country.  He 
supported  last  year  the  principle  of  a  «liding- 
scale,  and  he  was  not  disposed  to  change 
hb  opinion  by  now  supporting  a  fixed  duty. 
At  the  same  time,  he  did  not  consider  that 
in  this  measure  there  was  involved  the  prin- 
ciple of  a  fixed  duty  as  connected  witii  a 
fixed  duty  in  this  country.  In  Canada 
there  could  be  nothing  but  a  fixed  duty, 
because  they  could  have  there  no  regular 
return  of  average  prices.  He  was,  at  the 
same  time  that  he  admitted  this,  prepared 
to  vote  gainst  the  present  measure,  as  he 
considered  it  to  be  impolitic,  unwise,  and, 
above  all,  ill-timed.  The  country  had  not 
as  yet  recovered  from  the  panic  caused  by 
the  tariff  of  last  year.  The  formers  were 
barely  beginning  to  recover.  It  .was  noto- 
rious that  the  shock  which  the  farmers  had 
received  had  greatly  diminished  their  con- 
fidence in  the  Government,  and  from  his 
own  knawled<re  of  them  he  was  sure  it 
would  be  a  long  time  before  their  confidence 
could  be  restored  ;  they  were  recovering  by 
degrees,  but  they  were  not  prepared  for 
another  shock  such  as  was  now  about  to 
be  given  to  them.  The  agriculturists  were 
a  sensitive  body,  as  waa  justly  remarked 
the  other  night  by  the  noble  Lord  the 
Secietary  foe  the  Colonies,  and  it  would 


require  a  succession  of  prosperoui  leawni 
to  prove  to  them  what  he  himself  really 
believed,  that  the  late  measures  of  the 
Government  were  wise  and  good  mea- 
sures relieving  protection  from  the  odium 
of  useless  and  oppres^vc  excess.  What  be 
denred  on  the  part  of  the  agriculturists 
was,  that  their  interests  should  not  be  tam- 
pered with  year  after  year.  He  was  free 
to  admit,  that  he  looked  upon  the  Canada 
measure  as  a  trifle  in  itself,  but  then  it  was 
calculated  to  inflame  the  minds  of  the 
farmers  against  the  rulers  of  the  country, 
and  he  did  not  think  it  wise  to  rouse  up 
such  feelings  for  such  a  paltry  benefit.  He 
did  look  upon  it  at  present  as  a  paltry 
measure,  both  as  regarded  thu  country  and 
Canada ;  but  hereafter,  be  did  not  doubt, 
Canada  would  find  it  to  be  of  great  im- 
portance when  the  fine  soil  of  that  country 
should  bo  brought  into  cultivation,  and  a 
finer  soil  for  wheat  could  not  exist  than 
the  extreme  west  of  Upper  Canada.  The 
noble  Lord,  the  Secretary  for  the  Colonies, 
had  stated  that  the  idea  of  smuggling  was 
ridiculous.  He  thought  otherwise;  and 
any  person  who  knew  the  country  must 
know  the  great  facilities  for  smuggling 
along  the  whole  frontier.  It  had  been 
stated  by  the  nohle  Lord  that  the  wheat 
growing  states  were  so  remote,  that  the 
expense  of  transport  would  be  a  strong 
prevention  to  smu^ling,  and  his  I^ordahip 
enumerated  the  states  of  Ohio,  Indiana, 
and  Illinois  as  the  corn -producing  states. 
True,  these  were  remote  hut  ho  would  read 
the  returns  from  the  marshall's  report. 
Ohio  produced  16,000,000  bushels  of  com 
in  one  year,  Indiana  4,000,000,  Illinois 
2,700,000 ;  whilst  the  state  of  New  York, 
which  was  close  bordering  on  Canada,  pro- 
duced 11,800,000  bushels.  The  larger 
portion  of  this  produce  close  adjoining  Lake 
Ontario,  in  the  beautifully  fertile  volley  of 
Seneca,  and  the  whole  of  the  Gennesee 
country,  as  yet  but  half  cultivated.  The 
most  fruitful  port  of  America  was  that 
adjoining  Canada;  and  when  it  was  stated 
that  smuggling  would  not  take  place,  as  it 
was  the  Canadian's  interest  to  resist  it. 
Gentlemen  should  recollect  the  number 
of  Indian  villages  along  the  banks  of 
the  rivers,  the  population  of  which  were 
ever  ready  (o  assist  the  smu^ling  trade. 
Besides,  immense  facilities  wore  afforded  for 
smuggling  along  the  whole  frontier,  by  the 
lakes  and  by  sledges,  by  means  of  which 
more  com  could  beconvcyed  in  asingle  night 
than  by  any  waggon.  The  caoitalists  ia 
the  United  States  would  erect  nulls  on  ouf 
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siilc  oftlic  fnmticr,  and  there  erind  the 
corn  wtiich  tlicj  would  smuggk  Mnu, 
luying  tlio  duty  pL-rliaps  un  a  imtdl  quantity 
— tlioncc  exporting  to  tbu  country  witli  the 
mill-brand  ujwn  the  cntiie.  He  tiiereforc 
ubiL-ctcd  to  the  measure,  because  of  the 
uiiurmous  quantity  of  smuggled  American 
which  might  bo  introduced  into  thi 


Teiy  greatly  to  the  advantage  of  this  cobb- 
try  and  to  the  detriment  of  no  one.  If* 
iherefore,  they  were  to  look  at  this  meatora 
M  one  solely  connected  with  Canada,  bs 
confessed  he  could  not  nndenland  whj 
[he  same  beneficial  malu  which  bad 
been  derived  from  oar  intercoune  with 
Ireland    should     not   be    derived 


country  duty  free.    He  had  been  delighted  .  ^ur  extended    inUrcourse    with    Caoada. 


to  hear  the  right  hon.  Baronet  at  the  h»d  of 
the  Government  the  other  night  state,  that 
"  frequent  alterations  of  an  important  kind 


deprecated.     Now,   oltliougli    it  was  true 
that  this  subject  had  been  cursorily  men- 
tioned in  the  House  lost  Session,  he  would 
Ltsk  every  Member  of  her  Majesty's  Govcm- 
nient,  or  any  Member  of  tho  House,  whe- 
ther they  thought  that  the  forming  interest  |  (.i-„. 
of  the  country  ever  knew  a  word  uf  it,  or  ' 
even  dreamt  uf  it  ?     It  came  iiiion  them 
like  a  thunder- stroke.     No  furmer  living 
tiliy  taiicn  from  London 
uiiy  ultcmtion  being  about  to  be  made 
the  prL-sent  system  uf  cum-law  as  regarded 
Cunuda.     He  had  supinrtcd  the  Ministry 
in  carrying  the  measure  fur  tho  reduction 
uf  protection,  but  he  had  gone  to  the  hmit 


He  bad  no  reason  to  suppose  that  ibe 
other  North  American  coloniea  would  sot 
ihortly  seek  to  place  themselves  in  the 
Mme  position:  and  in  a  short  time  be 
thought  it  would  be  absolulelj  necesaary 
that  they  should  be  placed  in  that  position. 
When  this  should  be  acconplisbed, 
looking  at  the  contieuity  of  the  Unitad 
Stales,  and  the  faciTitiea  of  introducing 
United  Slates'  corn,  let  them  ask  Ihan- 
long  they  should  be  able  lo 
deny  a  free  trade  in  corn,  ragalat«d  by  a 
fixed   duly  ?      He    should    support  l'  ' 


should 

iiuuiei-  iiTiiiK  I  ^,g^^Jg  chiefly  because  he  kvoked  on  it 

ever  ncaru  ot  i       . ,      ,       <  ' .         ,    ,  ,     .  , 

'  as  the  foundation  of  the  only  jnst   and 

wise  corn-law — that  was,  free  trade  with 

all  the  world,  regulated  by  moderate  fiiad 

duties.     That  was  a  doctrine  which  was 

ided  in  some  quarters,  but  be  knew  that 


tha't  that  protection  woold~bcar,  and  wouU  ,  'V*"  a  docirme  whwh  was  foanded  oa  a 
resist  any  further  innnvatlon,  at  least  for  I  «'«  ="<*  J"*'  PO'^T.  *^  ,»•«  knew  it  waa 
somo  lime  to  come,  until  the  measures  of '  "  a«:trme  which  ststes  bad  adopted  h 
bist   vcor  were  fairly,   amply,   and   hon-  :  f"™*''  t'™**  '•  ■"<*  ^^  ■"«*  U  waa  a  doc- 


estly  tried.  Ho  would  nut  |i]cdgo  him- 
himself  to  any  course,  because  circumstsnce« 
might  alter,  but  reserve  to  himself  the  ex- 
erL'isc  of  free  dlseretiuu  in  every  opuiion  he 
fciriiiud  and  every  vote  be  gave.  Acting  on 
these  principles,  and  being  guided  by  what 
liu  thought  due  to  tlic  formen,  he  should 
vote  for  the  amendment. 

Nir  J.  Ilanmer  wss  glad  to  find  the 
country  gentlemen  of  England  resume 
their  natural  courage  and  generosity,  and 
dare  to  look  these  questions  in  the  face, 
iind  nut  be  fti;;htened  by  every  shadow  of 
free  trade.  There  was  not  a  single  argu- 
tticnt  to  be  adduced  against  the  introduc- 
tion of  corn  from  Canada  into  this  country 
which  might  not  have  been  adduced 
a^iiisl  the  introduction  of  corn  from 
Ireland  into  ibis  country  which  might  not 
have  been  adduced  against  the  introduc- 
tion of  corn  from  Ireland  in  1806.  In 
1808  this  country  had  imported  300,000 
qiinrtcrs  of  wheat  from  Ireland.  Tho  last 
relutn  m:idc  of  our  imports  of  wheat  from 
Ireland  was  in  18.')7,  and  this  country  had 
then  imported  thence  in  round  numbers 
somewhere  about  3,000,000  of  quartan, 


trine  which  they  must  boldly  and  courage 
ously  determine  to  act  on,  if  ihej  wished 
to  avert  danger  from  this  conntrj. 

Mr.  Lefny  as  one  of  those  Memban 
for  Ireland  who  had  hitherto  felt  mucfa 
satisfaction  in  supporting  her  Majestj'a 
present  Government,  staled  with  great 
regret,  that  he  felt  it,  in  this  instance,  to 
be  his  conscientious  and  honest  duly  to 
vote  against  them.  He  thought  it  wouM 
be  unreasonable  that  the  division  to  which 
the  House  had  come  the  other  night, 
should  he  looked  upon  as  the  final  dt- 
cision  and  settlement  of  this  questioiia 
particularly  as  the  right  hon.  Baronet  at 
the  head  of  the  Government  had  himaatf 
said  that  other  opporlnnities  of  oppoaiac 
the  measure  would  be  offered.  He  shoala 
give  his  vote  against  the  Goreronent  on 
this  subjecl,  not  for  the  same  reasooi  a* 
those  of  many  hon.  Members  opposite,  bat 
principally  became  he  objected  to  Iha 
new  principle  introduced  into  this  meaiaia 
vii.— the  piinciple  of  a  fixed  duly  for  Ca- 
nada, instead  of  a  alidtog-acale  waich  pr^ 
vailed  in  this  country,  and  which  ha  coih 
sidered  it  would  be  nora  ht  tbo  iaUmt 
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or  tills  Goaotry  that  it  should  not  be  de- 
parted rrom  in  the  present  instance.  He 
also  called  on  tha  Members  for  Ireland 
to  reflect  on  what  would  be  the  result  to 
that  part  of  the  kingdom  of  a  measure  like 
this,  when  Canada  shautcl  have  advanced, 
as  no  doubt  she  would  very  cooiiderably 
hereafter,  in  the  production  of  wheaL  He 
felt  himself  compelled  to  vote  agttinst  it, 
however  much  he  migiht  regret  the  neces- 
sity of  doing;  so. 

Mr.  Blackstone  would  not  have  spoken 
had  he  not  been  pointedly  alluded  to  by 
several  hoa.  Members  in  the  course  of 
the  debate.  The  speech  of  the  bon.  Mem- 
ber for  Shropshire  quite  delighted  hiss. 
He  had  several  petitions  in  his  hand, 
which  he  should  on  some  future  occasion 
take  the  liberty  of  presentiug  to  the  House. 
They  were  Irish  petitions.  In  one  of  those 
petitions  it  was  staled  that  the  poverty  and 
disiicss  ezisling  in  the  country  had  arisen 
from  the  alterations  made  in  the  Corn- 
laws  and  tariff.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Oxfordshire,  whose  speech  he  had  listened 
to  with  much  pleasure,  asked  why  were 
not  the  provinces  of  New  Brunswick  to 
have  the  benefit  of  a  measure  like  that 
which  was  to  be  extended  to  Canada? 
The  inhabitants  of  New  BruDswick  were 
loyal  subjects,  and  had  a  right  to  com- 

Silain  of  any  exclusive  boon  being  con- 
erred  upon  the  Canadian  colony.  What 
was  the  secret  of  the  Canadian  Com  Bill  ? 
By  ihe  alterations  in  the  timber  duly 
700,000/.  had  been  lost  to  the  revenue,  ao 
greatly  had  the  timber  trade  been  aflected ; 
and  as  a  compensation  for  that  loss  the  re- 
duction in  the  duty  on  the  importation 
of  Canadian  wheat  into  this  country  was 
to  take  place.  But  the  English  agricul- 
turists had  a  right  to  complain  of  this. 
They  ought  not  to  be  compelled  to  pay  for 
an  injury  which  bad  been  inflicted  upon 
the  timber  trade  of  Canada,  He  was  glad 
to  find  that  the  county  Members  had 
assumed  their  proper  position  in  that 
House. 

Mr.  R.  VorAesaid,  I  will  not  detain  the 
House  for  a  moment.  I  wish  to  make  one 
observation.  It  shall  only  he  a  sentence. 
We  have  all  heard  of  old  Blackttoiie's 
CommeHtaries,  but  I  am  glad  to  hear  in 
this  Hoase  young  Blackstoite't  Comntn- 

The  Committee  divided  on  the  question 
that  the  words  proposed  to  he  kft  out, 
stand  part  of  the  queition.  Ayes  203; 
Noes  103 :— Majoiity  101. 
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Mundy,  £.  M. 
Newport,  Visct. 
Newry,  Visct. 
Norreys,  Lord 
Northland,  Visct. 
Packe,  C.  W. 
Paget,  Lord  W. 
Patten,  J.  W. 
Peel,  rt.  hn.  Sir  R. 
Peel,  J. 

Plumptre,  J.  P. 
PoUingtoD,  Visct. 
Praed,  W.T, 
Pringle,  A. 
Reid,  Sir  J.  R. 
Rice,  £.  R. 
RoUeston,  Col. 
Rose,  rt.  hon.  Sir  G. 
Round,  C.  G. 
Round,  J. 
Rous,  hon«  Capt. 
Russell,  C. 
Russell,  J.  D.  W. 
Sandon,  Visct. 
Seymour,  Sir  11.  B. 
Sheppard,  T. 
Shirley,  K*  J. 

List  of 

AUix,  J;  P. 
Arch  bold,  R. 
Bailey,  J.  Jun. 
Bankes,  G. 
Banncrman,  A. 
Baring,  rt.  hn.  F.  T. 
Barnard,  K.  (i. 
Barrington,  Visct. 
Baskerville,  T.  B.  M 
Benctt,  J. 
Blackstonc,  W.  S. 
Blcwitt,  R.  J. 
Broadley,  11. 
Buck,  L.  W. 
Busfcild,  W. 
Byng,  G. 

Byng)  rt.  hon.  G.  S. 
Cave,  hon.  R.  O. 
Cavendish,  hon.  C  C 
C -avendish,  hon.  G.  II 
('iietwodo,  Sir  J. 
(niilders,J.  \V. 
Christopher,  R.  A. 
Colvilc,  C.  R. 
Craig,  W.  G. 
Curteis,  11.  B. 
Dashwood|G.  II.  ;; 


Shirley,  E.  P. 
Smith,  A. 

Smith,  rt.  hn.  T.  B.  C. 
SotheroD,  T.  EI.  S. 
Stanley,  Lord 
Stanton,  W.  II. 
Stewart,  J. 
Stuart,  BL. 
Sturt,  II.  C. 
Sutton,  hon.  II.  M* 
Tliesiger,  F. 
Tliornhill,  G. 
Trench,  Sir  F.  W. 
Trevor,  hon.  G«  R. 
Trotter,  J. 
Turner,  E. 
Vesey,  hoc.  T. 
Virian,  J.  E. 
Wakley,  T. 
Wall,  C.  B. 
Walsh,  Sir  J.  B. 
Wawn,  J.T. 
Welby,  G.  E. 
Wellesley,  Lord  C. 
-  Whitmore,  T.  C. 
Wilbraham,  hn.  R.  B. 
Williams,  W. 
Wood,  B. 
Wood,  Col. 
Wood,  Col.  T. 
Wortley,  hon.  J.  S. 
Wortley,  hon.  J.  S. 
Wynn,  Sir  W.  W. 
Yorkc,  hon.  E.  T. 
Young,  J. 

TELLERS. 

Fremantle,  Sir  T. 
Gaskell,  J.  Milnes 

the  Noes. 

Disraeli,  B. 
Drax,J.S.W.  S.  E. 
Duncombe,  hon.  O. 
Dundas,  I). 
Du  Pre,  C.  G. 
Eaton,  R.  J. 
Ebrington,  Visct. 
Evans,  W. 
Farnharo,  E.  B. 
Fitzmauricc,  hon.  W. 
French,  F. 
Gisbornc,  T. 
Gore,  W.  O. 
Greenaway,  C. 
Grey,  rt.  hon.  Sir  G. 
liall,  Sir  B. 
Ilallyburton,  Lord  G. 
Hay,  Sir  A.  L. 
llcathcote,  G.  J. 
Ilencage,  E. 
Ilcnnikcr,  Lord 
lloskins,  K. 
Howard,  Lortl 
Jollifle,  Sir  W.  G.  H. 
Knightley,  bir  C. 
Labouchcrc,  rt.  hu.  H. 
Lcfroyi  A. 


LevesoD,  Lord 
Listowcll,  Earl  of 
MTaggart,  Sir  J. 
Maher,  V. 

Manners,  Lord  C.  S. 
Manners,  Lord  J. 
March,  Earl  of 
Marjoribanks,  S. 
Marshall,  W. 
Miles,  W. 
Mitchell,  T.  A. 
Morris,  D. 
Murray,  C.  R.  S. 
Neeld,  J. 
Neeld,  J. 
Norreys,  Sir  D.  J. 
O'Brien,  A.  S. 
Ogle,  S.  C.  H. 
Ossulston,  Lord 
Paget,  Lord  A. 
Palmer,  R. 
Palmerston,  Visct. 
Parker,  J . 
Philips,  G.  R. 
Plumridge,  Capt. 
Pusey,  P. 


Reodleshaniy  Lotd 
Rushbrooke,  Col. 
Russell,  Lord  J. 
Seymour,  Lord 
Sheil,  rt.  hn.  R.  L. 
Sibthorp,  Col. 
Smith,  rt,  ho.  R.  V. 
Smyth,  Sir  H. 
Spry,  Sir  S.  T. 
Stansaeld,  W.  R.  C. 
Stewart,  P.M. 
Strickland,  Sir  G. 
Strutt,  £. 
Tollemache,  J. 
Trollope,  SirJ. 
Tufnell,  H. 
Tumor,  C. 
WaddingtoOy  11.  S. 
Watson,  W.  H. 
Wodehoose,  £. 
Wood,C. 
Wyndham,  CoL  C. 

TELLERS. 

Worsley,  Lord 
Henley,  J.  W. 


The  Committee  again  divided  od  the 
main  question.  Ajes  218;  Noes  137: 
— Majority  81. 

List  of  the  Ates. 


Acland,  T.  D. 
A'Court,  Capt. 
Adderley,  C.  B. 
Aldam,  W. 
Alford,  Visct. 
Antrobus,  E. 
Arkwright,  G. 
Ashley,  Lord 
Bailey,  J. 
Baillie,  Col. 
Baillie,  H.  J. 
Baring,  hon.  W.  B. 
Bell,  M. 

Bcntinck,  liOrdG. 
Bernard,  Visct. 
Bodkin,  W.  H. 
Boldero,  11.  G. 
Borthwick,  P. 
Botfteld,  B. 
Bowring,  Dr. 
Boyd,  J. 
Bradshaw,  J. 
Bramston,  T.  W. 
Broad  wood,  II. 
Brocklehurst,  J. 
Brooke,  Sir  A.  B. 
Brothcrton,  J. 
Brownrigg,  J.  S. 
Bruce,  Lord  E. 
Bruce,  C.  L.  C. 
Buckley,  £. 
Buller,  E. 
Buller,  Sir  J.  Y. 
Burrell,  Sir  C.  M. 
Burrougheii  IL  H. 


Campbell,  Sir  H. 
Cardwell,  E. 
Charterit,  hon.  F. 
Chelsea,  Visct. 
Clayton,  R.  R. 
Clerk,  Sir  G. 
Clive,  hoo.  R.  U. 
Collett,  W.  R. 
Colquhouo,  J.  C. 
Compton,  li.  C. 
Coote,  Sir  C.  H. 
Copelaod,  Mr.  AM. 
Corry,  right  hon.  H, 
Courtenay,  Lord 
Crawford,  W.  S. 
Cress  well,  B. 
Cripps,  W. 
Damer,  hon.  Col. 
Darby.  G. 
Davies,  D.  A.  S. 
Dawnay,  hon.  W.  H. 
Dcnison,  E.  B. 
Dickinson,  F.H. 
Divett,  E. 
Douglas,  Sir  H. 
Douglas,  Sir  C.  E. 
Douglas,  J.  D.  S. 
Douro,  Marquess  of 
Dowdeswell,  W. 
Drummond,  11.  H. 
Dugdale,  W.  S. 
Duncombe,  T. 
Duncombe,  boo.  A« 
East,  J.  B. 
Egertoo,  W.  T. 
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£gertoD»  Sir  P. 
Eliot,  Lord 
Emlyn,  Visct. 
Escolt,  B. 
Fellowes,  E. 
Fitzroy,  hon.  H. 
Flower,  Sir  J. 
Fuller,  A.  E. 
Gladstone,rthn.W.E. 
Gladstone,  Capt. 
Glynne,  Sir  S.  U. 
Gordon,  hon.  Capt. 
Gore,  M. 

Goulburn,  rt.  hon.  H. 
Graham,  rt.  hn.  Sir  J. 
Granby,t  Marquess  of 
Granger,  T.  C. 
Greenall,  P. 
Grimsditch,  T. 
G  rims  ton,  Visct. 
Hale,  R.  B. 
Halford,  H. 
Hamilton,  G.  A. 
Hamilton,  W.  J. 
Hamilton,  Lord  C. 
Hampden,  R. 
Hanmer,  Sir  J. 
Harcourt,  G.  G. 
Hardinge,rt.hn.  Sir  H. 
Hardy,  J. 
Hcathcote,  Sir  W. 
Heneage,  G.  H.  W, 
Hepburn,  Sir  T.  B. 
Herbert,  hon. 'S. 
Hervey,  Lord  A. 
Hillsborough,  Earl  of 
Hodgson,  F. 
Holmes,  hn.W.A'Ct. 
Hope,  hon.  C. 
Hope,  A. 
Hope,  G.  W. 
Hornby,  J. 
Howard,  P.  H. 
Hughes,  W.  B. 
Hussey,  A. 
Hutt,  W. 
Ingestre,  Visct. 
Inglis  Sir  R.  H. 
Jermyn,  Earl 
Jocelyn,  Visct. 
Jones,  Capt. 
Kemble,  H. 
Ker,  D.  S. 
Kirk,  P. 

Knatchbull,rt.hn.SirE. 
Knight,  H.  G. 
Lambton,  H. 
Lascelles,  hon.  W.  S. 
Law,  hon.  C.  £. 
Lawson,  A. 
Legh.  G.  C. 
Lennox,  Lord  A. 
Leslie,  C.  P. 
Liddell,  hon.  H.  T. 
Lincoln,  Earl  of 
Lindsay,  H.  H. 
Lowthefi  J,  H« 


Lowther,  hon.  Col. 
Lyall,  G. 
Lygon,  hon.  G. 
Mackenzie,  T. 
Mackenzie,  W.  F. 
Maclean,  D. 
Mc  Geachy,  F.  A. 
Mahon,  Visct. 
Mainwaring,  T. 
Marsham,  Visct. 
Martin,  C.  W. 
Marton,  G. 
Masterman,  J. 
Maunsell,  T.  P. 
Miles,  P.  W.  S. 
Morgan,  O. 
Morgan,  C. 
Monday,  E.  M. 
Newport,  Visct. 
Newry,  Visct. 
Norreysi  Lord 
Northland,  Visct. 
O'Brien,  W.  S. 
Owen,  Sir  J. 
Packe,  C.  W. 
Paget,  Lord  W. 
Patten,  J.  W. 
Peel,  rt.  hon.  Sir  R. 
Peel,  J. 

Pennant,  hon.  Col. 
Pluroptre,  J.  P. 
Polling  ton,  Visct. 
Pollock,  Sir  F. 
Praed,  W.  T. 
Pringle,  A. 
Reid,  Sir  J.  R. 
Rice,  E,  R. 
Rolleston,  Col. 
Rose,  rt.  hon.  Sir  G. 
Round,  C.  G. 
Round,  J. 
Rous,  hon.  Capt. 
Russell,  C* 
Russell,  J,  D.  W. 
Ryder,  hon.  G.  D. 
Sandon,  Visct. 
Scarlett,  hon.  R.  C. 
Seymour,  Sir  U.  B. 
Sheppard,  T. 
Shirley,  E.  J. 
Shirley,  E.  P. 
Smith,  A. 

Smith,  rt.  hn.  T.  B.  C. 
Sotheron,  T.  H.  S. 
Stanley,  Lord 
Stewart,  J. 
Stuart,  H. 
Sturt,  H.  C. 
Sutton,  hon.  Ht  M. 
Thesiger,  F. 
Thomhill,  G. 
Trench,  Sir  F.  W. 
Treror,  hon.  G.  R. 
Trotter,  J. 
Vesey,  hon.  T. 
Vivian,  J.  E. 
Wakley^T. 


Walsh,  Sir  J.  B. 
Welby,  G.  E. 
Wellesley,  Lord  C. 
Whitmore,  T.  C. 
Wilbraham,  hn.  R.  B. 
Williams,  W. 
Wood,  Col. 
Wood,  Col.  T. 
Wood,  G.  W. 


Wortley,  hon.  J.  S. 
Wortley,  hon.  Jn.  S. 
Wynn,  Sir  W.  W. 
Yorke,  hon.  E.  T. 
Young,  J. 

TELLERS. 

Fremantle,  Sir  T. 
Gaskell,  J.  Milnes 


List  of  the  Noes. 


Allix,  J.  P. 
Archbold,  R. 
Bailey,  J.  Jun. 
Bankes,  G. 
Bannerman,  A. 
Baring,  rt.  hon.  F.  T. 
Barnard,  E.  G. 
Barneby,  J.» 
Barrington,  Visct. 
BaskerviUe,  T.  B.  M. 
Benett,  J. 
Berkeley,  hon.  C. 
Bernal,  C. 
Blackstone,  W.  S. 
Blake  Sir  V. 
Blewitt,  R.  J. 
Broadley,  H. 
Buck,  L.  W. 
Busfeild,  W. 
Byng,  rt.  hon.  G.  S. 
Cave,  hon.  R.  O. 
Cavendish,  hn.  C.  C. 
Cavendish,  hn.  G.  H. 
Chetwode,  Sir  J. 
Childers,  J.  W. 
Christie,  W.  D. 
Christopher,  R.  A. 
Clements,  Visct. 
Colborne,hn.  W.  N.R. 
Colvile,  C.  R. 
Corbally,  M.  E. 
Craig,  W.  G. 
Curteis,  H.  B. 
Dalmeny,  Lord 
Dawson,  hon.  T.  V. 
Denison,  J.  E. 
Dick,  Quintin 
Disraeli,  B. 
Drax,  J.  S.  W.  S.  E. 
DuflF,  J. 
Duncan,  Visct. 
Duncan,  G. 
Duncomb,  hon.  O. 
Dundas,  Adm. 
Dundas,  D. 
Du  Pre,  C.  G. 
Eaton,  R.  J. 
Ebrington,  Visct. 
Evans,  W. 
Ewart,  W. 
Famham,  £.  B. 
Fitzmaurice,  bon.  W. 
French,  F. 
Gisbome,  T. 
Gore,  W.  a 


Grore,  hon.  R. 
Greenaway,  C. 
Grey,  rt,  hon.  Sir  G. 
Hall,  Sir  B. 
Hallyburton,LordJ.F. 
Hay,  Sir  A.  L. 
Hayes,  Sir  £. 
Heathcote,  G.  J. 
Heneage,  E. 
Henley,  J.  W. 
Henniker,  Lord 
Hoskins,  K. 
Howard,  hon.  J.  K. 
Howard,  Lord 
Howard,  hon.  H. 
Jolliffe,  Sir  W.  G.  H. 
Knightley,  Sir  C. 
Laboucbere,  rt.  hn.  H. 
Layard,  Capt. 
Lefroy,  A. 
Leveson,  Lord 
Listowel,  Earl  of 
Mc.  Taggart,  Sir  J, ' 
Maher,  V. 
Manners,  Lord  C.  S. 
Manners,  Lord  J. 
March,  Earl  of 
Majoribanks,  S. 
Marshall,  W. 
Martin,  J. 
Miles,  W. 
Mitcalfe,  H. 
Mitchell,  T.  A. 
Murphy,  F.  S. 
Murray,  C.  R.  S. 
Napier,  Sir  C. 
Neeld,  J. 
Neeld,  John 
Norreys,  Sir  D.  J. 
O'Brien,  A.  S. 
Ogle,  S.  C.  H. 
Ossulston,  Lord 
Paget,  Lord  A. 
Palmer,  R. 
Palmerston,  Visct. 
Philips,  G.  R. 
Plumridge,  Capt. 
Ponsonby,  hon.  J,  G. 
Pusey,  P. 
Redington,  T.  N. 
Rendlesbam,  Lord 
Repton,  G.  W.  J. 
Rosi,D.  R. 
Roshbrooke,  Col. 
Rosselly  Lord  J. 
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Seale,  Sir  J.  II. 
Seymour,  Lord 
Sheil,  rt.  hoD.  R.  L. 
Sibthorp,  Col. 
Smith,  rt.  hoD.  IL  V« 
Smyth,  Sir  11. 
StaDsfield»  W.  R.  C. 
Stanton,  W.  II. 
Stewart,  P.  M. 
Stuart,  Lord  J, 
Strickland,  Sir  O. 
Strutt,  £. 
Tollemache,  J. 
Traill  G. 
TroUope,SirJ. 


Tumor,  C. 
Vivian,  J.  II. 
Waddington,  II.  S. 
Watson,  W.  H. 
Wawn,  J.  T. 
Winnington^  Sir  T.  £. 
Wodehouse,  £• 
Wood,  B. 
Wood,  C. 
Worsley,  Lord 
Wyndham,  Col.  C. 
Wyse,  T. 

TELLEBS. 

Parker,  J* 
Tufnell,  U. 


Resolutions  to  be  reported. 

Irish  Yeomawrt — ^ArmsBill.]  Vis- 
count dementi  moved  for  a 

"  Copy  of  the  orders  issued  by  his  Majestv*s 
Government  in  1831,  and  following  years,  for 
disbanding  the  Yeomanry  Corps  id  Ireland, 
together  with  all  correspondence  between  the 
Government  of  that  da^,  and  officers  of  yeo- 
manry relative  to  the  disbanding  of  the  above 
corps." 

The  Arms  Bill  at  present  before  the 
House,  and  with  respect  to  which  be 
moved  for  these  returns^  was  unconstitu* 
tional  and  diabolical.  The  arms  of  the 
disbanded  yeomanry  had  been  dispersed 
through  the  country i  and  he  thought  it 
important  that  all  the  orders  connected 
with  their  disbandment  should  be  laid 
before  ihe  House.  He  left  it  to  the  House 
and  to  the  country  to  judge  of  the  animus 
of  a  Government  which  attempted  to  pass 
such  a  measure  as  the  one  to  which  he 
had  alluded. 

Lord  Eliot  said,  that  the  noble  Lord  had 
(;iven  a  specimen  of  the  temperate  manner 
in  which  he  wished  the  measure  in  aues* 
tion  to  be  discussed.  He  should,  how- 
ever, strictly  confine  himself  in  reply  to 
the  circumstances  under  which  the  motion 
for  these  returns  was  made.  He  was  pre- 
pared to  give  the  noble  Lord  all  the  re- 
turns witb  reference  to  arms  which  he 
could  desire,  but  what  he  sought  for  was 
a  correspondence  extending  over  eleven 
years,  which  might  contain  much  matter 
(juite  unfit  for  the  public  eye,  and  there- 
fore he  thought  it  his  duty  not  at  once  to 
give  the  House  an  opportunity  of  examin- 
ing  that  correspondence.  He  did  not 
wish  to  withhold  any  information  neces- 
sary for  the  due  consideration  of  the  Irish 
Arms  Bill,  but  he  did  not  think,  that  the 
correspondence  in  Question  was  necessary 
for  that  purpose.    If,  howeveri  the  noUe 


Lord  would  postpone  his  motioD  for  Cht 
present,  he  would  examine  the  papers  re- 
ferred to,  and  furnish  such  extracts  as 
were  consistent  with  his  public  duty. 

Mr.  Redington  said,  the  House  would 
excuse  any  little  excitement  on  the  part  of 
his  noble  Friend  on  the  subject  of  a  uma*- 
sure  which  the  noble  Lord  opposite  woald 
not  dare  to  offer  to  his  own  couatry.  H« 
thought,  upon  the  whole,  that  the  latter 
part  of  the  noble  Lord's  proposition  was  a 
fair  one,  and  he  would  advise  bb  nobla 
Friend  to  accede  to  it. 

Mr.  S.  O'Briem  said,  that  Irish  Menu 
hers  were  treated  with  great  disrespect  by 
the  Government.  The  way  in  wbieh  the 
consideration  of  the  Irish  Arms  Bill  bad 
been  treated,  was  a  specimen  of  the  way 
in  which  Irish  Members  were  used  by  the 
present  Government.  He  thought^  thai 
the  returns  which  were  referred  to  io  the 
first  portion  of  the  motion  should  at  oiiee 
be  ordered. 

Viscount  Clements:  The  noble  Lord, 
the  Secretary  for  Ireland,  knows  very  well 
— none  better — that  personally  I  have  a 
very  great  respect  for  him ;  but  then  it  k 
to  be  supposed  that  I  am  to  weigh  my 
words,  to  balance  phrases,  to  smooth  dova 
my  sentences,  when  I  see  the  neasores 
that  he  proposes  for  Ireland  ?  What 
would  be  his  feelings,  or  what  his  expres- 
sions, if  I  presumed  to  propose  for  England 
a  measure  such  as  that  which  he  has  aarad 
to  suggest  should  be  established  in  Ira* 
land  ?  What,  Sir,  are  these  things  to  ba 
done,  and  are  we  to  say  that  we  are  satis- 
fied ?  Sir,  we  are  not  satisfied— we  aie 
not  content— we  are  dissatisfied  »-we  are 
very  much  dissatisfied  in  Ireland -^wa 
have  to  complain  of  the  treatment  that  «a 
receive,  of  the  injury  that  is  done,  of  tha 
wrong  that  is  attempted^we  wane  a 
Government  in  Ireland — wc  have  none, 
we  have  a  Camarilla  in  Dublin  Castkt 
but  we  have  no  Government — we  waat 
English  legislation  in  Ireland— we  waat 
to  have  that  legislation  in  this  House.  If 
we  are  not  to  have  it — if  that  is  not  to 
take  place,  then  the  sooner  we  know  it  ia 
Ireland  the  better.  Let  the  people  of 
Ireland  know  what  your  intentions  ara-« 
avow  them,  if  you  are  prepared  to  ad 
upon  them.  Inform  us,  I  say,  how  yoa 
intend  to  govern  us ;  for  that  which  wa 
most  dislike  is,  that  you  should  proceed, 
as  you  have  done,  in  the  dark.  I  repaat 
it,  let  there  be  no  concealment.  What 
we  uk|  wa  aik  boldlyi  pUioIyi  iMuctij. 
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We  ask  you  to  gofern  in  Ireland  at  you 
do  ID  England — we  ask  for  this— we  ask 
for  no  more.  Grant  it,  or  otherwise  we 
shall  remain  dissatisBed— we  shall  remain 
discontented,  and  in  a  state  of  agitation. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  said,  that  if  notice  had 
been  given  ten  days  ago,  there  would  have 
been  time  for  the  examination  of  docu- 
ments. No  one  could  undertake  to  deter- 
mine whether  certain  papers  should  be 
given  or  not  without  having  an  opportu- 
nity of  consulting  the  archives  of  his  office. 
This,  in  the  case  of  the  noble  Lord,  the 
Secretary  for  Ireland,  could  not  be  done 
at  once,  but  his  noble  Friend  would  take 
the  earliest  opportunity  of  making  the  ne- 
cessary inquiries. 

Mr.  Morgan  /.  O'Connell  saw  nothing 
to  prevent  the  Grovernment  from  at  once 
giving  up  the  papers  required  in  the  first 
pari  of  the  motion.  There  was,  or  ought 
to  be,  nothing  secret  about  them.  Should 
they  not  grant  mere  official  papers  without 
previous  inquiry?  Had  they  brought  in 
tlic  Irish  Arms  Bill  without  making  due 
inquiry,  and  obtaining  due  information  ? 
— and  if  they  had  done  so,  was  (hat  not 
indeed  a  precious  excuse  for  refusing  to 
give  to  the  House  papers  which  thev  eould 
not  legislate  with  advantage  without? 
The  refusal  of  the  returns  would  be  a 
piece  of  unfairness — of  total  injustice. 

Viscount  Palmerston  observed,  that 
one  portion  of  the  motion  of  the  noble 
Lord,  as  it  appeared  to  him,  related  to  a 
matter  that  must  be  of  public  notoriety. 
From  his  own  recollections  be  was  dis- 
posed to  say,  that  an  order  to  disband  a 
yeomanry  corps  must  ba  a  mere  natter  of 
o6icial  routine,  and  to  the  production  of 
which  there  could  be  no  possible  objection. 
It  might  be  otherwise  with  papers  that 
possibly  were  confidential. 

Sir  K,  P«eZ  observed,  that  his  presump- 
tion was  that  of  the  noble  Lord;  but 
what  they  required  was,  the  opportunity 
of  referring  to  the  documents.  If  the 
orders  were  to  be  of  general  operation, 
they  could  be  produced  without  any  difiB- 
cuhy. 

Viscount  Clements  felt  disposed,  after 
what  had  occurred,  to  postpone  his  mo- 
tion. 

Motion  postponed. 

Repeal  of  the  Ukios  (Irelakd) — 
Dismissal  of  Magistrates  —  Mr. 
O'CovNELL.]  Mr.  M,  /•  O'Gofifietf  had, 
he  said,  a  quaiCaon  to  pot  to  Ihttndilt 


Lord,  the  Secretary  for  Ireland.  He 
understood  that  it  had  been  announced 
elsewhere,  that  certain  magistrates  in  Ire- 
land had  been  removed  from  the  commis- 
sion of  the  peace,  and  he  also  understood, 
that  three  of  those  persons  had  been 
named  —  one  was  a  Member  of  that 
House,  another  was  an  Irish  Peer,  and 
the  third  had,  as  he  was  informed,  been 
named  also*  The  questions  that  he  now 
wished  to  ask  were,  first,  was  the  informa- 
tion he  had  received  correct  ?  secoiidly, 
whether  any  other  magistrates,  except 
these  three,  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork^ 
Lord  Ffrench,  and  Sir  Michael  Dillon, 
had  been  dismissed ;  and  third,  whether 
there  would  be  any  objectioii  to  lay  on  the 
Table  of  the  House  the  list  of  those  who 
bad  been  removed.  To  these  questions 
he  now  wished  to  have  a  reply,  as  the 
House  did  not  meet  until  Monday. 

Sir  James  Oraham  replied,  he  had  re- 
ceived an  official  communication  from  the 
Lord  Chancellor  of  Ireland,  to  the  effect 
that,  in  the  discharge  of  his  duty,  he  had 
thought  fit  to  remove  from  the  commission 
of  the  peace  Lord  Ffrench,  for  having 
presided  at  a  meeting  where  the  question 
of  repeal  had  been  discussed,  and  also 
that  he  thought  it  his  duty  to  remove  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cork  from  the  commis* 
sion  of  the  peace,  for  the  same  reason. 
He  had  not  beard  of  the  third  removal 
having  taken  place.  He  had  received  no 
communication  to  that  effect. 

Mr.  Smith  (yBrien  was,  he  said,  a 
magistrate  for  two  counties;  and  be 
wished  to  know,  supposing  be  presented  a 
petition  praying  for  a  Repeal  of  the  Union, 
whether  the  commission  of  the  peace  would 
be  taken  from  him  ? 

Sir  James  Oraham :  If  the  bon.  Gen- 
tleman attended  a  repeal  meeting,  there 
could  be  no  doubt  but  that  the  Lord 
Chancellor  of  Ireland  would  remove  him 
from  the  commission  of  the  peace. 

Lord  John  Russell  asked,  if  it  wera 
stated  by  the  Lord  Chancellor  of  Ireland 
whether,  in  thus  acting,  he  had  followed 
the  desire,  or  attended  to  the  recommend- 
ation, of  the  Lord-lieutenant? 

Sir  James  Graham^  no.  It  was  in  the 
discretion  of  the  Lord  Chancellor  to  act 
upon  his  own  judgment,  solely  in  such  a 
matter  as  this»  and  not  under  the  directioQ 
of  others;  but  he,  on  the  part  of  her 
Majesty's  Government,  said  that  the  step 
tatoi  was  approved  of  by  himself  and  km 
OetteasMi. 
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Mr.  Redington  asked  whether  any 
communications  had  been  made,  through 
the  oflBcial  organs,  such  as  the  lord-lieu- 
tenants of  counties,  by  the  Government 
here,  or  by  the  Lord  Chancellor  in  Ireland, 
as  the  responsible  officer,  intimating  to 
the  magistrates,  what  were  the  crimes,  or 
what  the  measures  in  which,  if  they  took 
part,  they  should  be  liable  to  dismission 
from  the  commission  of  the  peace. 

Sir  James  Graham  :  No  general  order 
had  been  issued  in  this  country,  or  in 
Ireland*  Each  case  depended  upon  its 
own  merits  as  it  arose,  and  would  be  so 
decided  upon  by  the  responsible  Advisers 
of  the  Crown. 

Mr.  Smith  C^Brien  wished  to  know  if 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  inform 
him  whether  he  had  received  an  account 
of  any  breach  of  the  peace  having  been 
committed — whether  these  meetings  had 
been  held,  except  in  the  case  of  the  assas- 
sination of  an  unfoitune  repealer,  at  a 
place  called  Clones.  He  wished  to  know, 
with  that  exception,  whether  he  had  re- 
ceived the  account  of  any  breach  of  the 
peace  at  these  meetings  ? 

Sir  Jnmes  Graham  had  not  received 
information  of  any  breach  of  the  peace, 
except  in  the  case  referred  to  by  the  hon. 
Gentleman,  as  to  the  death  of  one  unfor- 
tunate roan ;  but  on  the  other  hand,  he 
had  been  informed  that  tumultuous  assem- 
blies bad  taken  place  under  circumstances 
which  had  produced  the  greatest  possible 
excitement  and  alarm  amongst  her  Majes- 
ty's loyal  subjects. 

Mr.  SheU  wished  to  know  whether,  be- 
fore the  meeting  that  had  been  attended 
by  I^rd  Ffrench,  notice  had  been  given 
to  Lord  Ffrench  respecting  it  ? 

Sir  James  Graham  remarked  that 
nothing  could  be  less  expected  by  him 
than  that  questions  on  this  subject  should 
be  put  to  him  that  evening,  lie  had  not 
had  the  slightest  intimation  that  it  was 
intended  to  put  them.  It  was  not  the 
usual  time  for  putting  them,  and  he  was 
quite  satisfied  that  the  House  must  per- 
ceive there  was  some  irregularity  in  the 
proceeding;  but,  then,  in  a  matter  of 
this  kind  he  was  most  anxious  at  all  times 
to  answer  such  questions  as  should  be 
asked  of  him,  but  it  was  most  important 
that  he  should  be  able  to  answer  with 
accuracy.  To  the  best  of  his  recollection, 
the  Lord  Chancellor  had  specifically 
directed  the  attention  of  Lord  Ffrench 
to   the  matter.    The   Lord   Chancellor  | 


seeing  the  name  of  Lord  Ffrench  appeodtd 
to  a  requisition  calling  a  meeting,  and 
seeing  he  was  about  to  interfere  when  the 
question  of  the  repeal  of  the  union  was 
to  be  agitated,  the  Lord  Chancellor  com* 
municated  with  Lord  Ffrench,  and  asked 
him  whether  it  was  his  intention  to  attend 
that  meeting.  Lord  Ffrench  replied  that 
he  did  so  intend.  He  thooght  that  in  the 
same  communication  the  Lord  Chancellor 
observed,  that  it  was  not  consistent  with 
his  Lordship's  duty  to  attend  that  meeting. 
Lord  Ffrench's  answer  was,  that,  whatever 
might  be  the  consequences,  it  was  his 
fixed  determination  to  attend.  He  did 
attend  ;  and  then  it  was  that  his  Lordship 
was  deprived  of  the  commission  of  the 
peace.  This  was  his  recollection  of  the 
correspondence ;  but  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman must  excuse  him  if  there  were  any 
inaccuracy  in  the  statement. 

House  adjourned    at  a  quarter  past 
twelve  o'clock. 
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MiivuTBB.]   Bills.    PubOe.^l*-  Ctnada  Wteii  Inpart. 

aUon ;  Coroner^i  Inqnerti. 
S*'  Church  EndowmcnL 

H^por/ed.— EoektiMticBl  Count. 
Privates-Reported, — Lough  Foyla  Dnfanfr. 
3**'  Bury.  etc.  Navig»tion«  imd  UaaeUj  HartXMirt  K^ 
tish  Town  Paving;  SouUuuniiton  Cemetery. 

PiTiTioifn  Pmrsrntkd.  By  Mcnn.  G.  Berkeley,  lUmllry, 
Plumptre,  Scholefldd.  Buifieild,  Ponaoiiliy.  Jo^lip 
Roebuck,  ProUiczoc,  ElphioKooc,  AUam,  G.  W.  Wooip 
DickcDwn,  O.  Stank7,  and  C.  Wood.  Lotda  Wonky* 
E^brington,  and  A.  Lennox,  Dr.  Bowripg,  Cqplita 
Bemal,  Viioount  I^almcnton.  Captain  PecfaeO.  and  Sir 
G.  Strkkland,  ftom  an  immense  number  oC  plaeaip 
againit  the  Factories  Bill ;  and  fhm  several  pboas.  ki 
fliTour  of  the  samc.^Fnjm  Manchester,  Ibr  AboHslilm 
the  Oaths  and  Kubscripton  at  the  Univanltlea.— FkUM 
Trim,  agiUnst  the  Irish  Corporations  BilL—Flom  Chavtai 
Hastings,  M.D.,  for  Exempting  Literary  and  '^i'  ilWi 
Institutiona  ftom  Taxes.— From  SUgo,  for  AMumatag  Ikt 
Law  relating  to  the  Butter  Trader— From  four 
against  the  Union  of  the  $>eei  of  St.  Asqih  and 
—From  Lanark,  Ibr  Increasing  the  Salary  of 
Sehoolmasters.— From  Dragheda,  agtintt  the  Poor  R^ 
lief  (Ireland)  BUL— From  Dii^waU,  fur  cairyii^  Rov* 
land  Hill's  Plan  of  Post-Oflico  Reform.— From  Sha^^ 
head  and  Nottingham,  for  Mitigaftkin  of  PunUnaonl  of 
Thomas  Cooper  and  other  Priaoocrs,  for  Seditkin  in  Slif^ 
ford  GaoL— From  three  places  in  Ireland,  for  ruitBitlii 
to  the  Agricultural  Interest — From  IfleM,  for 
the  Poor-law  Amendment  Act.— From  Harmton, 
Uie  l>U!clesiastMal  CourU  Bill— From  WfaigMd,  mI 
Nunington,  for  the  Repeal  of  the  Malt  Tks.  —  Fnm 
four  places,  against  the  Canada  Wheat  BiD. 

Repeal  op  the  Union —Ikbland-' 
Dismissal  of  Magistrates.]  Mr.  Re* 
din^ton  :  I  wish  to  put  a  question  to  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  the  Socrctarjr  for  the 
Home  Department  respecting  the  recent 
diimiaaal  A  some  magutntes  in  IidaadL 
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Since  the  last  meeting  of  the  House,  the 
letter  of  the  Lord  Chancellor  of  Ireland  to 
Lord  Ffrench,  stating  the  grounds  on 
which  that  nobleman  had  been  removed 
from  the  commission  of  the  peace,  had 
been  published.  That  letter  refers  to  a 
certain  declaration  made  by  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  at  the  head  of  the  Government 
with  respect  to  her  Majesty's  views  on  the 
subject  of  repeal,  and  the  circumstance  of 
Lord  Ffrench  having  attended  a  meeting 
to  petition  for  the  repeal  of  the  union  after 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  had  made  that  de- 
claration, is  stated  to  be  the  cause  of  Lord 
Ffrench's  dismissal.  The  Lord  Chancellor 
of  Ireland,  in  the  same  letter,  declares  that 
he  conceives  it  to  be  his  duty  to  dismiss  all 
magistrates  who  may  attend  repeal  meet- 
ings ;  his  Lordship  says : — 

**  Your  Lordship's  determination  to  preside 
over  such  a  meeting,  immediately  after  the 
declarations  in  Parliament,  proves  to  the  Lord 
Chancellor  that  the  time  has  arrived  for  evinc- 
ing the  determination  of-  this  Government  to 
delegate  no  power  to  those  who  seek  by  such 
measures  as  are  now  pursued  to  dissolve  the 
legislative  union.  To  allow  such  persons  to 
remain  any  longer  in  the  commission  of  the 
peace  would  be  to  afford  the  power  of  the 
Crown  to  the  carrying  of  a  measure  which  her 
Majesty  has,  like  her  predecessor,  expressed 
her  determination  to  prevent.  This  view  of 
the  case,  which  the  step  taken  by  your  Lord- 
ship has  forced  upon  the  attention  of  the  Lord 
Chancellor,  will  compel  him  at  once  to  super- 
sede any  other  magistrates,  who,  since  the  de- 
claration in  Parliament,  have  attended  like 
repeal  meetings.'' 

I  wish  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
whether  any,  and  what  communication  has 
been  made— officially,  I  mean,  of  course- 
to  the  Lord  Chancellor  of  Ireland  of  the 
declaration  of  her  Majesty's  determination 
to  prevent  the  repeal  of  the  union  ;  and,  in 
the  second  place,  I  beg  to  ask  whether  that 
declaration  has  been  communicated  to  the 
magistracy  of  Ireland  by  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor of  that  country  ? 

Sir  James  Graham :  When  her  Majes- 
ty*s  present  Ministers  came  into  office, 
they,  immediately  after  their  appointment, 
felt  it  to  be  their  dutv*  when  the  Great 
Seal  of  Ireland  was  entrusted  to  Sir  Ed- 
ward Sugden,  to  direct  him,  in  the  name 
and  on  the  behalf  of  her  Majesty,  acting 
under  the  advice  of  her  constitutional  ad- 
visers, to  use  all  the  powers  he  possessed, 
within  the  limits  of  the  constitution,  to 
discourage  every  effort  which  might  be 
made  to  subvert  the  Legislative  Union, 
between  the  two  countries.    At  a  later 


period,  in  consequence  of  events  which 
have  recently  occurred  in  Ireland,  the  First 
Minister  of  the  Crown  in  this  House— -io 
the  name  of  her  Majesty,  and  on  behalf  of 
her  Majesty  —  made  a  declaration,  for 
which  her  Majesty's  Advisers  are  respon- 
sible, that  it  was  her  Majesty's  determina- 
tion to  adopt,  in  full,  the  declaration  made 
by  her  Royal  Predecessor  upon  this  sub- 
ject, and  that  all  the  power  and  authority 
entrusted  to  her  by  the  laws  and  the  con- 
stitution of  the  country  would  be  exerted 
to  discourage  to  the  utmost  every  attempt 
to  subvert  the  Legislative  Union.  I  have 
no  hesitation  in  telling  the  hon.  Member 
that  in  consequence  of  the  instructions 
given  to  the  Lord  Chancellor  of  Ireland, 
when  he  first  went  to  that  country,  but, 
more  especial  ly^  in  consequence  of  the 
declaration  maae  by  my  right  hon.  Friend 
at  the  head  of  the  Government,  in  her 
Majesty's  name,  the  communication  was 
made  to  Lord  Ffrench,  to  which  the  hon. 
Member  has  adverted. 

Mr.  Redington :  The  right  hon.  Baro- 
net has  not  answered  my  question.  I 
wish  to  know  in  what  manner  the  dechira- 
tion  of  her  Majesty,  which,  I  think,  ought 
to  be  treated  with  the  utmost  respect,  was 
made  officially  known  to  the  highest  1^1 
functionary  in  Ireland,  inasmuch  as  that 
functionary  has  made  the  circumstance  of 
a  magistrate  attending  a  meeting  to  peti- 
tition  for  a  Repeal  of  the  Union,  after  sodi 
declaration  was  made,  the  ground  for  dis- 
missing him  from  the  magistracy. 

Sir  J.  Graham  :  I  think  I  have  suffici- 
ently answered  the  hon.  Member.  I  have 
told  him  that  the  Lord  Chancellor  of  Ire- 
land has  acted  under  the  general  instruc- 
tions which  he  received  from  her  Majesty's 
Government  to  discourage  all  attempts  to 
subvert  the  Legislative  Union,  more  espe- 
citdly  after  the  declaration  recently  made 
bv  the  First  Minister  of  the  Crown,  in  his 
place  in  Parliament.  I  am  not  prepared 
to  say,  that  any  after  official  communica- 
tion has  meen  made  to  the  Lord  Chancellor 
of  Ireland. 

Mr.  RedingUm :  Am  I  then  to  under- 
stand this,  that  the  Lord .  Chancellor  of 
Ireland  felt  himself  justified  in  referring  to 
her  Majesty's  declaration,  merely  because 
he  may  have  read  reports  of  what  passed 
in  this  House  ? 

Sir  J,  Graham:  I  have  told  the  hon* 
Member  that  the  Lord  Chancellor,  and,  I 
may  add,  the  Lord-lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
have  received  instructions  from  her  Majes- 
ty's Govemmenti  to  discourage  every  effort 
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to  subvert  the  Legislative  Union.  It  is 
certainly  true,  that  from  time  to  time,  un- 
der various  circumstances,  confidential  and 
official  communications  have  taken  place 
between  her  Majesty's  Ministers  and  the 
Irish  Government ;  but  it  appears  to  me 
that  1  have  already  stated  sufficient  to 
justify  the  course  which  has  been  pursued* 
If,  however,  the  hon.  Member  entertains 
a  different  opinion  he  chh  take  the  sense 
of  the  House  on  the  question.     [Hear,] 

Mr.  Redington:  After  what  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  has  said^  I  hope  I  mav  be 
allowed  to  say  one  word.  The  right  hon. 
Baronet  is  not  justified  in  raising  a  cheer 
by  attempting  to  fix  upon  me  the  advocacy 
of  the  Repeal  of  theUnion,  and  taking  credit 
to  himself  for  opposing  it.  I  wish  to  ask 
another  question ;  has  the  Lord  Chancellor 
of  Ireland  sent  any  official  notification  on 
this  subject  to  other  magistrates  ? 

Sir  J.  Graham:  I  cannot,  with  cer- 
tainty, answer  the  hon.  Member's  question. 
Tlie  Lord  Chancellor  of  Ireland's  fetter  to 
Lord  Ffrencli  is  correctly  given  in  the 
usual  channels  of  information,  and  I  be- 
lieve that  the  Lord  Chancellor  has  com- 
municated copies  of  the  letter  to  various 
magistrates. 

Mr.  Wyse :  It  appears  that  Lord  Ffrench 
has  been  dismissea  from  the  magistracy 
for  attending  a  public  meeting,  at  which 
the  question  of  a  Repeal  of  the  Union  was 
to  be  agitated,  on  the  ground  that  a  breach 
of  the  peace  might  be  apprehended  from 
such  meeting.  Now,  1  wish  to  know, 
whether  it  is  to  be  understood  that  the 
magistrates  of  Ireland  are  liable  to  be  dis- 
missed for  attending  dinners  where  there 
can  be  no  apprehension  of  a  breach  of  the 
peace,  but  where  the  question  of  Repeal 
may  be  discussed  ? 

•Sir  J.  Graham  :  I  must  decline  answer- 
ing hypothetical  questions.  Without  re- 
ferring to  hypothetical  cases,  however,  I 
may  remind  the  hon.  Member  that  there 
are  instances  of  gentlemen  being  dismissed 
from  the  magistracy  on  account  of  toasts 
drunk  at  dinners. 

Affairs  ofServia.]  Lord  Palmerslon 
said  that  some  time  ago  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet at  the  hea<l  of  the  Government  pro- 
mised to  lay  upon  the  Tablo  copies  of 
certain  treaties  with  Servia,  and  tlie 
hatti  sclieriff  of  1829.  lie  (la>nl  Fal- 
murston)  at  that  time  asked  whether 
the  right  hou.  Baronet  W4)uld  not  also  lay 
upon  the  Tabk:  sudi  extracts  from  tlie 
despatches  of  our  ambassador  at  Constan- 


tinople and  our  Consul-general  in  Senria, 
as  would  show,  not  the  course  of  the  nego- 
tiations, but  an  outline  of  the  facta  of  the 
case.  One  of  the  points  in  dispute  be- 
tween the  court  of  Russia  and  the  Porta 
was,  whether  the  recent  election  had  or 
had  not  taken  place  in  conformity  with  tlie 
stipulations  of  the  treaty,  and,  therefiMo^ 
it  was  important  that  the  House  should 
have  before  it  some  information  which 
would  show  in  what  respect  the  electioo 
was  irregular,  so  as  to  afford  ground  for 
the  representations  made  by  the  Russian 
Government.  He  wished  to  know  wlie« 
ther  the  right  hon.  Baronet  saw  any  ob- 
jection to  produce  the  extracts  to  which 
lie  had  referred. 

Sir  Rn  Peel  said,  that  the  course  of  facta 
relative  to  the  affairs  of  Servia  would  ba 
best  ascertained  from  the  despatches  of  our 
consul  there.  The  drcumstanoes  of  the 
case  could  not  be  so  well  known  to  Sir 
Stratford  Canning,  our  ambassador  at 
Constantinople,  and  he  could  not  at  pre- 
sent undertake  to  lay  upon  the  Table  any 
portion  of  his  Excellency's  communication. 
He,  however,  had  no  objection  to  lay  upon 
the  Table  such  extracts  from  tibo  de- 
spatches of  Mr.  Fonblanque,  our  consul 
at  Servia,  as  would  give  a  view  of  the 
focts  of  the  case.  The  only  diflkolty 
which  occurred  to  him  with  reference  to 
this  point,  arose  from  the  circumstanoa  of 
the  disputes  in  Servia  not  being  tenni- 
nated,  and  the  probability  which  exialad 
that  a  fresh  election  would  take  plaoei 
That  being  the  case,  it  was  of  imponanoa 
that  nothing  should  be  laid  upon  the  Table 
of  the  House,  which  could  coropvomiae  the 
interests  or  characters  of  indiviauals.  With 
some  reservation  upon  that  point,  he  would 
lay  upon  the  Table  such  extracts  from  the 
despatclies  of  our  consul  at  Servia  as  would 
give  a  fair  view  of  the  £scta  of  the  case* 

Canada  Corn-Law,]  Mr.  Grtaae 
brought  up  the  Report  of  the  Committee  oo 
Canada  Corn. 

On  the  question  that  the  resolutioo  he 
reail  a  second  time. 

Mr.  M.  Gibson  said*  he  rose  to  explain 
why  he  objected  to  this  resolution  being 
read  a  second  time,  and  why  he  should 
move  the  amendment  of  which  he  bad 
given  notice.  The  motion  of  the  noble 
Lord,  the  Member  for  Ijoodoo,  raised  the 
simple  question  whether  the  Imperial  Le- 
gislature was  to  be  dependant  on  the  colo- 
nial legislature,  or  the  colonial  L^gishiF 
ture  00  the  Imperial  Legislature.  He  gate 
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his  vote  in  favour  of  that  motion ,  because 
he  considered  it  wrong  that  the  superior 
Legislature  should  depend  on  the  inferior 
one.  The  question  he  now  wished  *to  raise 
was,  whether  that  House  considered  that, 
in  admitting  com  on  pa3nnent  of  a  nominal 
duty  into  this  country,  it  was  a  necessary 
condition  that  there  should  be  a  duty  on 
foreign  corn  imposed  previous  to  its  pass* 
ing  the  frontier  into  Canada  ?  When  the 
noble  Lord  (Lord  Stanley)  invited  the 
House  to  go  into  committee  for  the  pur- 
pose of  reducing  the  duty  on  Canadian 
com,  he  said  that  the  population  in  this 
country  was  increasing  at  the  rate  of  three 
hundred  thousand  annually*  and  it  was, 
therefore,  necessary  that  something  should 
be  done,  in  order  that  we  might  not  be 
wholly  dependent  on  corn  of  our  own 
growth.  Well,  then,  in  common  justice, 
they  ought  to  allow  the  consumers  in  Ca- 
nada to  replace  the  produce  taken  away  to 
this  country  in  the  easiest  possible  manner 
to  themselves.  That  was  the  principle 
adopted  with  respect  to  Jersey  and  Guern- 
sey. He  had  heard  it  stated,  that  there 
was  a  probability  in  the  course  of  time 
that  there  would  be  a  large  import  of  com 
from  Canada  into  this  country.  He  hoped 
there  might ;  but  whether  there  was  or 
not,  he  must  take  the  recommendation  of 
the  measure  from  the  mouth  of  the  noble 
Lord  the  Secretary  for  the  Colonies ;  his 
principle  was,  that  they  ought  to  tidce  of 
the  duty,  because  no  great  quantity  of 
corn  could  come  in.  The  House  had,  on  a 
previous  occasion,  refused  to  impose  a  duty 
of  38.  a  quarter  to  be  levied  on  the  frontier 
of  Canada.  Having  done  that,  he  could 
not  understand  on  what  principle  her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  had  thought  proper  to 
recommend  the  Canadian  Legisiatare  to 
impose  that  doty  on  foreign  corn.  Before 
he  sat  down  he  wished  to  put  a  question 
to  the  noble  Lord  the  Secretary  for  the 
Colonies.  That  noble  Lord  had  said,  in 
his  opening  speech,  that  com  imported 
into  the  colony,  and  there  ground  into 
flour,  became  the  produce  of  that  colony, 
and  might,  in  that  character,  be  introduced 
into  this  country.  What  he  (Mr.  Milner 
Gibson)  wished  to  know  was,  whether  the 
noble  Lord  intended  to  extend  this  prin- 
ciple to  all  the  other  British  colonies,  or 
whether  it  extended  to  them  already  ?  He 
(Mr.  Milner  Gibson)  had  heard  it  stated, 
that  in  that  case  there  would  be  a  great 
desire  to  make  arrangements  in  various  of 
our  colonies — in  Heligoland,  for  instance  — 
to  import  foreign  corn^  grind  it  into  flour^ 


and  import  it  into  this  country  as  colonial 
produce,  at  the  scale  of  duties  now  in  force 
for  colonial  corn.  In  conclusion,  he  would 
move  as  an  amendment  to  the  motion,  that 
all  the  words  of  the  motion  after  the  word 
''  That'*  be  left  out,  in  order  to  add  these 
words— 

*'  That  in  reducing  the  duty  on  the  importa- 
tion of  Canada  wheat  and  wheat  flour  into  the 
United  Kingdom,  it  is  not  expedient  that  such 
reduction  should  be  made  contingent  on  the 
imposition  or  maintenance  of  a  duty  on  the 
importation  of  foreign  corn  into  Canada/' 

Dr.  Bomring  seconded  the  amendment. 
It  was  his  wish  to  separate  the  evil  from 
the  good  in  the  proposed  measure  of  the 
noble  Lord.  The  bill  would  do  good  by 
fiacilitating  the  introduction  of  the  surplus 
com  of  Canada  into  this  country,  but  to 
prevent  the  com  of  America  from  going 
free  of  duty  into  Canada  would  be  an  evil, 
and  from  this  evil  it  was  the  object  of  the 
proposed  amendment  to  relieve  the  noble 
Lord's  measure. 

Lord  Stanley  hoped  the  hon.  Gentleman 
would  not  think  him  guilty  of  any  dis- 
respect if  he  declined  opening  the  general 
question  again,  which,  he  thought,  had 
already  been  sufficiently  discussed.  He 
confessed  he  was  unable  to  draw  any  dis- 
tinction between  the  amendment  now  pro- 
posed by  the  hon.  Gentleman  and  that 
which  was  proposed  on  Friday  last  by  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  London.  The 
noble  Lord,  in  his  amendment,  moved  to 
omit  so  much  of  his  (Lord  Stanley's)  reso- 
lutions as  referred  to  an  act  agreed  to  by 
the  Legislature  of  Canada,  and  rendered 
the  legislation  of  the  Parliament  of  this 
country  dependent  on  that  of  the  provin- 
cial Legislature.  The  amendment  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman  was  framed  on  the  same 
principle.  His  motion  was  made  on  a  dis- 
tinct understanding  that  the  measure 
would  tend  to  the  enoouracement  of  agri- 
culture iu  Canada,  and  that  there  should 
be  a  protection  against  the  introduction  of 
American  com.  Ha  eould  not  now  con- 
sent to  a  motion  which  would  enable  the 
colony  to  obtain  the  benefit  of  the  proposed 
arrangement,  without  affording  to  the 
agriculture  of  this  country  the  intended 
protection  against  cora  the  produce  of 
America.  With  respect  to  the  question 
put  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  opposite. 
What  he  had  stated  when  he  had  proposed 
the  measure  was,  that  an  article  which, 
after  baring  been  imported  into  a  colony, 
passed  there  through  a  process  qf  manu- 
factare,  became  the  manafiictme  of  that 
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colony,  and  that  corn»  when  manufiEurtured 
into  fiour^  followed  the  general  rule  of 
other  manufiustures.  He  ought  to  ha^e 
added,  that  with  respect  to  the  grinding 
of  corn,  a  special  exception  extended  to  all 
British  possessions  in  Europe.  The  Chan- 
nel Islands,  and  all  other  British  posses- 
sions in  Eiurope,  were  excepted  from  the 
general  rule. 

Mr.  Thomely  said,  that  he  had  heard  it 
stated  on  the  authority  of  Lord  Ashbur- 
ton,  that  the  late  tariff  of  America  had 
been  passed  for  purposes  of  roFenue  only. 
N0W9  he  had  spent  three  months  last 
autumn  in  America,  where  he  had  dis- 
cussed this  question  of  the  tariff  with  mer- 
chants^ and  with  persons  in  every  position 
of  life,  and  he  had  never  met  with  any  in- 
dividual who  did  not  admit  that  the  tariff, 
from  first  to  last,  was  arranged  with  a  view 
to  the  protection  of  American  manufac- 
tures, and  with  a  view  to  the  injury  of 
foreign  manufactures.  He  was  sure  that 
the  Board  of  Trade  would  state  that  the 
American  tariff  was  passed  not  with  a  view 
to  revenue,  but  with  a  view  to  protection. 
Tea  and  coffee  were  admitted  free  of  duly, 
because  those  articles  were  not  grown  in 
the  United  States,  and  did  not,  therefore, 
require  protection,  and  they  were  not  sub- 
jected to  duty,  on  purpose  that  a  higher 
duty  might  be  laid  on  manufiictures.  He 
was  perfectly  surprised  that  Lord  Ashbur- 
ton  could  be  so  prejudiced  as  to  believe 
that  the  tariff  had  been  framed  with  a  view 
to  revenue.  He  did  not  believe  that  the 
British  Government  would  succeed  in  ob- 
taining a  commercial  treaty  with  the 
United  States.  The  Government  of  that 
country  was  weak,  and  had  six  and  twenty 
conflicting  interests  to  deal  with.  Still  it 
was  the  English  Corn-law  that  mainly 
enabled  that  Government  to  carry  so  high 
a  tariff,  and  while  the  sliding-scale  was 
maintained  here  it  would  be  impossible  to 
prevent  a  higli  tariff  from  being  maintained 
in  America. 

Mr.  yilHers^  amid  marks  of  impatience, 
said,  that  the  noble  Lord's  answer  to  his 
hon.  Friend's  amendment,  that  the  mea- 
sure was  not  intended  to  increase  the 
supply  of  food  in  this  country,  was  not 
consistent  with  the  hint  that  he  had  gi\*en 
to  his  agricultural  friends  at  the  close  of 
his  first  speech— namely,  that  they  must 
remember  that  the  people  of  this  country 
were  increasing  at  the  rate  of  300,000  a 
year ;  that  they  were  not  able  adequately 
to  supply  them  with  food  theniKelves,  and 
that  tne  people  must  be  fed.    The  ooUe 


Lord  must  have  contemplated^  that  tlie 
people  would  draw  additional  suppliei  fron 
Canada.  Now,  his  hon.  Friena  said,  that 
the  fixed  duty  of  which  he  oomphuDed 
tended  to  make  this  difficult,  or  at  leait 
could  only  be  effected  at  the  expense  of  the 
colonists,  whose  food  would  be  rendered 
dear  and  scarce  should  they  supply  the  de« 
ficiency ;  and,  in  this  respect  he  begged  to 
direct  the  noble  Lord's  attention  to  the 
efiect  of  thb  duty  upon  Canada,  regard- 
ing  it  merely,  as  he  termed  it  himtdf, 
a  colonial  measure.  It  had  been  admitted 
that  the  duty  would  keep  oat  so  modi 
American  produce,  and  thereby  raise  the 
price  of  that  of  Canada.  It  would  then  he 
a  Corn-law,  and  would  be  attended  with 
its  necessary  consequences— it  would  niae 
the  cost  of  liring  and  diminish  the 
means  of  the  consumer  where  it  was  im* 
posed.  Now,  observe  the  efiect  of  that: 
It  was  alleged  to  be  the  great  object  oFeo- 
lonies  to  provide  vent  for  our  sorphia 
people,  and  enable  them  to  become  custo- 
mers for  our  manu&ctures.  Now,  what 
would  be  the  effect  of  raising  the  cost  of 
liring  in  Canada?  Why,  to  make  the 
United  States  preferable  to  Canada  Icnr  the 
poorer  emigrants  to  eo  to,  or  if  their  wages 
were  raised  in  Canada  in  can8equeiioe»  to 
make  labour  more  dear,  which  was  no  ad- 
vantage to  the  capitalist.  Now,  the  ndhle 
Lord  knew  that  the  tendency  of  the  cui- 
grants  was  to  go  to  the  United  States  fai 
preference  to  remain  in  Canada.  Would 
not  that  be  increased  ?  Again,  if  the  cost 
of  living  was  made  high  in  Canada,  would 
not  fewer  manufiu!ture8  be  consumed.  The 
answer  to  this  was,  that  there  would  he 
smuggling.  This  was  no  defence :  Ibr  it 
was  not  intended;  he  thought  that  the 
best  opinions  were  in  &vour  of  this  impe- 
diment to  the  trade  being  sucoesiAil.  He 
believed  it  would  be ;  and  he  asked  upon 
what  possible  ground  of  sense  or  justice 
were  they  entitled  to  cast  any  impedineut 
in  the  way  of  trade,  or  of  the  progress  of 
a  country  to  acquire  which  they  had  paid 
so  dearly,  and  which  cost  them  so  mudi 
to  maintain  ?  What  was  the  meaning  of 
this  country  paying  for  public  works  iu 
that  colony,  of  guaranteeing  loans  tor 
canals,  all  for  the  purpose  of  fiunlitatiug 
the  transit  trade  of  that  country*  and  theu 
deliberately  and  wantonly  throwing  au 
obstruction  in  the  way  of  that  trade? 
Only  last  year,  one  million  and  a  half,  he 
believed,  bail  been  raised  to  improve  some 
part  of  the  navigation.  The  chief  trade 
was  known  to  be  in  American  prodi 
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seat  to  this  country  to  purchaw  manufac- 
tures, and  yet  this  year  they  insist  upon 
what  is  called  a  fixed  duty,  which  u  a 
permanent  obetniction  being  put  in  the 
way  of  the  Iransit  of  that  produce  to  this 
country.  The  foct  was,  that  this  duty, 
nhich  the  Canadians  had  beeen  compelled 
by  the  landlords  here  to  pass,  nearly  coun- 
teracted what  was  really  good  in  the  mea- 
sure, namely,  the  total  aod  instant  re- 
moval of  the  old  obstruction  to  the  trade 
between  Canada  and  England.  That,  he 
allowed,  was  good,  and  of  which  he  ap- 
proved much,  but  a  monatroua  absurdity 
It  was  that  it  should  ever  have  existed.  It 
was  indeed  only  last  year  that  an  emigrant 
a  poor  man,  who  had  been  destitute  in  this 
country,  had  gone  to  Canada,  and  had 
been  able  by  bis  industry  to  remit  a  quan- 
tity of  flour  to  his  mother  and  another 
relative  who  were  living  miseiably  at  home. 
Information  was  received  by  them  that  this 
flour  was  in  bond,  and  an  application  was 
formally  made  to  the  Treasury  to  allow 
these  two  poor  old  starving  people  to  have 
the  food  that  the  son  had  sent  them  ;  and 
a  fortual  letter,  signed  by  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury,  was  sent  to  inform  tliem 
that  no  such  indulgence  could  be  alloweil 
them.  Could  anything  be  conceived  more 
absurd  than  maintaining  a  colony  and 
sending  out  emigrants  at  great  expense  for 
such  3.  result  as  this  ?  He  was  alraid  that 
by  not  allowing  the  Canadians  to  supply 
themselves  at  the  cheapest  market,  afW 
remitting  their  own  produce  to  this  coun- 
try, they  would  continue  a  system  equally 
unjust  and  injurious.  He  was  opposed, 
therefore,  entirely  to  the  fixed  duty  part 
of  the  measure,  and  should  vote  for  his 
hoD.  Friend,  though,  as  he  said,  the  entire 
and  instant  removal  of  all  duty  on  food 
between  England  and  any  other  country, 
he  should  always  deem  a  vaiuoble  change. 
The  House  divided  on  the  question 
that  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand 
part  of  the  question. — Ayes  195;  Noes 
S3:  Majority  112. 
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Stanley,  Lord 
Stanley,  K. 
Stewart,  J. 
Sluait,  II. 

siurt,  n.  C. 

Sutton,  hon.  H.  M. 
Thesiger,  F. 
Thornhill,  G. 


{COMMONS} 


of  Voieri. 


Tollem&cbe,  J. 
Tomline,  G. 
Trench,  Sir  F.  W. 
Trotter,  J. 
Turner^  E. 
Turnor,  C. 
Tyrell,  Sir  J.  T. 
Verner,  Col. 
Vernon,  G.  II. 
Vesey,  hon.  T. 
Waddington,  II.  8. 
Walsh,  Sir  J.  B. 
VVelby,  G.  E. 
Wilbraharo,  lion.R.B. 
Wortley,  hon.  J.  S. 
Wortley,  hon.  J.  S. 
Yorke,  hon.B.  T. 
Young,  J. 


TELLERS. 

Fremantle,  Sir  T. 
Baring,  H. 


List  of  the  Nobs. 


Barclay,  D. 
Baring,  rt.  Im.  F.  T. 
Barnard,  K.  O. 
Berkeley,  hon.  C. 
Berkeley,  hon.  Capt. 
Blake,  Sir  V. 
Blewitt,  R. .!. 
Brotherlon,  J. 
Browne,  hon.  \V. 
Busfeild,  \V. 
Carcw,  hn.  (!.  R.S. 
Cavendish,  hn.  C.  C. 
Cavendish,  hn.  U.  II. 
Chapman,  B. 
Childers,  J.  W. 
Christie,  W.  D. 
Colebrooke,  Sir  T.  B. 
Corballv,  M.  R. 
Curric,  li. 

D'Kyncourt,Tt.hn.C.T. 
Duncan,  Visct. 
Duncan,  G. 
Dundas,  D. 
Kbrington,  Visct. 
Klphiiistonc,  H. 
Kwart,  W. 
Ferguson,  Col. 
Filzroy,  I-ord  C. 
Furstcr,  M. 
(iisbome,  T. 
Gore,  hon.  II. 
Grey,  rt.  hon.  Sir  0. 
Grosvcnor,  lA)ni  R. 
llallyburton,  Ijord  J, 
Ilasttc,  A. 
II  awes,  B. 
Ilorsman,  K. 
Howard,  hn.C.W.  G. 
Howard,  Lord 
Ilult,  W.^ 
Layard,  Capt. 
Lord  Mayor  of  I/mdon 
iM angles,  R.  O. 


Marsland,  II. 
Martin,  J. 
Maule,  rt.  hon.  F. 
Mitchell,  T.  A. 
Morison,  Gen. 
Murphy, 'F.S. 
Napier,  Sir  C. 
O'Brien,.!. 
(VConndl,  M.  J. 
O'Connor,  D. 
Ord,  W. 

Palmerston,  Visct. 
Parker,  J. 
Pechell,  Capt. 
Philips,  O.  It. 
Philips,  M. 
Plumridge,  Capt. 
Pulsford,  R. 
Ricardo,  J.  L. 
Russell,  Lord  J. 
Scrope,  G.  P. 
Seale,  Sir  J.  H. 
Sheil,  rt.  hn.  R.  L. 
Smith,  rt.hn.R.V. 
Stansfield,  W.  R.  C. 
Stewart,  P.  M. 
Strickland,  Sir  G. 
Strutt,  E. 
Tancred,  H.  W. 
'ITiomlcy,  T. 
Tufnell,  II. 
\'illiers,  hon.  C 
Vivian,  J.  II. 
Wall,  C.  B. 
Ward,  H.  O. 
Wawn,  .1.  T. 
\Vinmnglofi,SirT.  K, 
Wood,  B. 
Wood,(;.  W. 

Wysc,  r. 

irimns. 
(libson,  M. 
L^owring,  Dr. 


Main  quMtion  ft^recd  to. 

The  molutions  raul  a  second  time  • 

On  the  question  that  a  bill  inoonformitf 
to  the  resolution  be  brought  in^ 

Lord  John  Russell  said,  the  Honst 
having  approved  of  the  measure,  and  the 
matter  having  been  fully  discussed,  he  did 
not  mean  to  impede  its  further  progress^ 
but  he  wished  to  protest  against  the  adop* 
tion  of  the  bill  being  hereafter  considered  as 
a  contract  by  the  Imperial  Parliament.  Iff 
hereafter  Parliament  should  come  to  whttt 
he  thought  a  better  opinion,  and  regard 
this  scheme  as  disadvantageous,  both  te 
(Janada  and  the  mother  country,  he  should 
think  the  present  settlement  open  to  ravU 
sion,  if  at  any  time  such  a  course  should 
seem  advisable. 

Bill  brought  in  and  read  a  first  time. 

Rrgistration  of  Voters.^  Sir  J.  Grmm 
ham  moved  the  Order  of  the  Day  for  dM 
consideration  of  the  Lords'  amendmenta  t» 
the  Registration  of  Voters  Bill.  With 
referen<*e  to  the  amendment^  providiag 
that  any  person  voting  without  a  quaiitai* 
tion  should  bo  liable  to  lie  indicted  for  m 
misdemeanor,  he  could  not  propose  that  it 
should  be  agreed  to  by  the  House,  as  W 
was  not  disposed  to  recommend  the 
tion  of  any  new  misdemeanour  witi 
to  the  right  of  voting.  He  thought' 
proposed  enactment  would  be  inopenti«% 
and  if  operative,  that  it  irniilil  bfi  injnriana 
The  right  hon.  Baronet  condudod  Iit  |B»> 
posing  some  alterations  in  the  LMtt 
amendments. 

Sir  G.  Grey  thought  there  could  he  ■• 
objection  to  tne  alicmtions.  They  wtM 
perfectly  reasonable  and  comistent  witt 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  statMMiit  m 
bringing  forward  the  bill. 

The  amendments  to  the  Lards'  aniond 
mentf  were  agreed  to,  and  ordered  to  he 
communicated  to  the  Lords. 


Arms  (Irblakd)   Biu.]     Lord 
said,  in  pro)x)fiing  the  second  reading  of  the 
Arm.s  (Ireland)  Bill,  he  thought  it  m 
to  explain  to  the  House  the  circui 
under  which  it  was  now  brought 

The  iicopc  of  the  measure  was  to       ^ 

to  consolidate,  and  to  continue  laws  which 
were   now  in  exiittcncc»  but  which 
about  to  ocase.     The  possession  of 
and  the  iroportatMm  of  arms  and 
tions  into  Ireland,  had  been  r^julated 
law  f«»r  a  period  nf  nearly  fifty  years; 
had  Uvn    ramie  the   Kiibfcct  of  dif 
enactments;    that  was  to  aay^  die 
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enactments  had  not  applied  to  the  two  sub- 
jects of  the  importation  of  arms  and  their 
possession.  The  first  enactment  which 
related  to  the  importation  of  arms  into  Ire- 
Ireland  was  the  33rd  Geo.  Srd,  c.  2.  That 
was  renewed  by  the  35th  Geo,  3rd,  c.  24 ; 
by  the  36th  Geo.  3rd,  c.  42  ;  by  the  39th 
Geo.  3rd,  c.  37  ;  and  by  the  40lh  Geo. 
3rd,  c.  9() — all  acts  of  the  Irish  Parliament. 
The  latter  act  of  the  40lh  Geo.  3itl,  re- 
newed a  previous  law  for  the  period  of 
7  years,  namely  to  the  year  1807,  when  it 
was  renewed  by  the  54th  Geo.  3rd,  c.  Ill, 
which  was  now,  with  some  modifications, 
the  existing  law  on  the  subject  of  the  im- 
portation of  arms.  It  was  altered  to  a 
certain  degree  by  the  acts  of  the  Ist  and 
2nd  Geo.  4th,  and  1st  William  4th,  and  he 
might,  perhaps,  with  more  precision,  say, 
that  it  was  now  the  act  1st  Will.  4th,  c. 
44,  which  regulated  the  importation  of 
arms  into  Ireland.  The  registration  of 
arms  in  that  country  had  been  the  subject 
of  the  following  acts :— •36th  Geo.  3rd,  c. 
26th :  38th  Geo.  3rd,  c  82  ;  40  Geo.  3rd, 
c.  96  5  which  was  the  last  act  of  the  Irish 
Parliament,  renewing  it  for  a  term  of  seven 
years,  when  the  47th  Geo.  3rd.  c.  54,  was 
passed,  which,  with  some  modifications, 
had  been  renewed  from  time  to  time,  and 
was  now  the  law  of  the  land.  He  did  not 
think  it  necessary  to  go  into  the  details  of 
the  particular  provisions  of  these  various 
enactments.  Before  alluding  to  the  cir- 
cumstances under  which  the  47th  Geo. 
Srd  was  passed,  he  oug^t  to  mention  that 
her  Majesty's  late  Government,  in  the 
year  1836,  brought  in  a  bill  which  bore  the 
names  of  his  noUe  PredecessoTt  Lord  Mor- 
peth, and  (^  the  noble  Lord*  the  Member 
for  the  city  of  London,  which  had  predsely 
the  same  object  in  view  as  the  bill  of  whicn 
he  had  now  the  honour  to  propoee  the  se- 
cond reading— to  amend,  consolidate,  and 
continue,  the  laws  relating  to  the  importa- 
tion of  arms,  and  their  registration  in  Ire* 
land.  The  47th  Geo.  Srd,  was  introduced 
into  that  House  by  the  Duke  of  Wdling- 
ton,  then  Sir  Arthur  Wellesley,  who  was  at 
the  time  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord-lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland.  He  stated,  in  introducing 
the  bill  to  the  notice  of  the  House,  that  it 
was  a  measure  prepared  by  his  predecessor, 
a  namesake  of  his  ( Lord  Eliot's)  own,  but, 
as  he  had  no  doubt  the  noUe  Lord  was 
well  aware,  a  very  good  Whig— Mr.  H- 
liott.  He  freely  confessed,  that  the 
grounds  on  whid^  that  bill  was  recom- 
mended to  the  adoption  of  the  House  de- 
pended on  a  yerj  differeat  slate  of  thingsi 


from  that  which  now  existed.  A  great 
authority,  Mr.  Grattan,  who  was  very 
much  relied  on  by  both  sides  of  the  House, 
was  a  supporter  of  that  bill,  and  founded 
his  support  of  it  on  the  menacing  attitude 
which  France  at  that  time  had  taken,  and 
the  danger  of  invasion  from  that  country. 
He  willingly  admitted  that ;  but  he  might 
observe  that  Sheridan,  who  objected  to  the 
bill,  made  a  somewhat  remarkable  declara- 
tion. It  was  not  in  opposing  that  bill 
(though  he  did  oppose  it),  but  in  a  subse- 
quent discussion  on  the  state  of  Ireland,  in 
which  he  animadverted  on  the  bill,  and  in 
the  course  of  his  speech  he  made  use  of  this 
remarkable  expression  :— 

**  There  is  not,  perhaps,  a  man  more  strongly 
convinced  than  I  am,  that  the  very  existence 
of  the  two  islands  depends  on  the  continuance 
of  their  connection." 

Mr.  Grattan,  in  supporting  the  bill,  de- 
fended the  vote  he  had  given,  and  stated, 
that  the  remedies  he  proposed  for  Ireland 
were — a  general  education  for  the  people, 
the  abolition  of  tithes,  and  Catholic  eman- 
cipation. But  Mr.  Grattan,  while  he 
proposed  these  three  remedies  defended  the 
Arms  Bill,  proposed  by  the  then  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland,  which  was  passed 
into  a  law.  The  provisioiis  of  the  47th  Geo. 
3rd,  were  in  great  measure  those  which 
had  been  continued  fnm  time  to  time  ever 
since,  and  which  were  embodied  in  the  bill 
of  whidi  he  had  now  to  fnopoae  the  aeoond 
reading.  He  had  already  ohterved,  that 
the  ncSle  Lord,  the  Memberlbr  the  city  of 
London,  and  hit  noble  Predeoenor,  Lord 
Morpeth,  thought  it  expedient  to  propose 
for  jthe  adoption  of  that  House  a  bill  to 
consolidate  and  continue  the  laws  rdating 
to  the  registration  of  arms,  and  their  im- 
portation into  Ireland.  He  believed  it 
would  be  found,  on  eomparing  these  two 
bills,  that  their  provisions  were  in  a  great 
measure  alike.  He  was  quite  willing  to 
admit  that  this  mi|^t  be  said  to  be  an 
argumenium  ad  hominenif  which  could  only 
be  conclusive  against  those  who  formed  the 
late  Government,  and  against  the  hon. 
Gentlemen  who  supportea  them  3  and  be 
was  bound  to  show  to  the  House  that  the 
necessity  for  continuing  these  acts  still 
subsisted*  Now,  he  did  hope  and  believci 
that  no  party  spirit  would  ao  far  blind 
Gentlemen  as  to  induce  them  to  take  a 
different  coane  on  the  present  occasion, 
from  that  which  they  had  taken  when  the 
bill  was  Inooglit  forward  by  the  Ministers 
whom  they  supported.  Unless  they  could 
show  that  the  curcnmstanoes  of  the  country 
2K2 
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were  entirely  difTerent,  he  appealed  with 
confidence  to  them  for  their  support  of  the 
measure  which  her  Majesty's  Government 
had  now  brought  forward.  He  fully  ad- 
mitted that  the  law  he  proposed  was  a  re- 
striction on  the  liberty  of  the  subject.  He 
wished  not  to  conceal  his  honest  opinion 
on  that  point ;  but  at  the  same  time  he 
thought  the  extent  of  this  had  been  some- 
what overstated ;  because  he  found  the 
great  authorities  on  those  subjects  had 
always  distinctly  laid  it  down  that  the 
right  to  carry  arms  was  only  for  the  pur« 
))ose  of  self-defence,  and  tliat  where  the 
state  of  society  was  such  that  justice  was 
to  be  attained  by  persons  aggrieved^  any 
reasonable  restraints  might  be  laid  by  posi- 
tive laws  on  the  right  to  carry  arms. 
There  was  another  circumstance  to  be  noted 
with  respect  to  the  restriction  he  sought 
to  impose  on  the  carrying  of  arms  in  Ire- 
land, which  was,  that  from  the  time  of 
William  3rd,  to  the  year  1783,  no  man 
professing  the  llomau  Catholic  religicm 
was  entitled  to  carry  arms.  In  1783,  the 
restriction  was  to  a  certain  degree  relaxed, 
and  men  possessed  of  a  certain  amount  of 
property  were  allowed  to  bear  arms.  Thus 
the  common-law  right  of  carrying  arms, 
which  every  subject  possessed,  has  long 
been  limited  in  a  very  great  degree  in  Ire- 
land ;  and  he  believed  it  would  be  found 
there  were  very  considerable  doubts  at  the 
present  moment  whether  a  Roman  Catholic 
who  did  not  possess  a  certain  amount  of 
property  had,  even  by  the  Emancipation 
Act,  been  placed  tm  the  same  footing  as  the 
Protestant.  He  had  mid,  that  some  mis- 
conception existed  as  to  Uie  character  and 
objects  of  this  measure.  Perhaps  the 
House  would  permit  him,  in  the  first  place, 
to  quote  the  authority  of  a  gentleman  who, 
he  was  sure,  possessed  the  confidence  of 
the  noble  I^ord  opposite,  and  those  Gentle- 
men who  acted  with  him— he  spoke  of 
Colonel  M'Grcgor,  the  head  of  the  consta- 
bulary, a  gentleman  appointed  by  the  late 
Cfovemment,  an  oiiiccr  of  the  highest  cha- 
racter, and  well  known  to  many  Members 
of  that  House  as  a  man  entirely  unbiassed 
by  his  politicjil  opinions,  whatever  these 
might  be.     Colonel  M*Gregor  wrote  thus: 

"  I  have  forwarded  to  the  Irish  Office,  ac- 
cording to  yuur  wish,  iiurocroui  constabulary 
reports  connected  with  the  illcjiral  possession 
of  arms ;  and  1  may  embrace  this  opportunity 
of  expressing  my  conviction  thai  an  amend- 
ment of  the  present  Arms  Act  is  imperatively 
called  for.  There  can  be  no  4uestiuii,  from 
the  information  1  have  rcceiveil,  that  vast 
numbers  of  unregistered  arms  are  in  the  hands 


of  the  people,  and  are  frequently  aiiplitd«i 
the  reports  of  crime  will  show,  to  the  woof 
purposes.  Few  of  the  parties  engaged  m 
bouse  attacks,  or  in  visiting  hoiues  of  nigbt 
either  for  objects  of  revenue  or  intimidaUoi^ 
go  unarmed  ;  and  I  conceive  that  the  powi^ 
sion  of  arms  by  all  such  tends,  in  manj  io^ 
stances,  to  stimulate  them  to  outrages  of  a 
character  which  they  might  not  venture  %i 
perpetrate  were  they  not  thereby  inspired  wMi 
additional  confidence.  Though  it  be  htgUf 
crediuble  to  the  Irish  peasaotiy,  that  nmijit 
their  extreme  poverty  and  destitutioa  tiMy 
rarely  are  guilty  of  robbery  in  iu  usual  totm  ; 
yet,  such  is  their  vehement  desire  for  the  po^ 
session  of  fire-arms,  that  there  is  no  riiK  to 
which  they  will  not  expose  themselves  for  Hbm 
sake  of  obtaining  them.  Hence  the  freqoeat 
robberies  and  demands  of  arms,  and  the  vio* 
lent  struggles  and  assaults  that  are  the  eoam^ 
quences.  Besides,  it  is  supposed,  aod  I  inr 
with  reason,  that  some  of  the  most  moideimH 
deeds  are  carried  into  effect  by  meant  of  regj^ 
tered  arms  that  have  been  lent  from  fear  or 
favour,  or  even  more  questionable  motiree. 
Yet,  the  present  enactment  makes  no  proviriba 
for  identifying  such  arms.  A  man,  indeedy 
may  be  detected  with  an  unregistered  gn^ 
and  be  made  to  sufler  tlie  penalty  doe  to  wmdk 
un  offence ;  but,  unless  the  arms  be  bnndo^ 
it  seems  impossible  to  trace  them  to  tMr 
owners,  and  thereby  discover  whether  thif 
have  been  either  improperly  lent  or  tloli^ 
Under  the  present  act  a  constable  may  OMCC 
the  greatest  ruffian  in  his  county  with  a  gun  n 
his  hand,  which  he  is  morally  certthi  it  ' 
registered,  at  least  in  his  own  name,  yet  be 
no  power  to  detain  him,  nor  to  tummon  ~ 
with  a  reasonable  prospect  of  procuring  a 
viction.  Searches,  too,  for  arms  are 
comparatively  so  ineffectual  by  the  dicwiow^ 
and,  in  some  parts  of  the  country,  the  all 
impracticable  process  required  by  the  ad, 
the  chief  advantage  of  undertaking  them 
to  consist  in  the  expectation  that  tlic  aim  la 
the  district  so  visited  will  be  secreted,  for  tooM 
time,  in  bogs  and  similar  places  of  conceil- 
ment,  where  they  will  become  unsemeceblik 
Without  entering,  however,  into  the  details  of 
the  proposed  bill,  which  I  have  seen,  I  mmf 
confidently  express  an  opinion,  in  which  I  Mi 
persuaded  the  resident  magistraiet  genenllj^ 
as  well  as  the  officers  of  the  force,  will  coocat^ 
that  unless  greater  difficulties  be  opposed  to 
persons  of  bad  character  manufacturing,  ^end 
lug,  or  otherwise  disposing  of  or  obtainh^ 
arms ;  and  greater  facilities  be  prevented  Ibr 
tracing  the  ownership  of  all  arms,  it  will  ke 
quite  imposjible  for  the  constabulary, 
iheir  utmost  exertions,  effectually  to 
or  even  materially  to  diminish,  the  enit 
ing  from  the  unlawful  mnlti plication  of 
in  the  country." 


lie  should  not  trouble  the  Hooie 
more  than  one  other  extract  of  this 
tcription.    It  wai  from  Colonel  Mithr, 
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most  prevalent,  the  progress  of  disturbance  is 
marked  invariably  by  the  same  characteristics. 
The  system  of  intimidaiion  is  traced  by  the  , 
pillaging  of  arms,  the  posting  of  threatening 
notices,  and  the  firing  of  shots,  the  adminis- 
tering of  unlawful  oaths^  to  compel  the  reluc- 
tant to  enter  into  the  combination,  the  firing 
into  dwellings^  &c.  Hence  the  thirst  for  the 
possession  of  arms,  which  is  a  ruling  passion 
among  so  many  of  the  peasantry.  Each  lo- 
cality, probably,  has  a  few  desperate  charac- 
ters, who,  when  occasion  requires,  seek  to 
exert  an  influence  over  the  rest  of  the  popu- 
lation by  a  system  of  terror.  These  men,  it 
may  be  presumed,  have  concealed  arms  to  be 
produced  when  necessary ;  but  as  unlawful 
combination  extends,  a  larger  supply  being  re- 
quired, the  timid  farmer  who  may  have  regis- 
tered arms  is  coerced  to  lend  them ;  and  the 
householders,  who  are  not  to  be  so  intimi- 
dated, must  lay  their  account  with  having 
their  habitations  attacked  and  ransacked  solely 
for  the  sake  of  their  arms.  I  have  long  felt, 
and  often  represented  to  Government,  the 
evils  which  this  thirst  for  arms  brings  upon 
not  merely  the  better  and  middle  classes  of 
society,  but  especially  on  the  rural  population 
of  Ireland.  It  leads  to  rapine  and  murder, 
and  I  bt'lieve  myself  warranted  in  stating,  that 
almost  all  the  experienced  stipendiary  magis- 
trates and  officers  of  constabulary  concur  in 
thinking — apart  from  all  merely  political  con- 
siderations, and  looking  only  to  what  is  of 
daily  occurrence— that  the  existing  statutory 
enactments  are  inadequate,  and  that  more  effi- 
cient legislative  provisions  to  regulate  the  pos- 
session of  arms  are  urgently  required ;  and,  as 
a  means  of  preventing  the  lending  of  regis- 
tered arms,  of  tracing  and  recovering  arms 
which  have  been  stolen,  and  of  detecting  the 
unlicensed  holder  of  arms,  the  proposed  sys- 
tem of  branding  them  seems  to  me  the  only 
efficacious  regulation  which  can  be  adopted. 
In  furnishing  this  hasty  report  at  your  Lord- 
ship's desire,  I  trust  I  shall  not  be  supposed 
to  have  formed  a  harsh  estimate  of  the  Irish 
peasantry.  The  course  of  my  duties  has  made 
me  familiar  with  all  parts  of  Ireland,  and  no 
one  can  regard  more  highly  the  many  admira- 
ble qualities  which  the  rural  population  of  the 
country  possess — their  cheerful  endurance  of 
privation  and  toil,  their  joyous  gaiety  of  heart, 
and  their  kindliness  of  disposition ;  and  no 
one  can  more  sincerely  deplore  the  errors  and 
failings  by  which  many  of  them  are  disgraced." 


the  officer  who  was  second  in  command  of 
the  force  to  which  he  had  alluded.  It 
was  as  follows  :— 

"  For  more  than  fifteen  years  it  has  been 
my  almost  daily  duty  to  read  and  class  the 
special  reports  of  crime  forwarded  from  the 
interior  for  the  information  of  Government ; 
and  although  during  a  large  portion  of  that 
period  I  had  to  deal  with  such  cases  merely  as 
occurred  in  the  province  of  Monster,  includ- 
ing of  course  the  county  of  Tipperary,  yet  for 
the  last  seven  years,  that  is,  since  a  central 
constabulary  office  has  been  established  in 
Dublin,  the  reports  of  all  serious  outrages 
throughout  Ireland  have  generally  passed 
through  my  hands.  In  furnishing  these  re- 
ports, it  is  the  duty  of  the  district  officer  to 
ascertain  and  set  forth  in  his  statement  of 
each  case,  in  addition  to  other  particulars,  the 
supposed  motive  which  induced  the  perpetra- 
tion of  the  oflfence ;  so  that  the  perusal  of  such 
details  for  a  term  of  years,  while  calculated  to 
afford  to  any  attentive  reader  much  insight  into 
the  character,  temper,  and  habits  of  the  rural 
population  of  the  country,  could  not  fail,  at  the 
same  time,  to  enable  him  to  form  tolerably 
just  notions  as  to  the  mode  in  which,  and  the 
means  whereby,  the  outrages  which  afflict  the 
country  are  effected  ^  and  as  to  the  motives 
which  may  have  led  to  their  perpetration. 
The  police  reports  bear  upon  a  variety  of  sub- 
jects, for,  besides  the  numerous  cases  of  agra- 
rian outrages,  such  as  homicides,  robbing  for 
arms,  attacking  and  burning  houses,  maiming 
of  cattle,  and  other  acts  of  malicious  injury, 
the  public  peace  is  frequently  disturbed  by 
illegal  combinations  to  resist  legal  process,  to 
regulate  the  wages  of  labour,  to  assert  right  of 
turbary  or  commonage,  or  to  seize  and  carry 
off  seaweed,  &c.  In  all  such  cases,  illegal 
combination  is  readily  formed,  and,  when  ne- 
cessary, arms  are  sure  to  be  forthcoming. 
There  is,  I  regret  to  say,  an  unhappy  propen- 
sity among  the  Irish  peasantry  to  effect  their 
ends,  whatever  those  ends  may  be,  by  intimi- 
dation and  violence ;  and  even  in  cases  of  real 
injury  occurring  among  themselves,  where  a 
legal  remedy  might  doubtless  be  obtained,  our 
police  reports  show  that  they  are  often  prone 
to  redress  such  wrongs  by  some  cruel  acts  of 
retaliation,  rather  than  proceed  by  course  of 
law.  To  this  spirit,  and  to  the  sinister  means 
employed  to  inflame  it,  may  be  referred  all  the 
formidable  combinations  which  have  at  dif- 
ferent times  endangered  the  pubhc  peace  in 
Ireland.  Of  late  years,  we  have  seen  vast 
numbers  illegally  banded  together  to  resist  the 
payment  of  tithes  and  church-rates,  when 
much  bloodshed  ensued ;  more  recently,  the 
levying  of  the  poor-rate  has  been  forcibly  re- 
sisted, and  lives  have  been  lost  in  the  conflict ; 
and  we  have  just  had  very  menacing  move- 
ments in  certain  counties  for  the  declared  pur- 
pose of  curtailing  the  du^s  of  the  lioman  Ca- 
tholic clergy.  In  the  districts  of  Ireland 
where  the  agrarian  and  other  disorders  aie 


These  were  the  opinions  of  men  who 
were  well  acquainted  with  the  state  of  the 
rural  population  of  Ireland,  and  with  the 
nature  of  those  atrocities  which  were  often 
committed.  He  was  unwilling  to  trouble 
the  House  with  many  returns,  but,  per- 
haps, he  might  be  permitted  to  quote  a 
short  extract  from  the  police  reports,  as  a 
sort  of  sample  of  the  crimes  committed  in 
Ireland,  and  of  which  Gentlemen  who  are 
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unconDccted  with  that  country  could  not  the  deure  for  amu  felt  by  hit  pe^ 
form  an  idea.  The  following  was  the  ex.  santry,  and  the  various  modes  in  midh 
tract : —  arms  were  obtained  by  them*  He  had 
"Limerick,  June  24,  1842.— A  party  often  also  a  return  of  the  seizure  of  arms- 
men,  well  armed,  entered  tbe  house  of  Mr.  of  which  the  number  was  oonsideffsMe, 
Lindsay,  and  took  a  musket  and  'gun^  threat-  He  had  also  a  return  of  the  number  of 
ening  to  shoot  one  of  the  inmates  if  the  fire-  murders  in  Ireland  committed  by  mesns  of 
arms  were  not  given  up.  Banshe,  Tipperary,  fire-arms,  beginning  with  that  of  Lord 
July  22,  1842.— A  party  of  seven  armed  men  Nop^ury^  on  the  1st  of  Januarr,  1839. 
cnieredihe  house  of  Mr  Holmes,  severely  as-  r^^^  ^^y^  ^oid  was  walking  'with  hk 
saulted  the  inmates,  and  earned  off  five  fire-  .  i  ^  !**.•«  *k«»  -b:-^-j  ^l 
arms.  Rathkeale,  Limerick,  November  28,  stewju^  past  a  phmtation  that  skirted  tke 
1842.— A  party  armed  with  pistols,  entered  joad  from  Kilbeggan  to  ruilamore,  in  tlie 
the  house  of  the  Uev.  Mr.  Coughlan,  threat-  Kmg's  County,  when  he  was  shot  from 
cncd  to  shoot  him,  and  carried  off  a  pistol,  behind  a  hedge,  and  died  two  days  after 
The  same  party  went  on  to  two  oihor  bouses,  from  the  efiects  of  the  wound.  He  men* 
and  took  away  from  each  two  muskets,  llath-  tioned  these  facts  because  probably  it  might 
keiile,  Limerick,  December  7, 1842.— A  parw  be  said,  that  if  they  took  away  fii»«nm 
of  twenty,  of  whom  eighteen  were  armed,  ^^ey  could  not  put  an  end  to  sssassinatioo, 
some  with  guns  and  others  with  pistols,  en-  ^^^  ^^^^  ^^^  ^^  ^^^  eommiUed 
ttjred  tlie  house  of  Gerald  Conncrs,  beat  some  •  /.  j  j^ns  if  _r  j  ^  ^« 
of  the  inmates,  and  carried  off  a  blunderbuss  ^^  fire-«rin8,  and  mere  difficult  of  detcetiM 
and  a  case  of  pistols.  Newport,  Tipperaiy,  *»  '»  '°5  oflenders,  than  if  they  were  am- 
Marcli  17,  1843.— A  party  of  six  men,  four  mitted  m  any  other  manner.  Buttopraceed 
armed  with  pistols,  entered  the  house  of  Samuel  with  the  return  of  pcrMHM  muidcred  :^ 
Young,  assaulted  the  inmates,  and  carried  off  ..  Borriskane,  Tipperary,  May  19th,  tMI.— 
a  Run.  UalmamorcLeitnm,  April  22, 1(43.  „,  j,,„  ,  gentleman,  upwards  of  semt* 
-An  armed  party,  thirty  or  forty  in  number.  „,  „,,,  ^J,hot  dead  on  hit  own  land  M 
broke  into  six  dwelling-houses,  succeeded  in  i,^.i^y^  King's  County,  April  ITlh,  184«.^ 
obtaining  four  guns,  and  maltreated  some  of  ^^  r„]^„,  ^^  returning  from  Uooghior. 
those  m  whose  houses  they  were  unable  to  dan,  where  he  had  l>een  atUndiog  dW i4  Ur. 
1'?''  ",?*•.  i^'J'^^P"'  ^o""  V  of  Westmeath  ^j  ^y^^„  ,,^  ^  ,hot  dead  fr«rm  behind  a 
May  16,  Ifl43.-A  party  of  six  men,  four  of  ,,^  ^,^„^  Tipperary,  November  SMh. 
whom  were  armed  with  piitols,  entered  the  i84|._Mr.  Scolly  wm  Tetum:Dg  ftom  duck! 
lK.use  of  David  Carey,  and  earned  off  a  gun  shoo,i„g  ^^en  he  was  waylaid  a^  shot  deml. 
and  a  pistol.  Slrokeslown,  Itoscommon,  May  Tipperary,  November  30lh,  1843.-MidMal 
•J  I.  1813.-A  party  of  four  men,  two  being  i^^r  ^^,  ,,^,  ^^  ,j  ^|,  ^^„  a«„  b-  , 
armed  with  pistols,  entered  the  house  of  Mar-  „a„/^h„  called  on  pretence  of  a*kinK  {km 
till  Orady,  and  carried  off  two  guns  and  two  ^^  ^  neighbouring  place.    ClonbuUock. 

'"'     *;    ,^f""'Y'"'^      Tl  ^""'"'.'''"'":  King's  County,  May  5lh,  1843.-Mr.  Gatchdl 

ary  17,  ltl43.-ln  a  search  for  unregistered  „as  driving  in  his  ^g  near  Clonbollock,  wb« 

arms,  there  were  seized  five  guns,  one  sword,  ^^  ^„  ,^01  dead  from  behind  a  hedge." 

K(^     '  Tliey  were  concealed  in  most  difficult  " 

places ;  it  almost  amounts  to  an  impossibility  Tlicsc  were  instances  which,  in  his  mind* 

to  discover  where  they  are  hid/  Sligo,  March  ^^^^^^^  conclusively  that  the  interpoaitimi 

11,  1842.-in  a  search  lor  unregistered  arms  of  new  obstacles  to  the  possession  of  firo- 

made   by  maeiiitrates  in    three  parties,  each  •      i    i     ^  ii    i  ^  i  •. a 

aided  by  twenty  police,  there  were  seized  nine  ?™»  ^"  '«^^^?^  was  absolutely  requmd 

guns,  two  pistols,  and  two  swords.      Kilaloe,  f""^  ^^^  protection  of  life  and  property,  Tlie 

county  of  Olare.— An  armed  parly  fired  three  "on.  Member  for  Montrose  had  questmncd 

shots  (sUi};s  and  Imltets)  into  the  house  of  l\  the  accuracy  of  some  statements  he  had 

Muliiueeny,  and  posted  a  threatening  notice  made  with  respect  to  the  number  of  honu- 

oii  his  door.    Dunlecr,  county  of  Louth. — A  cides  committed  in  Ireland,  compared  witk 

party   of  forty,  some  being  armed,  entered  the  number   committed   in  England.     It 

ratiick  Marron's  house,  and  threatened  that  was  difficult  to  institute  a  ooraparison,  bo. 

tl.cy    would    return   and    shoot    h.in  if    he  cause  no  return  was  published  in  Enghrf 

nioccedt'd   \Mlh   an    cjectincnt   atrairist  a  te-  /.    ...              a.  ,          '        ^.        _i.^.®a 

l.ant  of  his,  T.  Uonard.     Koscomuion.  May  ".^  ""^^^  ^^^^'^-^  '''*'"'  """'  brought  to  joi. 

lotl.,  UM3.-A    party   of  lifteen   men,    of  Uce,  although  there  was  a  return  of  cum- 

Avhoiu  six  were  arn»ed,  one  with  a  pistol,  and  mittals  and    conviction.      There   was  no 

live    with    guns,    assaulted    John    Leonard,  force  in  England,  as  there  was  in  Ireland, 

tliicatened  to  shoot  him,  and  adniinistorcd  an  called  upon,  as  |)art  of  its  duty,  to  make  n 

oath  to  him  to  leave  his  place  the  following  retuni  of  the  number  of  outrages  and  mto^ 

morning.*'  ders  which  might  umie  within  its  know* 

lie  thought  that  extract  showed  the  na-  ledge.     It  was  satisfactory  to  obiorve,  thai 

lure  uf  the  outrages  committed  in  Ireland,  the  number  of  murders  was  rather  indfaHi 


Th« 
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to  deonxw  than  oAarwin.  !■  18S6  die 
number  raporud  u  having  bom  oomnitiotl 
wu  tM7;  In  18S9,  190;  in  1840,  135; 
in  1S41,  100 ;  In  1949.  106.  It  wm  to  bu 
ttbterwei,  that  Nrcral  uflfaiim  mre  fn~ 
qiMtttljp  Kinmlttnd  hy  tlw  nme  jutf }  bat 
he  fimnd  dmt  tbs  iMonu  gnre  tba  fdlow- 
ing  nuvbn^  nBto  the  hcMi  of  Aondnff, 
ttabbing,  with  Intent  to  Idll,  mmuU  wiUi 
intent  to  nurdar,  vwapknay  ta  mudarj 
mbherjr  of  umt,  ndminlitMliig  unlntfli] 
iMtba,  &e.  In  18&B,  1,600;  in  1819, 1,U0; 
in  1840, 1,190;  in  1841, 1,800|  in  1849, 
l.SOOi  abowing  n  oonridmhla  daoMW- 
brtwoen  18S8  and  1849,  although  lenviag 
a  Mffioientlr  fHghtAil  a»«nnt  of  etioM, 
■rising,  in  bit  ballaf,  in  a  gnat  aiflaMiK 
ant  of  tbo  mmmmmi  of  irbi.  lime  bad 
also  bean  Ud  on  Aa  lUda  of  tfM  Houab 
B  e«nparati««  itaienKnt  of  aoainilittla  and 
oonviotloni  for  mmdtr  in  Bnglaad  tmi 
WalM,  and  in  Iitdand.  In  1818  tba  nan. 
ber  oT  conmitlali  in  Et^aad  and  WalM 
had  beon  7S,  In  28  of  wUdi  the  oiaanalc 
wen  convirted;  in  Inland  in  the  aane 
ycaF,  1<>9  wen  oonMaitMd,  and  8  can> 
noted ;  in  1889,  Ae  onuDdttali  wen  48 
in  Sngtand,  and  988  in  Inland,  with  IS 
eonvictioni  In  Enriand,  and  39  In  Iidand; 
In  1840,  64  oomnuttali  and  18  aonnationa 
in  En^uid,  19S  oannittali  and  18  eon- 
vidiont  in  Ireland ;  in  1841, 66 


.  an  oath,'— tba  fast  of  the  paHj 
baiag  in  anm  ii  not  pat  won  tba  leeon. 


.  I90< 

mittab  and  18  oonnotiaM  In 
1849,  67  canunittala  and  16  ennvletloai 
Eng^nd,  159  eaminittala  and  11  eonvje. 
tions  in  Ireland,     'fhs  nunliar  of  acqu^ 
tala  In  England   and  Walei   wb>  98  pei 
cent. ;  in  Ireland,  SS  per  ont.     Ha  might 
anume  that  he  had  pmwd  Aon  AaM  ' 
Uei,  that  a  vwj  eonndandile  nnnbei 
the  Crimea  committed  in  Inbad  were  iha 
conieqaence  of  tba  ^ 
TItcre  wat  a  nota  appended  to  one  of  tfaeae 
(tatements  from  tbe  offieen  of  the  aou 
ttabulai7,  in  wbiah  thej  nid:— 

"The  c«Ki  eDumerated  in  the  fotegring 
table  (cMce  of  denwoda  or  robberiei  of  artu, 
appearing  armed,  flriof  at  ihe  penoo,  ana 


arau  by      ,     ,       ,     --      —...._.- 

tied.    The  rule  obwrved  in  Ihe  CtMitabolaiT^ 

-''-e  in  chaiaclariziog  ciim  itto  incord  each 


outrage  u  one  offaoce,  widioot  reCKesce  to 
Ihe  severalincidentiof  the  caie.  If  an  amad 
parly  forcfblj  enter  into  a  booie,  aod  beat  the 
inmitei,  or  «wear  then  to  do,  or  sol  to  do, 
sone  pBrtienlar  act,  the  eMwiae  woeld,  aa- 
cordiBf  le  ear  nWK^  be  aharaelariied  either 
M  a  'iMin  attadi,'  ecu  «niiipniiif  ada 


le  neadiag  of  'ap. 
naring  armed/  an  caiai  in  wtiidi  anted  nan 
W*e  been  leeo,  or  haTa  ririied  hoaiet  witboat 
eflectiag  an  entrance,  or  ha*a  diachargad  iboU 
trithon  '  ftring  into  the  dwdliag.' " 

Ha  thonriit  he  Died  not  do  non  oe  that 
oeeanon.  He  had  tald  enourii,  u  ha  «nh 
caivad,  to  «^  tjw  Hdubb  m  the  neoea«^ 
of  r»«nBetiBg  naaaurei  relatlva  to  the  poa- 
MMon  ef  aimm  Iialwd  mtmam  wbU 
had  bean  noagniMd  $mi  anKKittel  fyc  • 
pntod  of  lif^  rMK  if  Mootmn  Gotem* 
neoti  of  di^nnt  poiukal  opttnoM  and  Iv 
Pariiamant.  And  fiirdier  tbm  that,  be 
dusld  ba  pMpaind  whm  An  pnpar  tisM 
aMBe,  to  eoamn  te  dniaaa  of  iho  Ull 
novptopoHd  or  tba  OontiuaMt  JriA  thn 
dauiM  «t  tba  bill  of  the  noUa  Lflad  oppo- 
libb  He  wmild.  Iwwenr,  jiiat  ndnrt  to 
■OMM  of  the  friae^  proviiiDqa  in  the  |R»> 
tnot  UU  u  apopared  with  tboie  of  tba  sx- 
Ining  Uw.  Ho  beliarad  ha  had  tixmdj 
aald.  that  vetjcoHidenbU  dosha  bad  been 
entertained  at  a     -    •      -  -   .  .. 


who  were  not  pemnedof  «  aertain  unoiut 
<tf  pvopertr  .bad  a  il^t  to  bear  arau  in  I»- 
Tindi  .iwhatbet  t]H  magHtratai  b«d  n  legal 
rigbt  ta  grant  audi  penraa  a  liccDDa*.  He 
nndawtood  ttwt  tba  boa,  and  kamad 
Monbar  fee  Cotk,  tat  wbow  legal  Ofimam. 
ho  bad  areir  ratpect,  nondamd  that  tbo 
aet  fiir  Catlulic  enaneipntioa  had  nowrad 
that  dlaaUUty,  and  dud  now  tbere  wad  mo 
longer  a  vHUon  wb]r  Vatma  Cetfiolka  m> 
naied  of  pnpartr  dunid  be  dmtnw  of 
MnriogMna:  but,0adieotbarband,ba 
bed  aaea  na  opinion  of  Mr.  Jnitiee  Cnnip. 
Ipa,  that  ^  diHtelitjr  Btill  estated.  Inlbe 
■adarit  of  the  pai^  afifipag  jbr  a  lirwwa, 
be  aaid  that  be  wu  qualified  Inr  lev,  ami 
be  (Loid  Eliot)  eenld  sot  Htmon  txaim- 
Mnsdhow  iteould  be  otbeiwiae  aoortnud 
than  that  the  di«Ulitjit[Qaxiited.  Itwu 
prtqioBad.  tbenfim,  to  leoion  tint  diaa- 
bi%  altogetberi  Ibe  affidevit  *nw  m 
loofsr  to  DO  nade;  a  nan  would  only  ba 
required  to  ptodma  the  aartificele  of  two 
homcbgldera  that  bo  was  a  proper  peraon 
to  be  ^truatad  vilb  nrmi;  and  tbne 
«H  a  diuaa  in  that  bill  wbidi  italed. 
that  Benan  CalboliM  ihould  be  placed  on. 
the  aww  faHJiM  in  th"  Kauealti  man 
twi  of  tbePrtalilMhri  ProteMaalfbiutb. 
The  aolj  lemnabg  dauaa  of  iapMtHH% 
»  whiah  ft  WM  neawntj  for  bin  to  eell 
ibo  attivtioii  of  the  Houae,  waa  the  *  brand. 
m^  Oaam.    Tbe  Oorannaat  bed  be« 
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by  the  stipendiary  magistrates  throughout 
the  country,  that  it  was  impossible  to  place 
a  restriction  upon  the  possession  of  arms  so 
long  as  there  was  a  want  of  means  of  identify- 
ing them.  Now,  such  articles  as  watches  or 
plate,  might  be  traced  because  they  were 
numbered,  or  had  arms  or  names  engraved 
on  them,  but,  at  present,  it  was  imprac- 
ticable to  trace  arms,  for  the  want  of  some 
distinctive  marks.     There  was  also  another 
defect  in  the  law.     In  its  present  state  an 
individual,  not  being  licensed  to  carry  atms, 
might  have  the  arms  of  some  licensed  per- 
son in  his  possession ;  and  if  a  constable, 
who  knew  the  person  having  the  gun  in 
his  possession  to  be  a  suspicious  character, 
met  him,  that  constable  had  no  power  to  de- 
tain or  even  to  summon  him  for  the  purpose 
of  ascertainining  how  he  became  possessed 
of  the  weapon.     Now,  by  the  present  bill, 
it  was  proposed  to  make  it  a  punishable 
offence  for  a  man  to  bear  arms  without 
being  himself  licensed,  or  to  possess  arms, 
unless  they  were  properly  registered  and 
branded.     The  only  means   which  could 
be  devised  of  ascertaining  whether  the  arms 
were  or  not  properly  registered,   was  to 
insist   upon   their  bearing   some  peculiar 
distinguishing    mark.     In   this   provision 
there  was  to  be  no  distinction  made  be- 
tween the  arms  of  the  rich  and  the  poor — 
all  guns  whatsoever,  whether  for  the  ])ur- 
pose  of  sporting  or  not,  were  to  be  subject 
to  the  same  process  of  branding.     Now,  he 
thought    when   hon.  Members  considered 
this  part  of  the  subject  calmly  and  dispas- 
sionately, if  they  were  satisfied  that  the 
circumstances  of  the  country  rc(]uircd  that 
somtt  restriction  should  be  placed  u|H)n  the 
possession  of  arms,  they  would  not  object 
to  the  provision  l>cing  made  general,  with- 
out which  it  could  not  be  etiectual.     He 
had   understood — and   had  seen   some  re- 
marks u^Kju  the  subject  in  the  newspapers 
— that  great  exception  had  been  laken  to 
that   part   of  the   bill   which   provided  a 
punisliment  for  the  ix)sscssion — not  of  fire 
arms,  for  the  possession  of  unlicensed  fire 
arms   merely  subjected    the  oflender  to  a 
fine ;  but   for  the  imssessiun  of  unlawful 
weapons,    such    as   pikes,   dajrgers,   si>ear 
heads,  or  instruments  which  cuuhl  only  he 
used  for  an  unlawful  pur|)ose.     Under  the 
existing  law,  a  party  having  such  things  in 
his   |K)sses8ion,    was   subject    for  the   lirst 
oilence   to    an    imprisonincnt    for   twelve 
months,  and   for   the   seamd    otlenre   the 
punishment   was    transix)rtati()n,    without 
giving  the  court  the  discretionary  power  of 
remitting  it*    Now  it  was  proposed^  that 


the  punishment,  subject  to  the  iudgmeni 
and    discretion   of   the  court,  dbould    he 
transportation  or  imprisonment.     It    bed 
been  objected  to  this  provision,  that  mali- 
cious persons  might  conceal  arms  in  tlie 
premises  of  those  to  whom  they  wished  to 
do  an  injury,  and  then  give  infomiatifNi, 
by  which  means  an  innocent  person  might 
undergo  an  unjust  punishment.     But  it 
should  be  recollected,  that  that  also 
the  case  at  present  in  regard  to  the 
goods.      One  man  might   conceal 
property  in  the  house  of  another,  and  then 
inform  against  him.     Words,  however,  bad 
been  introduced  into  the  present  bill,  whidi 
were  not  to  be  found  in  the  law  as  it  stood, 
and  which   provided,  that  if  it  could  he 
shown  to  the  court,  that  the  weapon  waa 
in  the  possession  of  the  accused  penon  lor 
some  lawful  purpose,  or  without  his  know* 
ledge,  privity,  or  consent,  he  should  not  he 
liable  to  punishment.     As  the  law  stood  at 
present,  the  court  had  no  discredon,  and 
the  party  for  the  second  offence  waa  or- 
dered to  1)0  transported;  whereas,  in  dm 
bill  it  was  proposed  to  give  the  court  a 
discretionary  power  to  sentence  him  to  wm* 
prisonment  or  transportation.     By  the  47lh 
George  3rd  it  was  provided,  that  one  m^ 
gistratc  might  himself  institute  a  seardilbr 
unregistered  or  unlawful  arms,  or  might  d^ 
legate  to  another  his  power  of  search.  That 
right,  however,  was  restricted  by  the  50tk 
George  3rd,  which  required  tlmt  the  an* 
tliority  to  search  should  be  signed  by  tivo 
magistrates,  or  that  the  justices  themselva^ 
ui>on  the  information  on  oath,  should  make 
the  search.     The  )H)]ice  of  Ireland,  how* 
ever,  hud  informed  the  Government,  that 
the  greatest  difhculty  and  inconvenieneo 
arose  from  this  state  of  the  law.     It  had 
been   found,  that  when   information   waa 
given  of  arms  being  concealed  in  a  particn* 
iar  s|xjt,  it  was  not  difficult  to  obtain  the 
signature  of  one  magistrate ;  but  in  manj 
parts  of  Ireland,  when  the  magistcalcs  r^ 
sided  at  considerable  distances  from  each 
other,  it   wiis  found  impossible  to  procaie 
the  signatures  of  two,  in  time  to  preveot 
the  removal  of  the  arms.     It  was  propoaedy 
therefore,  to  give  one  magistrate  thcpowor 
of  grunting,  u|Km   sworn   informationt  a 
warrant  for  search ;  such  warrant,  how* 
ever,  to  be   intru^rted  to  members  of  the 
constabulary  force  to  be  therein  nominated. 
Inhere  was  another  i>oint  connected  with 
tliis   branch   of  the  subject  to  which  ha 
wished  to  draw  the  attention  of  the  Hooaa. 
The  present  law  gave  to  the  Lord*Iieot^ 
nant  the  right,  upon  infonnatioD  fiom 
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justices  that  arms  were  concealed,  to  grant 
a  warrant  for  searching  a  district ;  and  it 
was  a  matter  of  douht  whether  or  not  a 
magistrate,  should  be  present  at  each  liouse 
whilst  undergoing  a  search.     It  was  ob- 
viously impossible  in  a  large  district  that 
that  could  be  done,  and  it  was  therefore 
proposed  to  give  to  the  Lord-lieutenant, 
upon  information  from  two  justices  of  the 
peace,  power  to  issue  his  warrant  to  certain 
members  of  the  constabulary  force,  of  suffi- 
cient rank  to  make  them  responsible  for 
the  proper  execution  of  the  warrant — that 
was  to  say,  that  such  members  of  the  con- 
stabulary force  should  not  hold  a  lower 
rank  than  that  of  a  sub-inspector,  which 
was  a  rank  equal  to  that  of  an  officer  in 
her  Majesty's  service.     There  were  some 
alterations  in  the  law  with  respect  to  the 
importation  of  gunpowder.     According  to 
the  present  law,  the  restrictions  in  force 
relative  to  gunpowder  did  not  extend  to 
retail  dealers ;  and  it  was  clear,  that  more 
danger   was    to   be    apprehended  of   the 
powder  falling  into  the  hands  of  improper 
persons  thrdligh  the  retail  dealers,  than 
through  the  wholesale  merchants  and  manu- 
facturers of  the  article.     It  was  therefore 
proposed,  that  the  same  restrictions  be  now 
laid  upon  the  retail  dealers  as  upon  the 
merchants  and  manufacturers.     By  the  pre- 
sent law  it  was  provided,  that  no  person 
should  purchase  more  than  2  lbs.  of  gun- 
powder at  one  time ;  but  there  was  nothing 
to  prevent  the  law  being  evaded  by  the 
party  buying   whatever  quantity  of  gun- 
powder he  chose  at  short  intervds  or  from 
difierent  persons.     It  was  therefore  pro- 
posed, by  the  present  bill,  that  any  licensed 
person    might  purchase  any  quantity   of 
powder  he  pleased,  but   that  the  dealer 
should  be  subject  to  a  penalty  if  he  sold 
the  article  to  any  but  a  licensed  person.   A 
great  many  restrictions  in  force  by  the  pre- 
sent law  upon  the  removal  of  arms  had 
been  taken  off.     At  present  he  believed  it 
was  almost  impossible  to  comply  strictly 
with  the  law,  and  that  a  gentleman  send- 
ing a  gun  from  Dublin  to  another  part  of 
the  country,  would  be  liable  to  a  penalty. 
It  would  be  found,  he  believed,  that  the 
regulations  which  it  was  proposed  to  sub- 
stitute   were    less   vexatious    than    those 
which  at  present  existed.     The  imprison- 
ment for  non-payment  of  fine  was  moderate 
under  the  existing  law — from  one  to  four 
months ;  but  it  was  proposed  to  reduce  it 
in  every  case  to  a  term  extending  from  one 
to  three  months.     The  House  had  a  right 
to  be  satisfied  that  the  proyiuons  of  the 


bill  were  necessary,  but  he  wished  to  im- 
press upon  the  minds  of  hon.  Members, 
that  they  were  not  now  called  upon  to  ex- 
press an  opinion  upon  the  clauses  of  the 
bill,  but  that  their  vote  of  that  night 
amounted  to  this — that  the  possession  of 
arms,  and  the  importation  of  arms  into 
Ireland,  oueht  not  to  be  without  restriction. 
He  must  also  remind  the  House,  that  the 
laws  upon  the  subject  were  about  to  expire. 
If  any  hon.  Members  entertained  objec- 
tions to  any  particular  clause  or  clauses  of 
the  bill,  they  might  propound  them  at  the 
fitting  period;  but  he  thought  that  the 
House  would  incur  a  heavy  responsibility,  if, 
after  the  statements  he  had  made,  not  upon 
his  own  authority,  but  upon  the  authority 
of  persons  whose  opinions  were  of  greater 
weight  with  that  House,  and  whose  qualifi- 
cations for  judging  were  better  than  his  own, 
they  took  upon  themselves  to  allow  the 
possession  of  arms  in  Ireland  to  be  altoge- 
ther unrestricted.  For  his  own  part,  he 
should  not  shrink  from  the  responsibility 
of  proposing  a  measure,  which  in  his  con- 
science he  believed  to  be  necessary  for  the 
maintenance  of  law  and  order  in  Ireland. 

Mr.  Sharman  Crawford  said,  that  in 
rising  to  oppose  the  second  reading  of  the 
bill  he  was  bound  to  award  his  testimony 
to  the  moderate  tone  and  temper  in  whidi 
it  had  been  moved  by  the  noble  Lord.  He 
trusted,  however,  he  should  be  able  to  show 
that  the  measure  was  not  called  for  by  the 
circumstances  of  the  case,  and  that^  it  was 
one  which  ought  not  to  pass.  Considering 
the  bill  as  one  of  great  importance,  he  stiU 
viewed  it,  not  as  an  insulated  measure,  but 
as  part  of  a  system  by  which  Ireland  had 
been  governed— and  he  feared  but  ill  so- 
venied — for  a  long  period  of  years.  He 
objected,  then,  to  the  bill  upon  principle, 
for  he  objected  to  the  system  by  which  Ire- 
land had  been  governed,  and  on  those 
grounds  he  opposed  the  measure.  The 
question,  he  considered,  that  was  raised 
upon  the  present  bill  was,  whether  Ireland 
was  to  be  governed  by  means  of  justice  and 
good  legislation,  or  whether  that  country 
was  to  be  kept  under  coercion  and  force,  or 
if  force  was  to  be  applied  to  put  Ireland  in 
that  position  in  which  she  ought  to  be 
placed  by  good  and  just  laws.  It  might  be 
objected  against  him,  as  opposing  the  bill, 
that  he  did  not  represent  an  Irish  consti** 
tuency,  but  he  did  not  conceive  that  that 
circumstance  could  militate  against  his 
taking  an  interest  in  the  country  to  which 
he  particularly  belonged.  Moreover,  he 
considered  that  any  attempt  to  nolate  the 
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th^f.  .f  4  p/inr/n  YytKMtA  to  t^ar  anM  dieil^ 
rt/»  ^^.r,%;f.j  %\^fr;'A  he  moirr^  for  fioarteen 
/l:f7t  Ky  fhr>w  «hri  rtVkiwiA  the  annii  of  the 
'S^r/.rv^l.  h«if.  that,  within  tfjJtt  time,  the 
-•frn*  m-iH  Fi^  ^M,  f/r  depMt^  with  the 
fjf/lir^,  iiriU^«  U«e  lircnse  he  MMfpkeA  within 


fh'-  rff':vTihr;r]  pervxl,  t/j  MinK  inmate  r/  the 
H w«  uinpr  r/f  r^ie  d^>9M*:H  pervm.  So  that, 
h*tm*ftr  a  man  mi^t  be  diatreiied  or  en- 
'  iirrifi<  r«/l  wifh  'l^htJi,  he  mn^t  he  put  to  an 
i'/|i«  riy:  fnr  rhjii  fKjrfir^w.  The  penalty  for 
}iaftn'/  uuVujrit^  unnn  wa%  for  the  firit 
'4Yt:u*' ,  10/.,  titu\  for  thcfiec/ind,  *Jf}L  There 
Wii4  4  fii'i«t  rf|fivnMive  prorijion  in  the 48th 
•  hiiiM-,  hy  whtrh  a  justice  wafl  empowered 
Ut  irfi|rri«'rn  n  man  for  th<:  Aparc  'if  icven 
«t.iv4,  until  thi;  rirtiini  to  tlie  warrant  of 
illKtrit*  ii|Kni  ihf;  ofrcriihrrn'  chattclf  for  the 
|icii>ilty  roiiM  tir  inadf?.  I'Ut  there  wai 
.iriifthrr  nrovi^iofi  in  the  hill.  JuhticeM  or 
I  Nil  HI*  nn'ivvrn  miiflit  rnter  by  force  into  the 
lioiiNf!  of  u  iiiun  «'Vi'n  at  night  to  make 
wnn  li  for  iiririn  \  and  if  iiny  |icrMm  almve 
llir  ti{j(i'  of  niftti'rn  yram  nhoiiid,  ii|mmi  Mng 
iiitiringftliil  by  llir  |mt«iii  nutlioriticd  to 
iiiiikf  Niif'h  wiirrli,  dt'iiy  lliul  luiy  iirms, 
wi<ii|MMn,  bidlctii,  oraiiiniiitiiticHi  wrn*  ii|N)n 
ibr  |irfniiiirii.  iind  uftcrwitrdfi  mirh  niattcm 

nhould  bo  found  UioroiO/Uiii  pctipn  should 


die  tuibit  Lord  MDiiaifcc  tkat,  he 
urocrieail  view  ai  dbe  warn  af 
Fk  Boitie  Lccd  ^d  spobm  o# 
tee  pencie  &r  ansa.  But 
eaueot  dkU^Hue?  Ue  wooid 
I  aoble  I>;cd  U  »yok  ac  all  the 
and  noc  10  tLrp%  the  leat  aad 
d»ea:i^  whiJe  he  daiii  with  ckc 
He  diJ  iwc  deny  that  there  had  hen 
^raeef  il  and  dijcreaBng 
nor  did  he  deny  that  means  dioaU  kn 
taken  to  prevent  tlie  recurrcnee  of 
But  be  dWl  deny  that  the  aode  of 
ing  them  waa  by  snch  ii  iium 
Amu  bill.  They  must  look  to  the 
tion  of  the  people*  and  the  neaaa  of 
proving  it.  A  fpeat  caiue  of  the 
offencea  in  Ireland  aroae  from  eiicu 
connected  with  the  ponenon  of  land^  and  aa 
was  teen  by  the  reporta  on  the  Table  cf 
the  House,  from  the  rslatiooship  km— 
landlord  and  tetuint.  That  was  little  !»• 
dcmtijod  in  this  country  by  the  oountiy 
P|entl(;inan,  It  was  tlie  system  of  opnie^ 
Hion  by  Irish  landlords  which  cansea  the 
disposition  among  the  people  toagrariaa 
outrages.  They  could  get  no  iuatioe  fraa 
the  law,  and  tliey  were  compelled  to  makm 
n  law  for  thcmselrcs ;  and  they  said,  mm 
roust  protect  ourselves  or  siaric.  Thn 
way  to  remedy  tlio  existing  evils  waa  bj 
improving  tlie  condition  of  the  paopla. 
The  Ami  Bill  would  nol  pcofwt  tho  po». 
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ceediogs  which  had  taken  place.  There 
waa  no  employment  for  the  lahouring 
man,  and  he  must  keep  his  land  or  starve. 
The  hon.  Member  proceeded  to  point  out 
several  alterations  which  he  considered 
ouffht  to  be  made  in  the  tenure  of  land 
and  the  relationship  between  landlord  and 
tenant^  some  of  which  had  been  recom* 
mended  bv  Mr.  Lynch.  Many  sugges- 
tions, the  hon.  Member  proceeded  to  ob- 
serve, had  been  made  for  the  improvement 
of  Ireland,  but  nothing  had  been  done, 
except  by  such  bills  as  this,  which  in  his 
opinion  would  not  have  the  effect  which 
was  anticipated  by  its  promoters  to  arise 
from  it.  Another  excuse  for  the  present 
measure  would  be  the  existing  repeal  agi« 
tat  ion ;  but  he  begged  to  ask  whether  the 
conduct  of  Parliament  had  not  caused  that 
agitation  ?  In  1834  the  House  had  voted 
an  Address  to  the  Crown  on  the  then  pre- 
vailing repeal  agitation,  and  expressing  its 
determination  to  apply  its  best  attention 
to  the  removal  of  all  grievances  and  just 
causes  of  complaint.  What  had  been  done 
since  ?  Had  the  House  removed  any  of  the 
grievances  or  just  causes  of  complaint? 
Certainly  not.  What  was  the  first  great 
grievance  of  the  Irish  people?  The  law- 
church,  the  church  as  by  law  established, 
contrary  to  the  wishes  and  faith  of  the 
vast  majority.  Some  measures  indeed  had 
been  proposed,  but  they  had  been  rejected 
by  the  House  of  Lords ;  and  although  the 
burthen  for  the  support  of  the  law-church 
had  been  apparently  thrown  upon  the 
landlord,  the  tenant  knew  well  that  sooner 
or  later  it  came  out  of  his  pocket  In  fact 
the  whole  cost  of  a  church  for  one- tenth  of 
the  population  was  thrown  upon  the  whole 
body  of  the  nation.  What  just  grievance 
then  had  been  redressed  ?  It  might  be  said 
that  a  Poor-law  had  been  passed  for  Ire- 
land ;  but  what  sort  of  a  Poor-law  was  it  ? 
It  was  a  Poor-law  that  gave  satisfaction  to 
no  class  of  the  community;  it  was  a  Poor- 
law  that  pretended  to  relieve,  and  gave  no 
relief— that  instead  of  providing  for  the 
necessitous,  shut  up  a  portion  of  the  people 
in  prison  houses.  Upon  what  a  Poor-law 
ouglit  to  be,  he  referred  the  House  to  a 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  Secretary  for  the 
Home  Department,  and  then  inquired 
whether  the  Irish  Poor-law  answered  that 
description  >  The  Irish  Poor-law  provided 
no  means  for  employing  the  poor,  a  point 
that  had  been  entirely  neglected,  although 
it  had  been  so  strongly  recommended  by 
the  Poor-law  Commissioners.  Thus,  in 
fact,  Ireland  had  been  mocked  by  the  pre- 


tence of  a  law  for  the  relief  of  the  poor. 
In  consequence  of  the  Address  to  the 
Crown  in  18349  promising  redress  of 
grievances,  repeal  agitation  had  been  dis- 
continued in  Ireland  for  six  years ;  recently 
it  had  been  revived,  and  now  the  reply  to 
the  claim  was  the  production  of  an  Arms 
Bill.  Such  was  the  treatment  Ireland 
had  received  in  consequence  of  the  agita- 
tion which  the  House  itself,  by  its  bad 
legislation,  had  excited.  The  Arms  Bill 
was  to  be  imposed  upon  the  whole  of 
Ireland  for  the  delinquency,  or  supposed 
delinquency,  of  four  or  five  counties.  Was 
it  fit  that  Ireland  should  be  so  visited? 
What  would  have  been  said  in  England  if 
an  Arms  Bill  had  been  proposed  in  conse- 
quence of  the  Manchester  riots  ?  Ministers 
would  not  have  dared  to  introduce  it: 
England  would  not  have  submitted  to  it. 
Why,  then,  was  Ireland  to  be  legislated 
for  on  different  principles  ?  This  was  the 
circumstance  that  justified  the  call  for  re- 
peal. No  man  was  more  desirous  than 
he  was  to  maintain  the  British  oonnectioo 
— no  man  valued  it  more  highly;  but  it 
might  be  purchased  at  too  ctear  a  rate  if 
slaverv  were  to  be  the  price  of  it  True  it 
was,  that  there  was  a  kind  of  saving  clause 
in  the  bill  upon  the  Table,  by  which 
Roman  CatholioB  were  to  be  made  to 
believe  that  they  were  to  be  put  on  a  par 
with  their  Protestant  brethren ;  but  that 
was  a  mere  delusion,  and  the  Roman 
Catholics  would  instantly  discover  that  it 
was  meant  to  deceive  them.  It  seemed 
strange  that  the  gentry  of  Ireland  were 
willing  to  degrade  themselves  by  submit- 
ting to  this  law.  Was  it  no  degradadon 
to  nie  magistracy  that  such  a  bill  shook! 
be  impo^  upon  them  ?  Magistrates, 
sheriffs,  and  the  gentry  at  large  were  told 
that  they  were  not  fit  to  have  arms  in  their 
possession.  Would  they  submit  to  the 
degradation  of  being  thus  branded  for  the 
sake  of  enslaving  their  fellow-oountrymen  ? 
As  to  the  assertion  that  former  govern- 
ments had  resorted  to  this  measure,  that 
fact  made  no  difference  in  his  estimate  of 
it.  When  it  was  formerly  before  the 
House  he  had  given  it  his  most  strenuous 
opposition,  and  he  was  therefore  perfectly 
free  to  resist  it  to  the  utmost  on  the  pre- 
sent occasion.  The  true  mode  of  govern- 
ing Ireland  was  to  reduce  her  to  submis- 
sion by  kindness  and  impartiality,  by 
passing  good  laws,  and  by  assimilating  her 
situation  to  that  of  England.  AoooraiDg 
to  the  present  mode  of  l^riatinff  the  con- 
nection  between   EngUnd  and   IrdMicI 
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might  indeed  be  maiDtained ;  but  it  would 
onlv  be  maintained  by  force,  by  binding 
Ireland  to  England  with  hoopa  of  steel, 
while  she  would  eat  into  the  yitals  of  lier 
more  powerful  neighbour,  and  require  an 
enormous  annual  outlay  of  the  revenues  of 
the  State.  Ireland  would  continue  in  a 
atate  of  discontent  which  nothing  could 
repress  but  military  domination.  He 
moved  that  the  bill  be  read  a  second  time 
on  this  day  six  months. 

Lord   Clements  cordiallv  seconded  the 
amendment ;  and  had  to  express  his  regret 
that  his  hon.  Friend  had  not  proposed  an 
amendment  in  stronger  terms ;  for  had  it 
been  that   the  Serjeant-at-Arms   be  di- 
rected to  kick  the  Inll  out  of  the  door,  he 
would  have  gladly  supported  the  propo- 
sition.   Thanks  were  certainly  due  to  the 
noble  Lord  the  Secretary  for  Ireland,  for 
the  gentle  and  yet  straightforward  manner 
in  which  he  had  introduced  the  monster 
into  the  House ;  but  now  he  was  here  it 
was  fit  to  meet  it  and  grapple  with  it 
in  a  mode    becoming  its    strength   and 
hideousness.     Former  arms  bills  had  not 
been  brought  forward  under  similar  cir- 
cumstances i   they  had  been  reserved  to  a 
late  period  of  the  session,  and  generally  con- 
sisted of  a  comparatively  few  hues,  and  were 
thus  smuggled  through  the  House.    If,  on 
tlie  present  occasion,  the  opponents  of  the 
bill  should  not  be  able  to  throw  it  out,  at 
least  they  would  have  an  opportunity  of 
considering  its  details,  and  of  ascertaining 
the  precise  nature  of  the  intended  law.    At 
the  same  time  it  was  to  be  regrutted  that 
the  noble  Lord  had  not  eiven  the  House 
more  information  as  to  me  necessity  for 
such  a    monstrous  infringement   on    the 
rights  and  liberties  of  the  Irish.    All  the 
noble  Lord  had  in  fact  done,  was  to  direct 
the  attention  of  Members  to  the  small  piece 
of  paper  that  had  this  morning  been  dis- 
tributed.   [A  return  of  outrages  reported  to 
the  constabulary  office^.   He  regretted  also 
to  sec  the  name  of  the  noble  Lord  at  the 
back  of  such  a  bill.  How  much  better  would 
it  have  appeared  on  the  back  of  some  measure 
which  had  for  its  object  the  real  and  prac- 
tical amelioration  of  the  (tmdition  of  Ire- 
laud.     Why  had  the  noble  Lord  not  intro- 
duced a  bill  to  regulate  tolls  and  customs 
in  Ireland,  regarding  which  and  their  Ic- 
eality,  contentions  arose  in  almost  every 
fair  and  market  in  Ireland?     It  was  most 
melancholy  to  behold  a  Ciovemmcnt  rco 
mending  a  Coercion  Dill,  and  neglccti: 
its  duty  by  refraining  from  produrin^ 
measure  to  regulate  tolls  and  ci 


Ireland.  Then  again,  why  was  not 
enactment  proposed  to  amend  the  _ 
jury  laws  in  Ireland,  under  whkh  the'piib- 
lic  money  was  jobbed  and  scandalously] 
applied.  The  Government  must  be 
of  the  abuse,  and  why  had  it  not 
a  remedy?  A  registration  bill  had  abv 
been  promised  to  Ireland,  but  what  had 
become  of  it,  and  of  the  PetQr  Senioos  Aet» 
which  it  was  known  had  been  preparaA 
many  years  ago?  The  Charitable  Lo«a 
Fund  Act  too  required  important  ameod* 
ments,  but  none  of  those  much  needed  «m1 
useful  measures  had  been  introduced  to  the 
notice  of  the  House,  although,  as  in  thm 
former  instance,  measures  for  the  purpow 
was  among  the  neglected  archives  of  Dob* 
lin  Castle.  Why,  too,  had  the  Irish  G«^ 
vemment  done  nothing  respecting  Manor 
Courts  in  Ireland  ?  Was  it  not  ai^gno»* 
ful  that  in  the  nineteenth  century  such 
things  as  manor  courts,  so  injurious  to  ihn 
interests  of  the  country,  should  exist  in 
any  part  of  the  United  Kingdom?  Sndi» 
however,  must  ever  be  the  neglect  of  whidn* 
some  l^;islation  for  lrcland»  as  lone  as 
matters  were  left  to  the  assistants  in  Dub* 
lin  Castle.  It  might  be  noticed  as  an 
traordinarv  fact,  that  the  House  had 
yet  seen  the  last  census  of  the  popul 
of  Ireland ;  nothing  more  than  an 
had  been  as  yet  laid  upon  the  taUe,  whiln 
the  census  for  England  had  been  long  bn* 
fore  the  whole  country.  In  fact, 
thing  relating  to  the  interests  of  Ireland 
postjioned,  and  if  an  Arms  Bill  were 
introduced  at  the  cud  of  the  session,  it 
brought  under  consideration  during  the  Ep- 
som week.  How,  then,  was  it  possible  thnt 
discontent  should  not  prevail  in  Ireland  2 
On  a  former  day  he  had  asked  the  right 
hon.^  Baronet  (Sir  R.  Peel)  whether  he 
considered  the  Arms  Bill  a  measure  finr 
the  amelioration  of  the  condition  of  lie* 
land ;  and  what  had  been  the  answer  ? 

"  I  think  that  measure  is  calculated  to  inanrt 
the  siafety  of  a  large  portioD  of  her  Majesty^ 
subjects  in  Ireland ;  and  when  I  consider  iha 
nature  and  extent  of  the  outrages  commillad 
in  various  parts  of  that  country  witliin  the  last 
two  years,  I  do  look  upon  it  as  a  measure  cal- 
culated to  improve  the  cunditioo  of  Ireland,"* 

7'hc  fact  indisputably  was,  that  out* 
rages  in  Ireland  bad  been  for  some  yon 
considerably  on  the  decrease ;  and  he  Ml 
himself  quite  as  secure  in  Ireland  as  m 
Enj  nd.  In  Enp^  outrages  were  by  no 
unfrcq'"-  had  been  shoi 

Let  hoik 
laDMOfld  soft 
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long  ago  in  Manchester.  Only  the  other 
day>  he  had  heard  of  a  clergyman  having 
been  shot  at  while  retiring  to  bed  in 
his  own  House,  within  a  few  miles  of 
the  metropolis ;  the  late  unfortunate  Mr. 
Drummond  had  been  shot  within  a  few 


of  the  CoDstitation/  I  speak  of  the  svstem  of 
Goyernment  which  has  maintained  the  equi* 
hbrium  between  monarchy  and  democracy — 
of  that  system  of  government  which  has  har- 
monised those  apparently  conflicting  elements 
— of  that  system  of  government  which,  by  the 
constant,  yet  almost  unfelt  interposition  of 


yards  of  this  House.     It  was  monstrous  to  gUght  checks,  has  prevented  the  necessity  of 

talk  of  outrages  in  Ireland  as  surpassing  in  recnrring  to  the  use  of  extreme  instrumenlSy 

flagrancy  the  outrages  in  England.  Let  hon.  in  the  collision  of  antagonist  powers."* 

Gendemen  call  to  mind  the  several  outrages  ^^  j^^^^            t,,;,  ^  „  ,„  ^^^^^ 

upon  the  person  of  her  Majesty.  [Oh.  ]  It  ingtju^ent,  and  where,  he  would  inquire, 

was  weU  to  groan,  for  the  act  deserved  a  ^^  ..  ^^^^  ^„^^  „f         jj^  p..    The  nght 

groan.    What  was  the  enactment  passed  kst  h„„^  Baronet  mutt  bl  weU  aware  that  the 

year  for,  the  preservation  of  the  nerson  of  ^^^  „f      ^    ^^  I^^^j  ^^  ^^  ^y^^  q 

her  Majesty  >  Was  it  a  measure  of  the  kind  ^^^  gj^  „f .  ^y^^  ^^^^^     jf         „^ 

now  upon  the  table?   Was  it  required  that  ^^  „f  ^^^^^^  ^^^  ^^^  jt  ^„„,j  ^ 

all  the  guns  and  pistols  in  the  country  should  j^gj  ^^^^  ^-^^^^^  feelings,  and  convictions 

be  branded  because  some  boys  or  madmen  „?  the  majority  of  therepresentativesof  Ire- 

had  made  attacks  upon  the  life  of  her  Ma-  ^^^    How  could  it  be  expected  that  Ireland 

jesty  >  It  seemed  as  if  aU  the  murders  and  ^^^  ,^  ^       „,  peaceable  as  long  as  their 

outrages  mEngknd  were  to  be  put  down  to  representatives  were  so  utterly  useless  in 

the  account  of  madness,  while  those  in  Ire-  Parliament,  that  their  wishes  were  diste. 

and  were  attributed  to  the  Roman  Catho-  ^^  j^^j,  ^n,i„gg  „ot  listened  to,  and 

1im:  but  what  was  the  punishment  to  be  fheir  representationstreated  with  contempt, 

inflictedinfuture  upon  a  person  offering  an  j^  ^^,^    •  ^t  hon.  Baronet  was  a  party  to 

outrage  to  the  Queen  !>   Whipping  at  the  thi,  measure,  and  was  in  aU  probability 

carts  tail.     ['^  No.  ]     Was  it  not  so?  In  ^^„^  ,„         ^  .„  ^^      ^  ^  ^^^^^  ^j-'^ 

certain  cases  the  i»uni8hment  was  transporta.  remind  the  right  hon.^atonet  of  what  he 

tion,  but  the  pnncipol  inflicUtm  was  only  had  said  on  thI  subject  of  coercion  when  he 

whipping;  yet  now  it  appeared  m  if  the  ^^  „„(  ^f  ^g,^    On  the  7th  February, 

hfeofasquirwn  of  the  county  of  Tipperary  1333^  •„  ^^g^^,  ^^  ^y^^          ^  f^^  ^ 

was  of  more  consequence  than  that  of  her  ^n,          the  right  hon.  Batonet  had  said. 

Majesty  ?  If  it  were  not  so.  why  was  this  ^^^                 " 

bUl  introdu^  ?    The  .^^^^ J«?^^^^^  -^  He  had  never  taunted  his  Majesty's  Mi. 

had  admitted    when  he  was  formerly  m  ^.,^^„  ^^^  not  proposing  at  an  earlier^period 

office,  that  Ireland  was  his  difficulty;  and,  ^^  measures  of  coercion  which  they  now  de. 

on  the  27th  of  May,  1841,  a  short  time  manded.    When  others  said  that  they  ought 

before  he  again  came  into  office,  he  had  to  have  applied  for  coercive  measures,  he  htid 

used  the  following  expressions :—  been  no  party  to  the  complaint.  His  language 

,t  ie  u     »f  •    *  »      •  •  »       J    «^*  ..^..^..  had  always  been,  try  the  ordinary  laws— there 

-  If  her  Majesty  s  m,mste«  do  not  possess  ,            J^.^  .^  ^^/^.^^  measure/;  you  cannot 

the  confidence  ofthe  House  of  Commons,  then,  ^^»  ^^  ^^^^  ^^^          permanent  good,  but 

I  say,   that  their  continuance  in  office  is  at  ^,^/^  .^             ^.^^  that  they  will  relai  the 

variance  with  the  nnnciples  ?nd  .spin  of  the  ^^\^^  ^^.         ^        ^^^  ^^^^  ^     ^.,1 

Constitution.'    I  do  not  speak  of  those  Aeones  ^iden  the  breach  between  the  richer  clisws, 

M^hich  refer  to  some  combination  of  the  op.  ^^.  ^^^^  protection,  and  the  poorer  claasea» 

posing  elemenisof  monarchy,  aristocracy,  and  ^^^  ^^^^  punishment,  they  appear  to  bTS 

democracy,  each   armed  with  defensive  and  ig^^gj  •»  x 

offensive  instruments,  by  which  they  keep  each  .t          r     i              .1      •  i-     i. 

other  in  check.    I  speak  oply  of  that  system  He  perfectly  agreed  with  these  senti. 

of  Parliamentary  government  which  has  pre-  ments,  and  he  was  convinced  that  the  bill 

vailed  in  this  country  since  the  accession  of  now  before  the  House  would  widen  the 

the  House  of  Hanover.  I  speak  of  that  system  breach   between  the  richer  and  the  poor 

which  implies  that  the  Ministers  of  the  Crown  classes.     But  the  right  hon.  Baronet  had 

shall  have  the  confidence  of  the  House  of  ^^^  ^xen  singular  in  his  opinion,  for  in 

Commons      I^peak  of  that  system  wluch  has  ^^^    ^^    ^^^  q^^  j^        I^^  ^ 

prevailed  dunnj?  the  period  when,  .according  ^            .       ^              ^       ^..     ^ 

to  the  expression — the  just  expression  of  the  ^^^  '^       ,       w"***"  ^"^  *»*»»  *iiH5«*  u« 

noble  Lord,  whom  I  now  see  opjposite  to  me,  carried  out  :— 

in  his  able  and  dispassionate  Essay  on  the  ^  I  would  mention  (he  said)  the  case  of  tba 

English  Constitution—*  the  centre  of  sjravity     . 

of  the  State  has  been  placed  in  the  House  of  *  Hansard,  voLlviii.  Third  Series,  p.  809. 

Commons.'    When  I  use  the  phrase,  *  spirit  f  Ihid.  vol,  zv.  p.  371. 


1019     Arm  Cireland)  BUI.       {COMMONS}       Arm  CFrelandJ  ML     1010 

county  of  Longford,  which  was  a  few  years  ago  that  evil  tenfold,  and  which  put  down  a  wt«d, 

so  disturbed,  that  it  was  on  the  eve  of  being  to  raise  a  stronger  and  more  noxious  produce 

placed  under  the  Peace  Preservation  Act.    At  from  its  root.**^ 

that  time  my  noble  Friend  (Lord  Forbes),  one        He  had  little  doubt  that,  where  nacH. 

of  the  Members  for  Uie  county,  desirous  to  ^^  ^^  ^j^j^  ^         ^„  j  determiimlSio. 

avert  this  disgrace,  as  he  deemed  it,  from  his  ^. -*•  ^  ...  /u«^  *u-.^«'«»*        i  -.t 

county,    resolved    to    make    an  experiment,  P""  "e*"/^'^  ^^'S:  ^""^'S?   ^^  ^^ 

whether  it  was  not  possible  to  preserve  tran-  '^^"W  be Jound  sufficient  for  the  ener- 

quilliiy  under  the  present  mode  of  appointing  gency.     He  had  never  heard  of  a  people 

coustables.    At  his  request,  the  application  of  more  easily  managed  than  his  fellow-eouii« 

the  Peace  Preservation  Act  was  withheld  ;  by  trymen :  he  lived  in  a  district  where  there 

his  own  exertions  and  influence,  with  the  as-  were  very  few  country  gentlemen  ;  where 

sistance  of  his  brother  magistrates,  he  formed  many  of  the  people  suiicred  eztieme  pe^ 

under  the  existing  laws  a  baronial  police,  verty,  and  where  ooiuddcrable  excitement 

which  has  now  for  five  years  been  in  operation,  prevailed  from  the  cruel  and  injudiGioiie 

and  the  result  has  been  the  complete  tran*  '     .^       c      ^       •     ^'         v  i  i.  j      ^ 

quillity  of  the  county  during  the  time  in  ^X"*^™  «^  cxtermmation  whidihad  onfor. 

question,  without  any  resort  to  extraordinary  ^^^^^7,  prevailed.     Upon    Lord    Rodena 

means.*'*  Committee  m  1839,  Mr.  Howley  had  given 

In  1832,  the  noble  Lord  now  Secretary  ^®  following  evidence  :— 
for  the  Colonies,  when  Colonel  Rochfort       "  The  mode  in  which  arms  were  refittered 

presented  a  petition  from  the  Lonl-lieu-  at  first  when  1  went  to  the  county  was,  th«t 

tenant  and  magistrates  of  Wcstmcath,  pray-  any  P^^m*  wishing  to  get  arms  rcgislwed 

ine  for  additional  powers  to  the  executive,  ^^"^  to  iheoffice  of  the  clerk  of  the  peaoc^  and 

k«  1  ^^»..^«^  «,..«k  »k^  ««».A  A»;n;.^» .  *t  was,  1  understood,  a  matter  of  coune  that 

had  expressed  much  the  same  opinion :-  y^^  ^^^^^  ^^.^^  ^^.^  ,.^^^  ^^  certificata  le 

**  It  was  (lie  said)  one  of  the  most  mis-  keep  arms.    It  struck  me  that  such  a  practiec 

chievous  courses  that  could  he  pursued,  for  the  led  necessarily  to  this  result,  that  arms  got 

magistrates,  upon  every  occasion  where  par-  into  the  hands  of  a  large  number  of  improper 

ticular  disturbances  might  exist,  instead  of  persons,  who,  either  from  character  or  from 

looking  to  the  general  execution  of  the  laws,  their  condition  in  life,  or  from  the  meantt  or 

and   relying  firmly  upon  the  authority  with  the  want  of  means  rather,  they  had  of  aaibly 

which  they  were  invested,  to  ask  Government  keeping  arms,  were  not  persons  to  wbomanea 

for  the  passing  of  a  measure  so  strong  and  ought  to  be  intrusted  ;  and  I  recollect  peeving 

harsh  as  that  which  was  meant  to  be  sug«  the  necessitv  of  a  strict  scrutiny  with  respect 

gested  in  this  petition— the  renewal  of  the  In-  to  arms,  by  keeping  upon  one  oocasion  a  miB»- 

surrection  Act."  ber  of  applications  during  a  sessions^  which 

And  again,  7®'?  «^5«  ^  ">«  ?"u^/'T'^  ^  *•  Tfe 

.,  twu      .u  ■  .    4^       J  -    .       r  4U  tration  of  arms.    I  had  all  the  persoei  ealM 

«  When  the  magistrates  and  gentry  of  the  „p,„  the  table,  we  had  a  pefio£dhHp^ 

countyofClare  found  that  they  could  not  look  Jfthem.    To  judge  of  thdTappeamiibercB^ 

to  the  adoption  of  additionaUevere  laws,  and  t^„,y  ^y,^  appiarice  of  some  Sd  oot  iedi* 


y      .  ,  p.L    »  »•  in,  wncincr  maicnea  nouses,  oecause  i  ininK 

y  for  the  proclamation  of  the  Insurrection  ^^  ^^  ^^^^  ^^^^  ^^^  pj^^ies  having  arms  diould 

^^^'  t  not  live  in  thatched  houses.     If  a  house  b 

Tlie   noble  Lord   had   used   somewhat  attacked  they  can  be  more  easily  set  Sre  to; 

similar  terms,  on  the  motion  of  Sir  H.  they  are  more  liable  to  have  the  arms  taken  in 

Pamell,  for  a  committee  on  the  sUtc  of  that  way.    Then  with  regard  to  the  mode  of 

Queen's  countv.     He  said  that,  keeping  arms  ;  frequently  if  any  penon  had 

but  an  open  kitchen,  a  single  place  where  be 

*<  rnhappily,  since  he  had  been  connected  would  leave  his  gun  all  day,  and  he  out,  he 

with  the  (Bovemment  of  Ireland,  the  state  of  could  not  be  the  guardian  of  his  arms.    I 

that  country  had  given  him  frequent  opportu-  thought  that  a  ground  for  refusal,  and  we 

nitics  of  stating  his  detorroination,  and  that  of  fused,  upon  that  ground,  such  persons  as 

Ihe  (iovernroont   to  which   he   belonged,   to  forward   and    were   liable   to  the  oljectioe. 

adhere,  so  long  as  it  was  at  all  likely  to  prove  Having  gone  through  the  different  appli 

etfective,  to  the  ordinary  administration  of  the  tions,  I  refused  licenses,  I  think,  to  keep 

law,  and  to  repel  that  extraordinary  applica-  to  the  amount  of  about  thirty  sund.  I  le 

tion  of  the   powers  of  (lovernment,  which,  ber  one  man,  a  man  in  rather  hvmUe  condi- 

howcvcr  it  might  put  down  an  evil  at  ihe  mo-  (ion   of  life,  applied  for  three  geos  and  e 

inent,  was   CAlculated   ultimately  to  incrpa<ie  sword.     I  examined  each  applicant  as  to  hit 

— 7-7; r~Z ^^ 1     ~  '    '  ~, fitness  and  circum^ances  in  open  conit.  to 

•  Hansard,  New  Series,  vol.  vii.  p.  mO. ..  .     T! Z— . 

t  Ibid.  Tliird  Series^  vol.  xi.  p.  248.  *  Hansard,  vol.xiii.  p.  272. 
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exemplify  wbat  I  h*d  been  slating  to  llie  mx- 
gistrstes  before,  how  necessary  il  nns  that  that 
branch  of  the  jurisdiction  of  the  court  ihould 
not  lie  delefjated  to  an  irreipooiible  officer." 

He  menlioaed  these  facta  to  ahow  that 
there  was  no  necessitj  for  a  bill  so  strin- 
gent ns  that  before  the  Honae,  aiul  that  a 
mild  and  well-coasidered  ennctment  would 
answer  the  purpotic  a  thousand  times  better. 
He  could  inform  tlie  House  that  when  he 
had  in  some  instancei  made  application  for 
the  surrender  of  arms  in  his  neighbourhood, 
tliuy  had  at  once  been  fpven  up  to  him ; 
and  ho  wisl^d  to  ask  hun.  Gentlemen  op- 
posite wlicther,  if  thejr  required  the  poachers 
on  their  preserves  to  give  up  their  arms, 
tlicy  would  comply  with  such  a  request. 
The  Earl  of  Donoughmnre,  on  Lord  Ro- 
den's  Ciimmittce  on  Crime,  in  1839,  gave 
this  evidence;  — 

"  ts  your  Lordship  of  opinion  that  there  are 
unregistered  arms  in  t)ie  hands  of  the  pea- 
santry of  Tipperaryf — "I  am  eouvinced  of 
that." 

"ifave  you  yourself  found  a  considerabla 
number  f " — "  1  ha»e  received  reports  of  a  cer. 
lain  number  of  oiy  tenants  wlw  had  unregis- 
tered arms ;  I  seat  Tor  Iheoi,  and  told  tliem 
that  I  understood  that  was  the  case,  aod  that 
if  they  did  not  send  in  their  artni  I  would  get 
them  punished  for  hating  them*,  and  ten  out 
of  seventeen  stand  ofanni  were  brought  in  in 

Me  would  put  it  to  tite  gentUmen  of 
England  whether,  if  they  made  a  similar 
requirement,  ten  out  of  seventeen  poatdiers 
in  their  neighbourhoods  would  give  tip 
their  arms  ?  If,  then,  his  countrymen  were 
so  etuuly  dealt  with — if  the;  were  so  prompt 
in  complying  with  such  a  reijutrition,  why 
adopt  such  a  gross  and  oppressive  enactment 
as  that  now  under  connderation.  They 
were  told  that  this  was  the  same  bill  which 
had  existed  for  years ;  but  it  bad  fallen 
into  such  disuse  that,  though  he  had  acted 
for  many  years  as  a  magistrate,  he  was  not 
aware  of  many  of  its  provisions.  When  this 
bill  was  brought  forward  be  was  led  to 
malesomcinquiry  osto  thestate  of  the  law 
relating  to  arms  in  Ireland,  with  much  of 
which  he  was  previously  unacquainted.  If 
the  noble  I^rd  had  laid  before  the  House 
the  information  which  he  ought  to  have 
produced  on  the  subject,  it  would  have 
shown  that  the  existing  law  had  been  for 
many  vears  in  a  great  measure  obsolete. 
By  the  bill  of  1796  all  blacksmiths  weie 
required  to  have  their  forges  registered, 
but  he  would  venture  to  say  that  there 
was  not  a  blacksmith  in  moM  of  the  coun- 
ties in  Ireland  at  thii  Bonaat  who  had 
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his  forge  legiMercd.  If,  then,  it  had 
not  been  requisite  for  many  years  p«t 
to  carry  such  enactments  into  efiect,  why 
revive   them  now  ?     The  ondnal  of  the 

freeent  billwas  tobefoundin  that  of  1796. 
t  was  almost  unnecessary  that  he  shouU 
remind  the  House  of  the 'circumstance  ex- 
isting in  179G — of  the  state  of  Europe  at 
that  period,  and  of  the  d^radation  which 
was  then  awaiting  Ireland.  Need  he  re- 
mind the  House  of  the  corruption  which 
at  that  time  was  infused  into  Ireland  from 
thi-t  country?  But  in  1796  it  was  not 
considered  necessary  to  adopt  a  measure  so 
coercive  in  its  nature  as  tnat  now  beforo 
the  House.  Two  acts  were  adopted  in  that 
year ;  one  of  them  an  arms  bill,  and  the 
other  relating  to  the  importation  of  arms, 
gunpowder!  and  ammumtion  Into  Ireland, 
the  object  of  the  latter  measure  beiog  evi- 
dently to  prevent  the  introduction  into 
Ireland  of  arms  and  ammunition  from 
France.  Now,  he  would  put  it  to  the 
House  whether  there  was  any  analogy  be- 
tween the  state  o(  afiairt  which  existed  ti 
1796  and  that  which  now  prevailed  in  1843? 
If  they  had  not  at  this  time  any  a[^rehea- 
■ion  of  the  importation  of  arms  and  ammu- 
nition into  Ireland  from  foreign  countries, 
why  revive  the  odious  enactments  of  these 
two  meanires?  Evenln  1796  the  law  was 
thought  to  be  n  odious,  that  it  was  aalj 
passed  for  one  year,  and  till  the  end  of  the 
fc^lnwing  Se8Sj<Hi.  The  ImmvtBtion  Act 
aipimd  with  the  Union,  llw  Anns  Aet 
was  first  re-enacted  after  the  Union  in  the 
year  1S07,  when  it  wm  atnn^y  oppoaed. 
Lord  Milton  oppoaed  it  in  dw  itrmigeat 
tenas.     He  said : — 

"  He  eoald  not  agree,  without  any  inquiry 
into  the  state  of  Ireland,  to  giva  his  afseni  to 
the  passing  such  an  aibitraiy  act  as  this.  At 
the  time  of  the  Union,  the  Irish  wet«  pro. 
mised  a  full  and  fair  participation  of  the  rights 
of  Eoglisbmen  ;  at  that  aKxnent,  after  a  lapse 
of  seven  years,  ibey  mwn  called  upon  to  pias 
an  act  than  which  natbing  eoald  be  mora  arbi- 
trary and  oppresaiTe,  and  which  woold  not  be 
borne  with  lO  England  bat  in  eaaf  of  tha 
most  imperioos  neoassiiy,  and  after  the  (nllast 
inqniry."* 

And  in  1843  he  was  able  to  rqieat  the 
same  words  as  Lord  Milton  used  in  18o7, 
and  to  say  that  it  was  a  diwrace  to  the  Le- 
gislature of  the  United  Kingdom  ihM  in 
1843  they  should  come  again  to  re-enac* 
theae  odioua  laws  in  even  stn>i^;er  ientm 
than  were  thought  neeennry  in  1S07  or 
1796.  Mr.Whitbreadalsooi^NMedAetnll. 
He  said:— 


*  Hansard,  vol.  ix.  p.  lOBT. 
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"Thil  bill  differed  materially  from  the 
olher;  ihs  other  was  loopenile  in  a  particular 
part  only,  and  that  under  peculiar  circum- 
sUucei ;  but  lliia  was  (o  act  universally 
throughout  the  whole  country,  and  under  any 
circiinitlances.  \VIiat  wa^  that  in  effect  but 
stating  thai,  generally  ipeaking,  you  cannot 
iniit  the  whole  of  the  population  of  Ireland, 
and  proclairoing  to  the  enemy,  that  in  that 
place  there  is  lo  be  found  a  tai^c  portion  of 
liii  Majesty'!  subject!  who  are  ready  to  accept 
of  Iheir  arms  if  they  will  send  tbem  there."* 

Sir  Arthur  Piggott  also  opposed  the  kill 
on  that  occasion,  and  lie  said : — 

"  Since  my  Lord  llardnick,  the  Duke  of 
Bedford  had  been  some  time  Lord -lieu  tenant ; 
and  there  were  some  partial  disturbances  in 
different  parts  of  the  country.  Applications 
had  been  made  lo  hii  grace  lo  put  in  force  the 
provisions  of  this  act;  but  he  refused.  lie 
proceeded  against  the  culprits  in  a  legal  way  ; 
and  the  law  was  fnnod  sufficient  to  subdue 
the  insurrection,  and  lo  punish  the  offenders. 
Here  Ihe  House  had  the  evidence  of  two  lords- 


that 


)  the  CI 


years,  there  was  no  necessity  for  such  provi- 
sions. It  must  be  a  necessity  made  apparent 
to  Parliament,  and  tiot  allowed  lo  go  on  in 
respect  lo  any  nssertioo  of  any  individual,  to 
put  the  whole  people  of  Ireland  out  of  the 
law,  and  authorise  these  nocturnal  domiciliary 

He  could  aay  that  from  1835  to  the 
present  time  there  had  been  no  necessity 
for  Bay  coercive  measure,  and  there  had 
been  no  period  of  such  length  since  1792 
when  Irclnnd  was  totally  without  coercive 
enactments.  The  hill  wag  in  1807  limited 
to  a  duration  of  twu  yeari.  It  was  ngain 
brought  forward  in  ISIO,  but  the  secretary 
for  Ireland  of  that  day  introduced  it  in  the 
lame  ipeech  uritli  which  he  moved  the 
repeal  i)f  the  Insurrection  Act.  On  that 
occasion  the  secretary  mode  use  of  this  re- 
markable cxpressitin.     He  laid  : — 

"  It  appeared  to  him,  that  this  act  might  be 
so  modified  at  lo  remove  these  objeclions,  and 
lo  prevent  ib  trenching  upon  the  liberty  of 
the  subject  more  than  tho  absolute  necessity 
of  Ihe  case  required.  He  should  propose  that 
no  magistrate  or  number  of  magistrates  sjiould 
hare  the  poiver  to  search  except  upon  infor. 
malion  nn  oath,  or  in  a  case  that  they  bad 
such  ground  of  suspicion  as  might  make  it 
desirable  to  search  a  district  for  arms;  and 
that  in  that  case,  they  shcutJ  send  their  in- 
formation to  Government,  in  order  Ihat  ii 
might  determine  whether  the  search  should  be 
made  or  not.  If  (loveminenl  should  dticr- 
mioe  tlial  a  search  ought  lu  be  made,  then  he 
should  propose  thai  a  warmnt  should  be  sent 


by  the  Lord-tieutesant  authorisiog and  diraeb 
ing  such  search.  This  provision  would,  w 
bis  opinion,  be  sufficient  lo  guard  the  labjceC 
from  any  wanton  exercise  of  authority."* 

This  act  made  two  justices  neceMarj  in- 
stead of  one.  It  was  under  this  act  of 
1810  that  the  mogiatntes  unially  acte^ 
and  he  believed  that  few  were  Aware  that 
they  had  now  the  power  to  act  under  llic 
uld  hiw  tif  1807.  In  1813,  the  act  wu 
again  renewed,  and  at  that  time  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  (Sir  R.  Peet)  wai  SecrBtuj' 
for  Ireland,  and  he 

"  Moved  for  leave  to  bring  in  a  bill  to  cm^ 
tinue  the  acts  of  47  and  50  of  his  praMSt 
Majesty,  to  prevent  improper  peiHtus  ttaam 
having  fire-arms  in  their  cuilody.  The  bSllw 
meant  to  introduce  would  even  go  fiirther  to.. 
wards  protecting  Ihe  liberty  of  the  MbJMt 
than  the  acts  il  was  intended  to  revire ;  ai  H 
was  meant  to  enact  that  no  search  for  Sr*. 
arms  should  take  place  bat  in  presenc*  of  twa 
magistrates.  Under  those  circumstancn,  ha 
did  not  expect  any  opposition  but  from  Iks 
right  hon.  Baronet  opposite,  and  he  would 
reserve  his  further  observations  (or  Ilia  futan 
stages  of  the  bill."  f 

The  must  extraordinary  part  of  the  pitk. 
cceding  wast  that  the  act  thus  introjuc^ 
contained  only  two  or  three  linci  reuewiiw 
the  former  acts.  It  was  evident,  howei^ 
that  it  was  the  right  hon.  Baronet'i  intCA* 
tion  to  introduce  a  milder  act  He  ^ai 
him  to  explain,  therefore,  why  in  IMS  Iw 
came  down  to  the  House  and  uked  for  • 
mure  coercive  power  than  he  asked  lor  in 
1813.  But  the  must  ext inordinary  thing 
was,  that  this  wonderful  act,  which  wm 
said  to  be  so  important  for  the  prcaeivatMn 
of  life  and  property  in  Ireland,  w«s  allowed 
to  expire  in  1815,  and  was  not  tcnemd 
till  1817,  when  it  was  re-enacted  for  tm 
years,  and  to  the  end  of  the  next  Sadau 


a^n  it  wBi  allowed 


of  Parliament.  Then 
to  expire  in  1810.  \Vhat  ensued?  Alt 
Ireland  were  nut  shot.  It  was  surpriiioff 
that  wimc  great  insurrection  did  nut  tsks 
place  !  In  1820  ihc  act  was  revived.  la 
1822,  fur  the  Tirst  time  since  the  Unian, 
there  was  a  re-enactment  uf  the  act,  pM> 
venting  tlic  im|mrlalion  of  amu  and  amaii. 
nitiun.  (Dutthisbill  was  totally  at  voriuee 
with  the  old  arms'  act  j  and  the  impacts 
lion  of  nnns  and  ammunition  act,  though  il 
prufesscd  to  be  a  conaulidation  of  thote  two 
uct.i,  indeed  there  was  no  more  aimilariqr 
bftwccii  this  bill  and  the  act  c^  1807, 
I  lion  between  a  hutsc  L-hesntit  snd  a 
chrsnul  hone.)     It  was  passed,  howenr, 

'   Hansard,  vol.  *ii.  p.  tot. 

t  Ibid,  vol,  xxvi.  p.  369. 


loss       Arm  (InkmdJ  BUt.        {Mat  39}  Arm  (Ireland)  BUI.       1 026 

for  seven  yean.    In  1823  the  Anns'  Act  be  punished  by  transportation.    Mr  Wyse 

was  again  renewed,  as  also  in  1829 ;  but  it  opposed  it  in  these  eloquent  terms : — 

was  agiun  mitigated  by  giving  a  power  to  u  Was  Ireland,  then,  on  the  eve  of  a  na- 

the  Lord-Lieutenant  tomitigate  the  penalty  tional  insurrection  ?    Had  misrule  reached  its 

of  10^    How  did  the  act  at  present  work  ?  climax,  and  was  the  House  called  upon  by 

What  were  the  cases  in  which  the  penalties  some  instant,  general  convulsion,  to  take  pre- 

were  enforced  ?     Scarcely  any.     The  arms  cautions  which  nothing  but  such  appalling  cir- 

were  seized,  the  fine  was  imposed,  but  the  cumstances  could  for  a  moment  justify  ?    If 

magistrates  almost  universally  recommended  ^^^^  c^e°*s  were  to  be  apprehended,  no  mea- 

a  memorial  to  the  Lord-lieutenant  to  remit  sure  could   more  tend   to  hasten  them     It 

the  penalty.     He  believed  that  the  magis-  ^ 'ntenTedt  S'^ "'^"^  ^"'  "^^'  '' 

trates  were  perfectly  satisfied  to  get  the 

arms  without  enforcing  the  penalty.     He  ^nd  he  then  went  on  to  say  :— 

asked  the  Government  how  they  could  ex-  "  The  spirit  of  discontent,  arising  from  the 

pect  the  magistrates  to  go  along  with  them  niisery  and  misgovernment  of  centuries,  was 

in  this  bill  ?     The  magistrates  of  Ireland  stalking  forward  ;  and  if  this  evil  and  malig- 

did  not  want  coercive  measures  though  "^"*  B«.^'"»  ^^,  ^^  *>«  exorcised  from  our 
/»  ^1  •  1  ^  ^1  °  snores,  it  was  not  by  coercive  and  distrustful 
some  of  them  might  use  those  measures  legislation  that  it  could  be  done.  And  this, 
to  annoy  an  individual ;  but  if  tins  bill  t^o,  was  to  be  a  permanent  measure,  as  if 
should  pass  into  a  law,  they  might  de-  Ireland  were  doomed  to  irremediable  disturb, 
pend  upon  it  the  magistrates  of  Ireland,  ance,  and  it  was  an  element  of  her  being  to 
as  a  body,  would  not  act  upon  it.  It  be  ever  discontented.  Let  Government  sub- 
would  only  bring  the  law  into  disre-  due  Ireland  by  other  means  than  force — con- 
pute.  The  gentlemen  of  Ireland  were  get-  9"®'  **er  with  such  measures  as  reform— redress 
ting  more  and  more  enlightened  every  day.  l*er  grievances,  and  then  trust  arms  without 
lA  laugh,-}  That  laugh  would  resound  well  P*^"*  *^  *^*^'  *^«°^*- 

on  the  other  side  of  the  water,  coming  from  And  on  July  8,  upon  the  question  being 

a  person  connected  with  Ireland ;  but  per-  put  by  Mr.  Goulbum,  Mr.  Stanley  stated 

haps  the  noble  Lord  did  not  think  that  the  that  he  did  not  intend  to  persevere  with 

Members  on  his  own  side  of  the  House  his  bill.     Mr.  Wyse  was  evidently  right, 

were  becoming  more  enlightened.  To  those  and  the  noble  Lord  was  as  evidently  wrong, 

who  wished  for  revenge  this  act  would  be  The  bill,  however,  which  was  then  thrown 

acceptable;  to  them  it  would  be  a  boon,  but  out  with  contempt,  was  now  resuscitated 

justice  needed  it  not.  If  they  gave  the  people  by  the  noble  Lord  (the  present  Secretary  of 

of  Ireland  justice,  if  they  upheld  their  Ireland),who  then  sat  on  the  opposite  side  of 

rights,  if  they  listened  to  their  complaints,  the  House  to  the  noble  Lord.  On  September 

if  they   ameliorated  their  condition,    the  23,  1831,  however,  Mr.  Stanley  moved  for 

Irish  would  be  as  peaceable,  as  well  in-  the  discharge  of  the  order  for  the  adjourned 

clined,  and  as  well  disposed  to  industry  as  debate  on  the  Importation  of  Arms  and  the 

any  people  under  the  sun  ;  if  those  things  Keeping  of  Arms  (Ireland)  Bill,  with  a 

were  done  he  would  defy  hon.  Grentlemen  view  of  bringing  in  another  bill  to  revive 

to  produce  in  any  part  of  the  world  a  people  for  one  year  the  Acts  47th  and  50th  Geo.  3, 

better  in  all  respects  than  the  poorest  of  which  had   now  expired.     Sir  R.   Peel, 

the   Irish.    In   1830  the  Importation  of  having  taunted  Mr.   Stanley  with  some 

Arms  and  Ammunition  Bill  was  renewed  degree  of  levity  in  bringing  forward  a 

for  one  year.     He  then  came  to  the  year  measure  of  unusual  severity,  Mr.  Stanley, 

1831,  a  period   when  a  bill  which  it  is  in  reply, 

supposed    closely   resembled    the  present,  « Admitted  that  he  withdrew  the  measure 

was  brought  forward  by  the  noble  Lord  submitted  to  the  House  in  consequence  of  the 

opposite    (Lord    Stanley)   who   was  then  decided  opposition  to  his  motion  of  those  hon. 

Secretary   for  Ireland.     Ireland   had  had  Members  to  whose  opinions  he  was  in  the 

a  variety  of  secretaries  from  the  opposite  habit  of  looking  with  deference  and  respect." 

benches.      Alas !    he    wished    they    had  j^  ^j^g          jggi^  ^^ie  same  noble  Lord 

learnt  their  business  better.     In  that  year  fo,  the  first  time  united  the  Arms'  Bill 

Lord  Stanley  brought  forward  his  Arms  ^^a  the  Ammunition  Bill  into  one  mea- 

Bill,  without  the  Tcnowledge,  advice,  or  ^ure.       In   1834,  these  acts  were  again 

sanction  of  his  colleagues.     He  brought  it  renewed  for  one  year,  without  any  debate, 

into  the   House,  and  it  lived  just  a  few  ^s  the  House  had  expended  its  eloquence 

minutes,  it  enacted  that  arms  were  to  be z 

branded,  and  having  unregistered  arms  to  'f§*  Hansard,  Third  Series,  vol.  iv.  p.  619,620. 
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on  the  Coercion  Aet.  Thrut,  from  1831  to 
the  present  time,  were  the  Arms  Acts  for 
Ireland  run  through  the  House^  merely 
continuing  in  a  few  lines,  the  former 
enactments  and  attracting  little  attention, 
being  brought  in  at  the  end  of  the  Session  ^ 
or  perhaps,  as  in  this  present  Session,  in 
the  race  week,  when  hon.  Gentlemen 
thought  more  of  their  pleasure  at  Epsom, 


than  of  their  l^islative  duties.    Tlius  were,  the  yeomanry  corps,  &c. ;  when  Mr.  Sim* 


the  laws  framed  for  Ireland,  and  thus  were 
the  Irish  made  aware  of  the  laws  which 
existed.     If  the  former  Arms*  Bills  had 
been  printed  as  this  had  been,  for  which 
he  gave  the  noble  Lord  credit,  the  House 
would  have  known  what  the  acts  contained. 
He  would  girc  the  House  a  specimen  ol 
the  coercive  measures  which  had  existed  in 
that  unfortunate  country.  The  Insurrection 
Act  was  in  force  from  1796  to  1802,  six 
years ;  the  Martial  Law  was  in  force  from 
1803  to  1805,  two  years;  the  Insurrection 
Act  was  in  force  from  1807  to  1810,  three 
years;  the  Insurrection  Act  was  in  force 
from  1814  to  1818,  four  years  ;  the  Insur- 
rection Act  was  in  force  from  1822  to  1823, 
one  year ;  and  the  Insurrection  Act  was  in 
force  from  1823  to  1825  (August),  two 
years.    Tlie  Associations  Act,  1829,  was  in 
force  one  year ;  Party  Processions,  1 832,  five 
years ;  Coercion  Act,  with  courts  martial, 
from  1833  to  1834,  one  year;   Coercion 
Act  mitigated,  from  1834  to  1835,  one 
year.     But  here  they  stopped.     The  noble 
L)rd  left  office,  and  they  stopped ;    the 
Habeas  Corpus  Act  was  suspended  from 
1797    to    1802,    six   years;    again    sus- 
pended from  1803  to   1806»  four  years; 
:M(ain    sus|)ended    in    1822,     one    year; 
White  Boy  Act,  1831,  and  Party  Proces- 
sions Act,   1838,  five  years.     There  had 
lKM!n    no  Coercion   Act    since   1835,   he 
thanked  (lod ;  but  if  the  noble  Lord  the 
Secretary  for  the  Colonies  had  been  in 
ofRce,  there  would  no  doubt  have  been 
plenty.     They  had  received  sufficient  evi« 
donee  since  183/i  that  stringent  enactments 
were   of  no  use   in  governing  the   Irish 
]x^ople.     In  no  period  of  the  history  of 
the  a)untry  had  the  people  been  so  amen- 
able to  the  laws  as  since  the  year  1834 ; 
and    it  was,  therefore,  with  regret   that 
he  now   saw,  in   184^),  the  House  again 
nsked   to   pass  a  bill  to  restrain   the   li- 
l)crty  of  the  Irish  people.     He  was  sur- 
firised  that  the  noble  Lord  the  Sirretary 
for  Ireland  should  bring  in  a  bill  of  this 
iKitiire  without  taking  uway  the  arms  from 
that   |)ortion   of   the    Irish   ]>('oplc  whose 
))<>.si<es.sion  of   arms  hail    boon  repeatedly 


shown  to  hate  done  infinite  mmAitt;  tm 
meant  the  arms  in  the  hands  of  tlie  jso- 
manry.  The  noble  Lord  had  not  kid  «&  iIm 
Table  the  papers  respecting  these  snB% 
and  he  feared  that  Government  weuM 
rather  avoid  taking  up  the  arms  fonaerly  m 
the  hands  of  the  Irish  yeomanry.  In  Jvlj^ 
1831,  Mr.  O'Connell  objected  to  the  gnm 
of  189,803^,  for  defraying  the  eharge  off 


ley  said, 

**  In  one  respect  he  had  only  done  justice  to 
the  Government  of  Ireland,  in  stating  that  it 
had  done  everything  in  its  power  to  prsfinl 
the  yeomaniy  force  from  bceomieg  a  peity 
force.  If  it  had  not  succeeded  te  the  esleM 
it  could  wish,  it  was  not  the  fault  of  the  O^ 
▼ernmeut." 

And  no  doubt  this  was  true*  IdmA 
Althorp  said, 

'*  The  use  of  sach  a  force  was,  he  adasiiMy 
only  a  choice  of  evils.'* 

In  August,  1831,  Sir  Richard  Mussnm 
presented  a  petition  from  the  city  orW»» 
terfordy  signed  by  a  great  number  of  hi^y 
respectable  persons,  pmying  for  an  inqairv 
into  the  late  affiiir  at  Newton  Barry,  and 
also  praying  the  House  to  adopt  mnaimas 
to  disarm  the  Irish  yeomanry.  He  hevti^ 
concurred  in  the  praver  of  the  petition,  iIm 
compliance  with  which  was  ahsolutely  nm» 
cessary  to  preserve  the  peace  of  InbusJL 
The  House  received  the  petition,  but  in- 
fused to  print  it  on  account  of  the  siniiig 
language  contained  in  the  petition  uaaa 
the  yeomanry  generally.  A  strong  feelnu^ 
however,  existed  in  the  House,  that  ua 
yeomanry  was  an  improper  ibroe.  BuA 
was  the  evidence  of  Uie  nature  of  the  yeo- 
manry that  it  was  the  bounden  duty  of 
the  Government  to  take  the  arms  out  of 
their  hands  as  soon  as  possible.  What 
the  evidence  with  respect  to  them 
before  the  Orange  Committee  of  1834  t 
Colonel  Vemer  was  asked— 

"  Have  you  any  Catholics  in  your  corps  P— 
None. 

'^Are  they  all  Orangemen? —They  apt 
not 

"  Are  there  any  labourers  in  the  corps  la 
your  recollectiou  —  that  it,  mere  lahoaran, 
men  who  have  no  farm  f— There  are  some. 

"  Do  you  recollect  that  there  are  ?— TJiaio 
are  some  persons  residing  in  the  lodges  at  mif 
gates  who  work  and  labour  for  me,  who  aio 
jreom-in  in  the  corps. 

^  Are  there  any  Roman  Catholics  holdiaf 
comfortable  small  farms  in  thai  part  of  iIm 
country  ? — Tliprc  an;  some,  bat  noc  many. 

**Thvie  is  no  man  of  thai  desciiptioo  m 
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your  corps,  U  thare  ?'— No,  then  ate  no  itoniui  | 
Caihotics."  ' 

Colonel  Blacker  wag 


Arm  CfnlandJ  Bili. 


'.'Were  not  those  Orang*  lodget,  lo  joixt 
knowledge,  Mtablidied  in  man;  of  the  Tegi~ 
menu  of  militia  f— I  bavc  no  doubt  of  the 
faei. 

"  Are  not  moil  of  Uie  yeomen  in  tlie  norih 
of  Ireland  Orangemen? — I  sliould  think  and 
hope  that  tliey  all  hold  Orange  principles, 
though  I  do  not  know  whether  they  belong  tt> 
Orange  lodges." 

Mr.  P.  M-Connell  stud— 

"  Is  tbe  Tanderaga  corpB  excluiirely  Pro. 
teatanu  ? — I  believe  so— exclasively  Orange> 
men.  I  believe  no  one  would  be  adniiue' 
into  the  corps,  unless  they  were  Orangemen, 

"  You  slate,  that  in  183S  there  were  a  nnm 
ber  of  yeomen  who  appeared  regularly  in  the 
Orange  processions  on  tbe  13th  of  JulyF — 
Yes;  but  they  did  not  appear  as  yeomen,  but 
as  inditidual  Orangemen,  marching  in  pru>u 
cession.     I  knew  them  to  be  yeomen  before. 

Captain  David  DuffgBTeerideiicetothe 
same  effect. 

"  Do  you  think  there  is  an  equal  number 
amongst  the  lower  order  of  i*rolesIanl8  i 
gistered  P — I  do  not  think  there  are,  because 
many  of  the  lower  order  of  ProtMtanis  in  the 
north  of  Ireland  are  yeomen  ;  and  I  believe, 
under  the  act  tbay  can  bold  yeomanry  arms, 
without  reference  to  a  register. 

"  Do  you  believe  that  tbe  m^rity  of  the 
Protestants  in  the  north  of  Ireland  are  yeo- 
men ? — I  believe  ihoy  are." 

lord  Gotford  waa  wked — 

"  Your  lordship  stated,  that  the  yeomanry 
arc  generally  Orangemen  *-~Thlt  is  my  im- 
pression. 

"  If  the  yeomanry  are  in  bet  DriDismen, 
■hey  mull  have  conducted  theroselres  so  as  not 
to  have  caused  anjr  oomplunts  against  their 
conduct  in  the  opioion  of  Lord  Grey's  govern- 
ment ? — I  cannot  tell  what  opportunities  ihey 
may  have  had  :  the  yeomanry  have  been  little 
known.  The  corps  are  not  called  out,  I  know, 
at  all  in  my  neighbourhood,  and  I  believe 
there  are  very  few  corps;  thev  are  so  very  sel- 
dom assembled  and  brought  together,  one 
hears  little  of  them." 

Sir  Frederick  Stovin,  ipeakiiij;  of  the 
Orangeman  at  Duagaanon  and  of  the  pro- 
cesMOD,  uiil— 

"  Ten  of  them  were  armed  with  yeomanry 
muskets.  ...  It  was  reported  to  tJie  Lord- 
lieutenant,  and  the  Lord-lieutenant  ordered 
the  yeomanry  corps  to  be  disarmed. 

"  Are  the  Protestant  gnn^lubs  appendages 
lo  the  Orange  body?— I  do  not  know;  but 
from  what  1  have  heard,  not.  There  is  no 
occasion  for  it,  because  1  should  say  that  the 
yeomauiy  are  almost  all  Orangeiaen. 


Do  not  you  consider  that  the  yeomanry, 
nntwilhslanding  their  being  almost  entirely 
Protestants  are  an  useful  institution  I— They 
useful  institution. 


"  Within  the  last  ten  years  ? — Quite  useless ; 
and  mere  than  useless,  in  my  opinion.  I  thiak 
Ihey  are  dangerous." 

He  would  refer  the  House  to  the  great 
number  <^  petitionti  that  were  presented  a 
few  years  ago,  praying  for  the  diiembody. 
ing  and  disarming  the  Irish  Yemnaniy. 
On  referring  to  the  Journals,  he  found  that 
on  the  18th  of  August,  1831,  Mr.  O'Con- 
ncll  presented  a  petition  from  the  inhabi- 
tants of  Cttrrick-oa-Suir,  to  disband  the 
yeomanry  of  Ireland.  On  the  26th  of 
August,  1831,  Mr.  Lambert  presented  two 
petitions  fmin  the  Protestant  and  Catholic 
inhabitants  of  New  Ross,  in  the  county  of 
Wexford,  praying  the  House  to  adopt  mea- 
sures for  disarming  and  disbanding  the 
Irish  yeomanry.     The  hon.  Member  said, 

"  That  from  the  inquiries  he  had  made  re- 
lative to  tlie  unfortunate  affair  at  Newtown 
Barry,  he  was  of  opinion  that  it  was  a  wanton, 
unprovoked,  and,  De  had  much  reason  to  fear, 
a  deliberate,  premeditated  massacre." 

On  the  27th  of  August,  1831,  Mr. 
Blackney  preseitted  a  petition  from  the  in- 
habitants of  Paulstown,  for  disarming  the 
yeomonrv  in  Ireland.  On  the  6th  ofSep- 
tcmber,  1831,  Sir  John  M.  Doyle  presented 
a  petition  from  the  inhabitants  of  Leigh  ton 
Bridge,  in  the  county  of  Carlow,  praying 
that  the  yeomanry  of  Ireland  might  be 
disarmed,  in  which  prayer  he  cordially 
concurred.  On  September  7,  1831,  Lord 
Killeen  preiented  a  petition  from  tbe  in- 
habitants of  the  parish  of  Naran,  in  the 
county  of  Meath,  praying  that  the  yeo- 
manry might  be  disarmed.  He  agreed  with 
tbe  prayer  of  the  petition,  which  stated 
that  the  yeomanry,  instead  of  protecting 
the  people,  committed  all  sorts  of  outrages. 
He  hoped  all  the  corps  would  be  gradually 
abolished,  although  be  was  free  to  admit, 
that  some  of  them  were  well-diaciplined, 
and  did  not  deserve  the  censure  which  had 
been  heaped  indiscriminately  upon  them. 
Sir  Francis  Burdett,  on  that  occauon,  said 
it  was  ridiculous  to  attempt  to  keep  the 
peace  of  a  countir  by  the  aid  of  a  force 
which  was  in  ilwlf  ohioitious.  If  a  force 
was  necessary,  let  it  be  a  r^ular  body 
under  prt^r  diacipline,  and  not  a  local 
body  imbued  with  party  feeling,  &c.  On 
September  9,  1831,  Mr.  Blackney  pre- 
sented a  petition  from  the  inhabitants  of 
Carlow,  of  all  penuosions,  to  dinann  the 
yeomanry.  On  the  same  day,  Mr.  Lam- 
2L8 


1031      Arms  (Ireland)  Bitt.       {COMMONS}       Arm  ClretandJ  BUL      WM 

bcrt  also  presented  six  petitions  from  places 
in  Wexford,   praying  that  the  yeomanry 
might  be  disarmed ;  the  petitioners  referred 
to  the  affray  at  Newtownbarry,  by  some 
denominated  a  massacre^  and  by  others  a 
sad  transaction,  and  prayed  that  the  Go- 
vernment would  visit  with  its  censure  the 
conduct  of  the  corps  which  had  been  there 
employed.     On  September  2 6,  1831,  Mr. 
O'Connell  presented  a  petition  from  Belfast^ 
praying  for  inquiry  into  the  conduct  of  the 
yeomanry  in  Ireland,  particularly  with  re- 
ference to  the  Newtonbarry  affair.     On 
the  3d  October,  1831,  Mr.  Lambert  pre- 
sented petitions  from  Gorey,  Templesham- 
ber,  Adamstown,  and  other  places  in  Ire- 
land, praying  the  House  to  adopt  measures 
to  disband  the   yeomanry   corps  in   that 
country.   A  great  variety  of  other  petitions, 
with  the  same  prayer  for  disbanding  the 
yeomanry,  were  also  presented  from  many 
other  districts ;  but  he  would  not  weary  the 
House  with  going  through  the  returns.  Per- 
haps hon.  Gentlemen  were  not  aware,  that 
the  yeomanry  corps  in  Ireland  were  verydif- 
feren  tlyconstituted  bodies  from  theyeomanry 
corps  in  England — indeed,  they  were  as  dif- 
ferent as  they  possibly  could  be.    The  Irish 
yeomanry  were  not  constituted  of  men  of 
wealth,  or  large  farmers,  or  persons  who  had 
any  stake  in  the  country.     No  such  per- 
sons were  to  be  found  in  an  Irish  yeomanry 
corps,  but  they  were  for  the  most  part  con- 
stituted of  labourers,  who  lived  on  the  do- 
mains of  the  officers  of  the  respective  corps. 
[  No,  710.]   He  contended  that  it  was  so,  and 
that  this  was  proved  by  the  evidence  taken 
before  the  Orange  committee.     ^A  cry  of 
"Question."]  This  was  the  question ;  there 
was  a  clause  in  the  bill,  having  reference  to 
the  arms  of  the  yeomanry,  which  enactctl 
that  tliey  should  be  registered  and  branded. 
Now  it  was  a  matter  of  notoriety,  that 
their  arms  did  not  belong  to  them,  but  to 
the  Crown.     These  loyal  corps,   as  they 
used  to  be  called,  were  disbanded  by  the 
noble  Lord,  the  present  Secretary  for  the 
C\)l()nies;    and  on  orders  being  issued  to 
this  ellect,  they  refused  to  give  up  their 
arms,  and  many  of  tliem  still  kept  them 
in  their  possession.     Others  of  them  had 
sold    or    raffled   their    «rnis;    and   some, 
he    hud   bec'u   informed,    hud   bequeathed 
them    to    their    chiUlren    us   heir    looms. 
Such  was  the   ellcrt  of  Tory   legislation 
in  Ireland,    that  they  never  proceeded  to 
adopt  any  measures  without  exciting  one 
class    of    the   people    against    the   other, 
and  creating   the  most  improper  und  ob- 
noxious distinctions.      He  would  osk  the 


noUe  Lord  the  Secretary  for  Iidand 
ther»  if   he  put  arms  belongine  to  the 
Crown  into  the  hands  of  the  inhabitiBli 
of  one  side  of  Piccadilly,  and  refuied  the 
people  on  the   other  side  perminioD  to 
keep  arms  in  defence  of  their  penooi  and 
property,  whether  Piccadilly  would  be  in  a 
peaceable  state  }    If  such  a  state  of  tfaingi 
existed,  and  the  House  proceeded  to  legS- 
late  for  Piccadilly,  the  noble  Lord  might 
depend  upon  it,  that  he  would  find  it  ia  a 
much  worse  state  than  Ireland  had  bean 
described  to  be.     It  must  be  deartoaajr 
one  who  would  reflect  on  the  subject,  lliat 
it  would  be  impossible  by  branding  the 
arms  and  leaving  them  in  the  hands  of  die 
disbanded  yeomanry,  or  by  any  such  meanly 
that  they  could  preserve  the  peace  of  die 
country.    To  show  the  state  of  n^dect 
that  arose  with  respect  to  the  arms  of  die 
yeomanry,  he  would  mention  a  circoan- 
stance  which  came  within  his  own  knoar- 
ledge.    It  came  to  his  ears  that  a  great 
quantity  of  ammunition  were  secreted  hi  a 
small  inn  in   a  town  in  the  county  of 
Leitrim.    He  happened  to  have  some  infln- 
ence  with  the  proprietor  of  the  houa^  and 
he  recommended  him  to  give  it  op  to  die 
constabulary  or  to  the  magistrates.    He  HA 
nol  know  the  exact  quantity  of  arms  that 
were  found,  but  there  was  a  yery  oomU 
derable  number  of  bayonets,  and  there  waa 
also  found  three  casks  of  haU  cartrMgea. 
The  individual  he  alluded  to  at  once  aa» 
sented  to  his  suggestion,  and  surrendend 
all  the  arms  and  ammunition  to  the 
ordnance  d^pot.     Her  Majesty's 
ment  had  been  pleased  to  approve  of 
he  had  done,  and  he  received  the  following 
letter : — 

<'  Dublin  Cattle,  Dee.  19, 184t. 
**  My  Lord, — I  hate  the  honour  to  acknow- 
ledge the  receipt  of  your  letter  of  the  17lh 
instant,  and  am  directed  by  the  Lord-licol^ 
nant  to  acquaint  your  lordship  that  bis  EacJ 
lency  quite  concurs  in  the  propriety  of  the 
directions  eiven  to  provide  for  the  immediala 
security  of  the  gunpowder,  kc.^  which  the 
constabulary  will  be  instructed  to  forward  le 
the  Ordnance  d6pi)i  at  EnoitkilleD. 

"  I  have  the  honour  to  be,  my  Loid^ 

*'  Your  Lordship's  obedient servaBl« 

"  E.  Lucas. 
'<The  Viscount  Clements,  MohiU." 

After  such  an  expression  of  approhatha 
of  his  conduct  he  had  a  right  to  BupfNMe 
that  the  (iovemment  wouM  adopt  a  ri» 
milar  course  upon  another  occasion,  hH 
Mich  was  nut  the  cose.  A  warrant  baiw 
issufH^    -   he  Lord-lieutenant  to leuf^^ 
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nfflLs  in  the  same  oouQt]r>  the  magisttetes 
acted  upon  it  with  the  greatest  impartiality, 
taking  the  arms  that  were  not  registered 
out  of  the  possession  of  persons  of  all  par- 
ties ;  but  hearing  that  it  was  proposed  to 
return  the  arms  to  the  yeomen^  he  wrote  to 
the  Lord-lieutenant  the  following  letter :-~ 


u 


isough  Rynn,  MoAifl,  Jan,  22,  1843. 

"  My  Lord, — I  have  been  informed  that 
divers  representations  have  been  made  to  her 
Majesty's  Government  that  in  the  late  search 
for  arms  in  this  county,  arms  have  been  taken 
from  *  the  yeomanry'  by  the  police. 

"  I,  therefore,  have  the  honour  to  request 
that  your  Excellency  will  have  the  goodness 
to  institute  an  inquiry  into  the  facts  of  the 
case. 

*'  It  is  true  that  a  vast  number  of  arms  have 
been  taken  that  did  formerly  belong  to  the 
yeomanry;  but  they  have,  I  believe,  long 
ceased  to  be  in  the  hands  of  yeomen,  and 
have  in  most  instances  been  sold,  raffled  for, 
or  left  as  beir-looms  to  the  persons  who  at  pre- 
sent have  them,  or  have  had  possession  of 
them,  and  they  have  borne  a  higher  value,  on 
account  of  the  supposed  impunity  with  which 
they  could  be  held,  which  is  dangerous  to  the 
peace  of  the  country. 

"  At  the  very  last  petty  sessions  in  Mohill, 
there  was  a  man  charged  with  bringing  a  gun 
to  the  door  of  this  bouse,  and  threatening  to 
blow  out  another  man's  brains  with  it. 

*'  The  magistrates  sent  for  the  gun — it  was 
a  yeomanry  musket. 

"  On  the  very  same  day  a  man  was  punished 
for  being  out  shooting  on  a  Sunday.  He  has 
since  brought  his  gun  to  me — it  is  a  yeomanry 
musket. 

'*  Thus  the  arms  which  were  formerly  given 
into  hands  who  were  no  doubt  at  that  time 
considered  trustworthy,  have  now  fallen,  in 
most  instances,  into  those  of  persons  who 
ought  not  to  be  allowed  to  possess  arms  of  any 
kind,  much  less  those  which  belong  to  the 
Crown. 

**  It  would  be  advisable,  if  your  Excellency 
should  think  proper,  to  ask,  who  are  'the 
yeomen  ?'  Who  are  their  officers  and  non- 
commissioned officers?  If  they  have  any 
muster-rolls,  or  if  they  know  in  whose  bands 
the  arms  and  appointments  are  now  to  be 
found  ? 

'*I  can  assure  your  Excellency  that  you 
need  not  expect  to  find  '  the  yeomanry '  what 
you  liave  been  accustomed  to  understand  by 
that  word. 

**  There  b  no  such  body  in  this  county. 

**  I  have  the  honour  to  be,  my  Lord, 

**  Your  Lordship's  obedient  servant, 

"  Clements. 


His  Excellency  the  Earl  De  Grey." 

To  this  he  received  an  answer  stating 
that  inquiry  had  already  Jbeen  directed  to 
be  made  into  the  drcumBtaooe  therein  re*  I  magistrate  oould  not  disdiaige  Unii   or 


ferred  to.  But  no  proper  enquiry  was 
ever  made.  He  could  not  help  expressing 
his  satisfaction  at  the  conduct  of  the  stipen* 
diary  magistrate  who  was  sent  down  to 
Leitrim,  in  1840.  He  alone  had  done  more 
to  preserve  the  peace  of  the  country  than 
half-a-dozen  Dublin  Castles.  That  gen- 
tleman was  called  upon  to  act  at  a  period 
when  that  locality  was  much  disturbed,  and 
in  that  part  of  Leitrim  nearly  all  the  magis- 
trates were  away,  and  even  the  clerk  of 
sessions  had  disappeared,  and  the  officer  of 
police  was  on  leave  of  absence.  At  that 
period  Sir  William  Lynar  came  down  to  the 
county  and  worked  day  and  night  to  pre- 
serve the  peace,  in  which  he  was  eminently 
successful.  That  gentleman  obtained  the 
highest  respect  in  the  county,  and  when 
he  left  it  thanks  were  voted  to  him  by 
the  magistrates.  He  held  in  his  hand  a 
resolution  recently  agreed  to  by  a  number 
of  magistrates  in  Leitrim,  on  the  subject  of 
the  arms  now  in  the  possession  of  the  yeo- 
manry. 

"  We,  the  undersigned  magistrates  of  the 
county  of  Leitrim,  are  of  opinion  that  a  quantity 
of  yeomanry  arms  are  in  the  hands  of  persons 
not  being  originally  in  that  service,  and  not 
duly  registered,  and  constantly  used  in  poach- 
ing and  other  improper  purposes.  We  are  of 
opinion  that  such  lately  taken  up,  should  not 
be  returned ;  and  that  arms  belonging  to  dis- 
banded corps  of  yeomanry  ought  to  be  taken 
into  store.  And  further,  that  officers  in  com- 
mand of  corps  be  requested  to  furnish  muster 
rolls,  in  order  that  the  magistrates  should  be 
informed  of  such  persons  as  are  entitled  to 
have  yeomanry  arms  in  their  possession.  26tli 
January,  1843." 

This  document  was  signed  by  twelve  ma- 
gistrates. Yet  notwithstanding  their  re- 
commendation, the  yeomanry  arms  that 
had  been  taken  up  were  retiumed  to  the 
persons  from  whom  they  had  been  taken. 
Under  these  circumstances,  when  he  saw  a 
bill  of  this  kind  brought  forward,  he  had 
a  nAt  to  complain  of  the  conduct  of 
the  Government  He  was  totally  unable 
to  comprehend  the  wisdom  or  the  policy  of 
arming  one  part  of  the  population  against 
the  other,  which  is  to  be  deprived  of  all 
arms.  He  could  not  tell  how  it  was,  but 
it  happened  that  theGovemtnentfor  Ireland 
was  always  working  against  itself.  Such 
was  the  feeling  of  distrust  entertained  by 
the  chief  government  of  the  local  govern- 
ment in  the  several  counties,  that  it  was 
always  trying  to  create  jealousy  between 
the  magistrates  and  the  police.  At  present, 
I  however  badly  a  policeman  behaved,   a 
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even  rcmoTc  him  from  the  district.  He 
had  known  instances  of  this  kind,  where 
the  men  had  heen  guilty  of  the  greatest 
impropriety  of  conduct.  He  would  not 
trouble  the  House  further,  but  would 
merely  second  the  amendment  that  this 
bill  be  read  this  day  six  months. 

Mr.  Balegwi  said,  that  the  noble  Tx>rd 
who  had  just  sat  down,  probably  imagined 
that  he,  as  an  Irishman,  must  rise  with 
great  reluctance  to  support  the  Govern- 
ment in  carrpng  into  law  this  "  abomina- 
tion, brought  forth  in  a  monstrous  way,*' 
as  the  noble  Lord  termed  the  bill  before 
the  House ;  but  he  could  assure  him,  that 
the  only  reluctance  he  felt  was  in  rising  to 
address  the  House  in  support  of  the  bill, 
after  the  speech  delivered  by  the  noble 
Lord — a  speech  which,  if  it  proved  any- 
thing, proved  the  great  necessity  there 
was  for  a  measure  of  this  nature.  But 
leaving  the  noble  Lord  to  carry  into  prac. 
tice  his  theory  of  "  giving  arms  to  both 
sides  of  Piccadilly,"  he  would  revert  to  the 
present  unhappy  state  of  Ireland,  as  his 
great  reason  for  supporting  the  present 
bill.  He  saw  that  agitation  and  discord 
were  being  scattered  through  a  large  por- 
ti(m  of  the  land —that  inflammatory  ap. 
peals  were  being  daily  made  to  the  popu- 
lace by  those  in  whom  they  trustcd^that 
resistance  and  separation  from  England 
were  the  common  topics  of  discussion,  even 
in  the  public  papers;  and  that  6re  and 
the  sword,  if  not  absolutely  recommended, 
were,  at  least,  spoken  of  (as  at  Cork  and 
( *ashcl)  as  means,  which  it  might  be  ne- 
cessary for  the  people  to  employ.  When 
ho  perceived  this  state  of  afiairs,  and  heard 
the  couniicls  which  had  been  given,  he  con- 
sidered he  was  no  enemy  to  liberty,  bat 
merely  a  foe  to  anarchy  and  licence,  when 
he  expressed  his  thaoks  to  her  Majesty's 
( lovernuient  for  having  brought  forward  a 
measure  for  the  registration  of  arms.  He 
could  not,  like  the  Noble  Lord,  conceive 
thiM  to  be  a  coercion  liill.  In  fact,  he  was 
no  admirer  of  coercion  bills-— no  advocate 
for  fieiial  laws.  lie  was  not  of  opinion,  as 
many  were,  that  it  was  expedient  to  pass 
Willie  leLi^islative  cnartmcnt  to  put  down  re- 
piNil  disrussion.  The  actual  laws,  if  car* 
ried  into  cttci'l,  wen?  at  prcai-nt  sufficient, 
and  a  fresh  enactment  would  only  give  to 
it  an  importance  which  it  really  did  not 
now  |io»scss.  He  would  deprecate  any 
such  new  legislation  to  put  <lown  free  dis- 
fiisMJon  ;  for  he  conceive<l  it  would  only  be 
adding  fuel  to  that  flame,  which,  though  it 
ap|iarcnt)y  btumed  brightly  atpn»ent|  would 


800D,  he  was  coBTiiioed,'graatly  die  Mmr» 
as  it  was  enooaraged  by  neither  the  ran, 
the  wealth,  the  intelligence,  the  remeb^ 
bility  of  either  Proteatantisn  or  RonMB 
Catholicism.  But  thoogh  he  oonoeived  mm 
the  one  hand  that  no  new  law  was  neoeaMlj 
to  fetter  public  discossion  ;  yet  one  wee  ve* 
quued  to  disarm  the  disaffected,  wboee 
minds  had  been  poisoned  by 
counsels — though  with  referenoe  to 
meetings  .the  actual  laws,  tad  tlie 
which  the  constitution  gave  tlie  ejueuuliffe 
were,  in  his  opinion,  amply  anfficienl  fm 
meet  the  exigencies  of  the  moment.  But 
this  bill  did  not  fetter  pnblic  discoflBioD — 
it  did  not  infringe  that  right,  while  it  prm^ 
tected  the  life  of  the  subject.  He  iheul, 
indeed,  regret  if  it  were  neeesttiy  to  do 
so;  for  be  preferred  that  the  woui^  if 
there  were  one,  eboiild  rather  hiee4  mmit^ 
wardly  than  fester  inwardly.  BtA,  WIH 
fortunately,  it  was  not  always  those  ^  wko 
sow  the  storm,  who  reap  the  whiilwiiidr 
No,  the  penalties  of  violated  justice  too 
often  fall,  not  on  the  instigators  of  ciibm^ 
but  u|H)n  their  poor  deluded  igaorant  Jol* 
lowers:  who,  excited  by  hopes  and 
mises,  which,  they  who  hoM  then 
know  cannot  by  any  possiUlity  he 
blindly  and  enthusiastically  Mlow  tlielKw« 
less  commands  of  their  leaders,  w1mi« 
though  they  speak  daggers,  and  talk  of  I A 
and  blood,  have  not  the  courage  themadfw 
to  cast  away  the  scabbard,  or  to  toodk  etm 
the  handle  of  their  sword.  When  anbhp 
tlion,  was  the  state  of  Irekmd,  and  mmA 
the  oonnsels  given  to  his  oountrymen,  'he 
conceived  it  was  im|ienitive  on  the  Kyommm* 
ment  to  come  forward  as  they  had  Amk^ 
and  lake  steps  for  the  protection  df  lifemaB 

Sropcrty.  And  what  course  can  be  90fKm* 
cut — what  so  merciful,  as  thus  prcremuy 
the  commission  of  crime,  by  disnnii' 
those  who  can  have  no  legitimate  mm 
weapons,  and  by  taking  it  out  of  the 
of  revenge,  or  political  or  roliffioaa 
cism,  to  execute  their  dark  designs  ?  4t 
been  called  a  coercion  bill;  but  he 
it  was  in  truth  a  merciful  and 
proposition.  It  had  been  stated,  Aitt 
would  create  disaiiection,  but  thoae 
were  op|)oscd  to  it,  were,  he  feared,  InP^ 
lessly  incurable  in  their  disafiecnon  «t  tab 
present  time.  He  trusted  he  would  eter 
be  an  advocitc  for  conciliation,  when  it  wm 
not  repugnant  to  justice;  but  he  wenUi 
never  allow  the  fear  of  making  an  ciMMIi 
to  bia»  his  scnsw  of  what  was  n^bt.  With 
regard  to  this  bill  creating  dinihetioo, 
would  beg  to  edl  the  -tHeofieB  'vf 
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House  to  thia  fitct— that  «o  aeaiure,  haw*  1  easier  course  at  try iog  to  lira  for  ber,  and 


■X  coocilialnry^iw  coDctacioD,  iumeFer 
great,  made  by  a  Goreruineat  to  a  politic 
cal  party  opposed  to  it,  cwi  put  an  end  to 
tlicir  opposition,  if  tbat  p^rty  believes  that 
tite  root  of  tbe  eril  ie,  not  in  the  acta,  but 
ill  tbe  very  existence  of  tbe  Gorernment 
itself;  and  the  House  might  depegd  upon 
it  that  such  was  now  the  case  with  those 


not  only  for  tbeanelTee.  He  should  8U|» 
port  the  second  reading  of  tbe  IhII,  and 
trusted  that  all  who  were  not  blinded  bjr 
party  prejudice  would  join  bin  in  so  doing. 
Mr.  Skta  then  rose.  He  said :  If  I 
were  coovioced  that  (be  ArinB  Bill,  even 
in  its  present  most  f^oxious  shape,  was 
necessary  Tot  the  repression  of  crime,  I 


who  cried  out  so  loudly  against  this  bill.  |  should  reluctaotly  indeed,  but  strenuously 


>uld  tell  ber  Majesty's  GorerDWept 
that  it  was  nut  their  acta,  it  was  not  this 
or  that  bill,  this  or  that  official  appointr 
meiit,  but  it  was  their  political  being, 
which  that  party  deprecated-  On  that 
priociple  they  had  acted,  and  would  con- 
tinue to  act.  The  nepeal  press  bad  pub- 
licly  stated  th^t  it  mattered  not  whether 
the  GoFerniueut  should  act  impartially, 
without  respect  to  religion  or  party.  "If, 
thurefoic,  you  foliow  their  wishes,  they 
will  cooccire  it  to  arise  from  weakness  or 
fear— if  you  thwart  them,  and  carry  the 
law  into  execution,  you,  lilce  your  prede- 
CL'BHors  opposite,  will  be  called  '  base, 
brutal,  aaa  blood;.'"  He  hoped  this 
Arms  Bill  was  not  the  only  measure  in  re- 
fereocc  to  Ireland  which  tlic  Government 
intended  proposing.  Yes,  he  trusted  it 
was  only  a  preliminary  measure.  If  hoo. 
Gentlemen  opposite  would  listen  they 
would  Hod  they  were  mistakea  as  to  the 
purport  of  what  he  was  about  to  say.  He 
was  going  to  state,  that  the  patient  after 
the  present  fever  and  excitement  were  al- 
layed, would  require  care,  attention,  and 
nourishment.  He  meant  that  attention 
should  be  given  to  the  improvement  of  the 
natural  resources  of  Ireland — to  the  pro- 
tection of  her  agriculture  and  manufacture 
of  proviaious— to  the  discouragement  of 
absenteeism — to  tbe  employment  of  tbe 
poor,  for  there  was  an  old  but  true  adage— 
"  The  devil  tempts  all  other  men,  but  idle 
men  tempt  the  devil" — and  to  tbe  amelio- 
ration of  the  habits  and  oondition  of  tbe 
lower  orders.  It  would  be  by  such  mea- 
sures, and  not  by  any  political  changes, 
such  as  reform  bills,  municipal  acts,  »iat 
Ireland  would  become  what  nature  des- 
tined her  to  be,  a  rich,  flourishing  portion 
of  this  mighty  empire,  and  its  right  arm  of 
defence  in  times  of  trouble.  He  felt  full 
coiilideDce  that  her  [Majesty's  Gorernment 
would  not  neglect  ber  vital  intererta, 
which  be  was  sorry  to  confess  had  never 
been  pruperly  attended  to  even  by  Irishmen 
themselves.  Would  that  those  who  are 
daily  declaring  their  willutgness  to  die  for 
herv-vould  that  Ibey  would  follw  Uk  bs 


but  of  its  utter  inefficiency  for 
the  attainment  of  that  legitimate  purpose, 
in  wbicb  it  is  obligatory  npOD  ui  all  to 
concur,  I  am  thoroughly  persuaded.  It 
is  Dot  to  the  want  of  an  Arms  Bill,  such 
aa  this,  it  ia  to  tba  imperfect,  I  am  almost 
justifiad  in  calling  it  tbe  impotent  ad- 
uioiitratbu  of  justice,  that  the  atrocitiei, 
by  whinb  certain  districts  in  Ireland  are 
unfortuaately  characterised,  are  to  be  as- 
cribsd.  In  the  county  of  Tipperary  the 
prosecutions  at  the  assizes  are  begun, 
conducted,  and  terminated  in  such  a 
manner  as  to  secure  impuniiy  to  crima. 
How  hss  it  come  to  pass,  thattbe  offences 
which  fall  within  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
assistant  barrister,  and  ate  prosecuted  by 
tbe  local  solicitor,  have  lo  signally  di- 
minished. 1  attribute  that  ramarksble 
decrease  to  two  causes;  first,  to  the  high 
judicial  qualities,  the  talent,  tbe  firmness, 
the  impartiality  which  has  won  the  confi- 
dence of  all  parlies,  by  which  Mr.  Howley, 
tbe  assistant  barrister  is  distinguished; 
and  io  tbe  next  place,  to  the  signal  use- 
fulness of  the  local  solicitor  for  tbe  Grown 
(Mr,  Cshjtl),  who  unites  with  great  ability 
a  perfect  knowledge  of  the  country  ;  has 
tha  best  opportunities  of  Bscerlaioing  every 
incident  connected  with  the  cases  in 
which  he  is  concerned ;  is  well  acquainted 
with  the  cbaracter  of  every  witness  for  tbe 
prosecution  and  the  defence ;  never  puts  in- 
nocence in  peril ;  and  never  permits 
ruffianism  to  escape.  But  while  minor 
violatious  of  the  law  are  prosecuted  with 
so  much  effect,  what  coarse  is  taken  at  the 
assises?  I  beg  most  distinctly  to  state 
that  nothing  can  be  more  remote  from  my 
intentioD  than  to  speak  io  tbe  language  of 
personal  depreciation  of  Mr.  Kemmis,  the 
Crown  solicitor  for  the  Leinstct  circuit,  or 
to  suggest  that  a  local  solicitor  should  be 
employed  in  his  place,  without  adding, 
that  he  should  receive  for  any  loss  be 
may  sustain  the  most  ample  compentatioo. 
But  granting  hion  to  possess  tbe  bighasi 
professioaal  qualificatiMia,  I  have  no  hesi. 
tatioB  at  tbeHme  tiine  in  atitiDS  that  ibo 
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business  of  the  Crown  cannot  be  eflSciently 
carried  on  by  a  legal  absentee,  who  knows 
nothing  of  the  county,  is  utterly  ignorant 
of  the  witnesses  produced  for  or  against 
the  Crown,  is  utterly  unable,  not  from  any 
want  of  capacity,  but  from  his  position,  to 
suggest  or  advise  the  means  by  which 
truth  can  be  substantiated,  and  falsehood 
can  be  confuted,  is  hurried  from  one 
azzize  town  to  another,  and  must  get  up 
his  briefs  with  inevitable  precipitation,  for 
the  information  of  counsel,  who  are  op- 
posed by  the  most  skilful  advocates,  aided 
by  a  local  solicitor  for  the  defence,  by 
whom  every  imaginable  expedient  for  the 
frustration  of  the  Crown  is  employed.  It 
is  obvious  that,  under  this  system,  you 
give  to  crime  advantages  incalculably 
great.  Another  suggestion  I  shall,  from 
a  sense  of  duty — from  my  solicitude  for 
the  public  tranquillity — venture  to  make. 
You  resort  to  informers,  and  you  pay  them 
largely  for  their  corrupt  contribution  to 
the  enforcement  of  the  law,  but  to  honest 
witnesses  adequate  protection  is  not  given. 
Some  years  ago  the  house  of  a  person  of 
the  name  of  Crawford  was  attacked,  and 
he  was  beaten  almost  to  death.  He  was 
afraid  to  prosecute.  He  lived  in  my 
neighbourhood.  I  obtained  from  the  Go- 
vernment an  undertaking  that  he  and  his 
family  should  be  sent  to  one  of  the  colonies 
and  should  be  provided  for.  He  was  pre- 
vailed on  to  prosecute,  and  justice  was 
done,  and  a  most  useful  example  made. 
If  you  will  pledge  yourselves  to  protect 
the  witnesses  for  the  Crown,  by  enabling 
them  to  emigrate,  and  by  compensating 
them  for  the  loss  of  their  country,  you 
will  effect  much  more  than  by  the  uncon- 
stitutional proceeding  which  I  am  aware 
your  high  partisans  invite  you  to  adopt. 
It  would  be  far  more  beAtting  in  the 
landed  proprietors  to  attend  at  the  assizes, 
and  perform  their  duty  on  ciiminal  trials, 
than  to  call  for  a  violation  of  a  great  public 
right,  if  there  is  aspecial  commission  got  up 
with  parade,  and  attended  by  the  Attorney- 
general,  with  a  retinue  of  counsel,  the 
chief  gentlemen  of  the  county  do  not  think 
it  inconsistent  with  their  dignity  to  act  on 
the  petty  jury ;  but  at  the  assizes,  though 
the  crimes  to  be  prosecuted  are  of  the  same 
class,  the  juries  are  wholly  different.  The 
petty  jury  is  considered  an  ungenteel  and 
low  concern  ;  the  balance  in  which  human 
life  is  trembling  is  committed  to  coarser 
and  less  aristocratic  sustain  men  ts,  and 
complaints  are  afterwards   made  of  tlM 


constitution  of  juries  by  the  verj  nn 
who  vote  it  what  they  call,  ia  their  faod* 
liar  parlance,  '*  a  bore"  to  attend.  Thme 
is  nothing  which  I  more  strongly  deprecate 
than  the  setting  aside  of  juries  by  Che 
Crown,  except  for  the  clearest  and  aost 
indisputable  reasons,  but,  on  the  other 
hand,  I  do  think  that  the  attendance  of 
Roman  Catholics  and  Protestants,  of  ote> 
tion  and  influence,  on  the  crimioal  jwj 
should  be  enforced,  and  that,  if  necesewj, 
fines  of  500^  or  600/.  should  be  impoeid 
upon  them.  The  utmost  care  shoaM  of 
course  be  taken  that  [the  juries  should  maH 
be  exclusive,  and  that  no  ground  for  na- 
putation  should  be  afforded;  bat  ChU 
precaution  being  adopted,  it  is  cleer  that 
the  verdicts  found  by  that  class  of  mea, 
whether  of  acquittal  or  of  condemnetaoay 
would  meet  the  general  sanction.  I  mm 
very  well  aware  that  the  gentry  of  the 
country  will  be  very  adverse  to  this 
position ;  but  they  should  bear  in 
how  large  a  stake  they  have  in  the 
quillity  of  the  country,  which  will  be  far 
better  promoted  by  these  means  then  hf 
an  Arms  Bill,  which  will  take  from  hoaeet 
men  the  means  of  defence,  aud  will  DOt 
deprive  the  turbulent  and  the  lawleee  of 
the  means  of  aggression.  When  morder 
becomes  lucrative,  it  is  not  easy  to  deprive 
the  assassin  of  the  tools  of  his  profitable 
trade.  If  you  could  succeed  in  deprifuif 
him  of  his  more  noisy  impleaBcnta  of 
death,  you  would  but  teach  him  to  subeli* 
tute  a  more  silent  but  not  less  efficacioM 
weapon  :  but  you  cannot  frame  a  lew 
which  he  will  not  readily  evade.  The 
wretch  who  is  not  appalled  at  murder,  wU 
not  tremble  at  an  Arms  Bill^your  peoel* 
ties  of  tenor  twenty  pounds  will  be  scofod 
by  men  who  put  existence  into  bebitMl 
peril.  These  are  among  my  reasons  §k 
thinking  that  the  Arms  Bill  will  not  be  hi 
any  degree  conducive  to  the  purpose  it 
ostensibly  in  view,  while  by  its  enacf 
without  obtaining  any  countervailing 
netit,you  commit  a  manifest  trespass 
one  of  the  chief  constitutional  rights 
the  bill,  deriving  its  designation  from 
rights,  has  received.  But  my  main  objeo 
tion  to  this  bill  is  founded  apon  the  " 
tinction  which  it  establishes  between 
land  and  Ireland.  **  Repeal  the 
restore  the  Heptarchy  !**  Thus  eicl 
Gcor*;e  Canning,  and  stamped  on  the 
of  this  House  as  he  gave  utterance  to  m 
compariso''  ''  ibsurdity  which  has 
often  ci'  thai  e: 
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be  turned  to  an  account  different  from 
that  to  which  it  is  applied.    Restore  the 
heptarchy — repeal  the  union.    Good.  But 
take  up  the  map  of  England,  and  mark 
the  subdivisions  into  which  this  your  no- 
ble island  was  once  distributed,  and  then 
suppose  that  in  this  assembly  of  wise  men 
— this  Imperial  Parliament — you  were  to 
ordain  that  there  should  be  one  law  in 
what  once  was  the  kingdom  of  Kent,  and 
another  in  what  once  was  the  kingdom  of 
Mercia — that  in  Essex  there  should  be  one 
municipal  franchise,  and  in  Sussex  there 
should  be  another ;  that  among  the  East 
Angles  there  should  be  one  Parliamentary 
franchise,  and  in  Wessex  there  should  be 
another ;  and  that  while  through  the  rest 
of  the  island  the  Bill  of  Rights  should  be 
regarded  as  the  inviolate  and  inviolable 
charter  of  British  liberty,  in  the  kingdom 
of  Northumberland,   an   Arms    Bill,   by 
which  the  elementary  principles  of  British 
freedom  should  be  set  at  nought,  should  be 
enacted — would  you  not  say  that  the  re- 
storation of  the  Heptarchy  could  scarcely  be 
more  preposterous  ?  What  a  mockery  it  is, 
what  an  offence  it  is  to  our  feelings,  what 
an  insult  to  the  understanding  it  is  to  ex- 
patiate upon  the  advantages  of  the  union, 
and  bid  us  rejoice  that  we  are  admitted  to 
the  great  imperial  copartnership  in  [power, 
while  you  are  every  day  making  the  most 
odious  distinctions  between  the  two  coun- 
tries, establishing    discriminating    rights 
which  are  infinitely  worse  than  discrimin- 
ating duties,  and  furnishing  the  champions 
of  repeal  with  pretences  more  than  plau- 
sible, for  insisting  that  if  for  England  and 
Ireland  different  laws  are  requisite,  for 
Ireland  and  for    England   different  law* 
givers  are  required.      My  chief,  my  great 
objection   to  this  measure  is,  that  it  is 
founded  upon  the  fatal  policy  to  which 
Englishmen  have  so  long  adhered,   and 
from  which  it  is  so  difficult  to  detach 
them,  of  treating  Ireland  as  a  mere  pro- 
vincial appurtenance,  instead  of  regarding 
her  as  part  and  parcel  of  the  realm.  You 
are  influenced  by  a  kind  of  instinct  of  do- 
mination, which  it  requires  no  ordinary 
effort  of  your  reason  to  overcome.    I  do 
not  thing  that  by   Englishmen  an  Arms 
Bill  like  this  would  be  endured.   That  ob- 
servation does  not  rest  on  mere  conjec- 
ture; in  the  year  1819  this  country  was 
in  a  most  perilous  condition.     It  appeared 
from  a  report  made  by  a  secret  committee 
of  which  the  present  Lord  Derby  was  the 
cbairmaD)  that  large  bodies  .of  men  were 


trained  to  the  use  of  arms  in  the  dead  of 
the  night,  in  sequestered  places;  that  a 
revolutionary  movement,   to    be    accom- 
plished by  disciplined   insurrection,  was 
contemplated  and  that  revolt  was  organ- 
ised for  war.    In  this  state  of  things  an 
English  Arms  Bill,  one  of  the  Six  Acts, 
was    proposed.      Lord  Castlereagh   was 
then  the  leader  of  the  House  of  Commons, 
but  although  he  had  served  his  appren- 
ticeship in  Ireland — although  he  had  dis- 
sected in  Ireland  before  he  attempted  to 
operate  in  England ;    and  although  his 
hand  was  peculiarly  steady,  and  he  was  ad- 
mitted on  all  hands  not  to  be  destitute  of 
determination,  still  he  did  not  think  it  pru- 
dent to  propose  for  England  such  a  bill  as 
for  Ireland  you  have  thought  it  judicious 
to  introduce.    There  is  the  English  Arms 
Bill  of  1819.     It  is  comprised  in  a  single 
page,   look  at  it;  the  ocular  comparison 
will  not  be  inappropriate ;  here  is  the  Irish 
Arms  Bill,  a  whole  volume  of  [coercion,  in 
which  tyranny  is  elaborated  in  every  pos- 
sible diversity  of  form  which  it  was  possi- 
ble to  impart  to  it.     In  the  English  Arms 
Bill  no  penalty  whatever  was  inflicted  for 
the  possession  of  arms :  in  your  Arms  Bill, 
an  Irishman  can  be  transported  for  seven 
years  for  having  arms  in  his  possession. 
But  although  the  English  Arms  Bill  was 
moderate  when  compared  with  the  Irish, 
yet  Lord  Grey  denounced  it  in  the  House 
of  Lords.  [Here  Mr.  Shell  read  the  pro- 
test of  Lord  Grey,  couched  in  very  strong 
language,  against  one  of  the  six  acts,  in 
1819.]    Such  was  the  language  employed 
by  Lord  Grey  in  reference  to  the  English 
Arms  Bill  in  the  House  of  Lords.    In  the 
House  of  Commons,  H.  Brougham  ex- 
claimed: "Am  I  an  Englishman,  for  I 
begin  to  doubt  it,  when  measures  so  utter- 
ly abhorrent  from  the  first  principles  of 
British  liberty  are  audaciously  propounded 
to  us  ?"  That  great  orator  then  proceeded 
to  offer  up  an  aspiration  that  the  people 
would  rise  up  in  a  simultaneous  revolt 
and  sweep  away  the  government  by  which 
a  great  sacrilege  upon  the  constitution  had 
l>een  perpetrated.    What  would  he  have 
said — how  would  Lord  Castlereagh  have 
been  blasted  by  the  lightning  and  appalled 
by  the  thunder  of  his  eloquence  if  a  bill 
had  been  brought  forward,  under  which 
the  blacksmiths  of  England  should  be  li- 
censed, under  which^  iSte  registry  of  arms 
was  made  dependent  on  a  bench  of  capri- 
cious magisterial  partisans^  under  which 
an  EogUshman  might  be  transportad  for 


Home  for  prevemiiig  the  fmoiphi  h^fipup 
furouh  the  disaffept^  with  in  lfe|iuui  r  VfhU 
laws  more  lyraqnicsd  could  they  have  to  dre*^ 
if  the  French  yoke  were  imposed  on  thci^f 
To  adopt  such  a  measure  at  a  moment  like  lh« 
present,  appears  co  me  to  be  little  iliort  mi 
madness.  Unfortunately  the  meuura  hii 
been  in  the  contemplation  of  the  late  MiouUy. 
They  bad  left  a  draft  of  pie  bill  io  the 
tary  of  State's  office,  and  they  w^re 


but  Pigott  and  myself  had  ne^er  heard  iW 
such  a  matter  was  in  agitation,  till  it 
brought  into  the  Uouse,  by  the  prestnt 

ters.'^ 
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seven  years,  fox  eKerciaing  |he  pri? ilege 
secured  to  him  by  the  Bi|l  of  Rights;  and 
every  pistol,  gun,  %ad  blunderbuM  wae  to 
1)6  put  through  that  procesi  of  branding, 
the  vjsry  motion  of  which,  in  1831,  made 
by  the  noble  Lord  opposite,  the  Secretary 
for  the  Cdooiei,  the  then  Secretary  for 
Ireland,  produced  an  outburst  of  indigna- 
tion. It  is  aaid  that  this  bill  has  nothing 
pew*  That  i^  a  mietake  —  ijt  contains 
many  novelties  in  despotism,  many  curio- 
sities in  domination.  My  friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Rochdale  has  pointed  them  out. 
But  supposing  that  everything  was  old  in 
this  bill,  does  not  your  defence  rest  on  a 
perseverance  \n  oppression,  on  that  fatal 
tenacity  with  wl^ich  you  cling  to  a  system, 
to  which  your  experience  should  tell  you 
that  it  if  folly  to  adhere.  This  bill,  it  was 
observed  by  the  noble  Ix>rd  the  Secretary 
for  Ireland*  was  found,  in  1807,  in  the 
portfolio  of  the  Whig  Secretary.  The 
Whigs  had  prepared  %  measure  of  coercion 
and  of  relief.  The  Tories  turned  them 
out  on  the  measure  of  relief,  and  of  the 
measure  of  coercion  took  a  Conservative 
care.  The  Secretary  for  Ireland  stated 
that  the  first  Arms  Bill  wis  introduced  in 
1807  by  Sir  Arthur  Wellesley.  Sir  Ar- 
thur Wellesley  !  The  transition  which  has 
taken  place  from  Sir  Arthur  Wellesley— 
from  the  official  of  Dublin  Castle  to  the 
warrior,  by  whose  fame  the  world  is  filled 
— is  not  greater  than  the  transition  of  the 
country  which  gave  him  birth,  from  en* 
slaved  and  degraded  to  enfranchised  and 
liberated  Ireland,  who  has  grown  too  gi- 
gantic for  your  chains,  and  dilated  to  dimen- 
sions, which  your  fetters  will  no  longer  fit. 
but  although  the  project  of  an  Arms  Bill 
was  unfortunately  found  in  the  Whig 
portfolio,  that  measure  was  condemned  at 
the  time  by  some  of  the  naost  distinguished 
members  of  that  great  party.  Hear  what 
Sir  Samuel  Romilly  says  of  the  measure 
in  his  diary.  In  speaking  of  the  Insur- 
rection Act  and  the  Arms  Bill,  which  he 
regarded  as  near  akin,  he  says  (vol.  6  p. 
214), 

''  The  measure  onpeared  to  me  so  impolitic, 
so  unjust,  and  likely  to  produce  so  much  mis- 
chief, that  I  determined,  if  any  person  divided 
the  House,  to  vote  against  it.  1  did  not  speak 
against  the  bill:  that  it  would  pass,  whatever 
mijfht  be  said  against  it,  1  could  not  doubt ; 
and  therefore  thought  tliat  to  state  my  objec- 
tions against  it,  could  have  no  other  efKct, 
than  to  increase  the  mischief,  which  1  wished 
to  prevent.  What  triumphant  arguments  will 
ihis  hill,  and  ihai  whish  is  ^t*'*^"^!"**  im  tba 


Such  was  the  opinion  of  Sir 
Romilly :  in  the  judgment  of  the  majerkf 
of  this  House,  as  it  is  at  present  co9slit«v 
ted,  that  opinion  may  bavt  do  vei(||it«  ^ 
I  am  able  to  refer  to  the  aathority  af  ft 
distinguished  Statesman,  who  is  tl  thb 
moment  in  the  full  fruition  of  the 
fidence  of  Parliament.  That 
person  stated  that 

**  The  speaker  asked  what  was  the 
choly  fact?  That  scarcely  one  year  haA  at 
any  period  elapsed  since  the  Union  dufiHf 
which  Ireland  was  governed  by  the  9fidiM|y 
course  of  )aw ;  that  m  1800  we  found  the  tu^ 
beas  Corpus  Act  suspended,  and  an  act  for  ^Ee 
suppression  of  rebellion  in  force  ;  that  in  18Jlj| 


it  was  continued ;  in  1802  it  expired  ;  in  II 
disturbances  occurred,  and  Lord  KilwasriM 
was  murdered  by  a  savage  mob ;  that  in  ISM 
the  act  was  renewed ;  in  1806  disoidem  amsSb 
and  the  Insurrection  Act  wss  introduced  Jn 
consequence;  in  1810  and  1815  the  Iqsunfe- 
tion  Act  was  renewed ;  and  in  1835  an  a^ 
was  passed  for  the  suppression  of  dangeiona 
associations,  and  particularly  of  the  CalhoHa 
Association  ;  in  1826  the  act  was  continnaip 
and  in  1827  it  expired ;  and  after  this  wmam^ 
ration  of  acts  of  impolicy  and  injnsties^  hf 
asked,  '*  Shall  this  state  of  thmgs  tirntum 
without  an  effort  to  remedy  it  ?" 

Who  was  it  that  spoke  these  wofdat 
Were  they  spoken  by  Henry  Broughaili 
Were  they  spoken  by  Lord  John  Rasiill  I 
No : — the  man  that  gave  utteraaoa  to 
these  words  was  no  less  a  person  thaa  |h0 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  the  rulfr  m 
some  sort  of  this  great  and  majeetio 
pire ;  it  was  by  him  that  the  policy,  wi 
which  this  very  measure  is  coonefilaidi 
virtuoiuly  and  vehemently  donnwnet^ 
The  speech  to  which  I  have  mkm^ 
wu  spoken  in  1839,  before  Cslholip 
emancipation  was  actually  paseedi  it  m^ 
indeed,  the  speech  in  which  the  whflAp 
plan  of  emancipation  was  pfopnuurl^4 
but  if  Ibe  poUqff  Um  piMUNWll 
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demned  by  the  Prime  Minitter,  was  dt« 
serfing  of  censure  before  the  great  mea- 
sure of  Catholic  enfranchisement,  is  it  not 
in  the  highest  degree  incongruous,  is  it 
not  indeed  monstrous  oo  the  part  of  the 
Government,  of  which  that  right  hon. 
Gentleman  is  the  head,  to  propound  the 
very  measure  which  had  been  the  object 
of  his  almost  unqualified  coodemnation. 
But  I  shall  be  told,  that  the  predictions 
made  by  the  Roman  Catholic  leaders  have 
been  falsified,  and  that  they  have  them- 
selves done  their  utmost  to  prevent  the 
fulfilment  of  their  prophecies.  [HeoTy 
kear,'\  You  say  bear,  bear,  but  your  de- 
risive cheering  is  inappropriate.  It  Roman 
Catholic  emancipation  hisd  been  carried, 
when  the  Catholic  clergy  could  have  been 
connected  with  what  Mr.  O'Gonoell  called 
a  golden  liak,  with  the  State,  those  pre- 
dictions would,  in  all  likelihood,  have 
been  fulfilled,  but  when  you  yourselvoi 
permitted  emancipation  to  be»  I  will  not 
say,  extorted,  but  won  from  you  by  the 
means,  through  which  it  was  obtained, 
what  results  would  you  have  reasonably 
anticipated,  but  those,  to  which  you  have 
yourselves^  most  essentially  contributed  ? 
How  could  you  .expect,  that  7,000,000  of 
your  fellow-citJzens  could  by  posaibility 
acquiesce,  in  an  inatitutioa,  against  which 
reason  and  justice  concarreutly  revoU? 
How  could  it  be  expected,  that  after 
emancipation,  when  England  was  agitated 
by  ibe  Reform  question,  Ireland  ahould 
remain  passive  and  apathetic,  and  should 
not  demand  a  redress  of  those  grievances, 
which  pressed  upon  her  far  aaore  heavjly 
than  any  abuse  connected  with  your  former 
parliamentary  system  ?  And  now,  when 
from  mom  till  night,  and  from  iMght  itill 
morn,  Englishmen  cry  out,  that  the  union 
roust  be  maintained,  how  can  any  one  of 
you  imagine  that  we  shall  not  insist  that 
the  .principle  upon  which  the  union  was 
founded,  should  be  carriad  iolo  effect, 
and  that  all  odious  distinctions  between 
the  two  countries  shall  be  aboliafaed  ?  You 
think  that,  the  repealers  of  Ireland  -are 
conspicuously  in  the  wroog--«re  you  sure 
that  you  are  yourselves  conspicuously  in 
the  right  ?  Passing  over  the  questions  con- 
nected with  the  Established  Church,  ques- 
tions which  are  dormant,  but  not  dead, 
and  which  I  have  not  the  slightest 
doubt  that  your  impolicy  will  revive, 
I  ask  you,  whether  tn  the  course 
pursued  in  the  Municipal  Sill,  you 
have  evinced. a  just  deaire  to  pLaoeJEiDg- 


land  and  Ireland  upon  a  leve)  ?  Was  the 
language  employed  by  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord,  who  has  the  conscience  of 
the  Sovereign  in  his  keeping,  and  which 
is  fresh  in  the  memory  of  the  Irish  people, 
calculated  to  reconcile  us,  to  the  legislafi 
tive  dominion  of  this  country  ?  You 
withheld  the  Municipal  Bill  as  long  as  irith 
safety  you  could  deny  it  to  us,  end  when 
at  last  you  were  forced  to  yield,  you  stiU 
adhered  to  your  old  habit  of  distinction, 
you  created  a  different  francbi/M  for  the 
two  countries,  and  although  you  gained 
nothing  whatever  for  your  party  in  the 
result,  and  were  completely  baffled,  as  I 
told  vou,  ypu  would  beyond  all  doubt  be, 
you  left  in  the  Municipal  Bill  an  enve- 
nomed sting  behind.  But  let  us  turn  Co 
the  other  instances,  in  which  your  dispo- 
sitions towarda  Ireland  are  too.  faithfully 
exemplified.  Let  us  turn  to  the  regis- 
tration of  votes,  from  the  registration  of 
arms.  Where  is  your  Registration  Bill  ? 
I  am  putting  to  you,  the  question,  which, 
three  years  ago,  was  put  again  and  again 
to  the  Whig  Governn)ent,  by  their  anta- 
gonists. '*  Where  is  the  Registration 
Bill  r  cried  Mr.  Baron  Lefroy.  "  Where 
is  the  Registration  Bill  V*  cried  Mr.  Jack- 
son, now  a  j«dge  of  the  Common  Pkas. 
*'  Where  is  the  Registration  Bill  V  cried 
Mr.  Litton,  now  a  master  in  Chancery. 
But  more  loudly  and  more  vehemently 
than  all  the  rest,  "  Where,  where  is  the 
Registration  Bill  V*  cried  the  noble  Lord 
the  Seoretary  for  the  Coionies.  Not  a 
month,  not  a  week,  not  a  day,  was  to  be 
lost  in  the  judgment  of  ihe  anxiously  jm- 
patient  Lord.  The  Whigs  bfought  in  a 
bill,  and  gave  a  liberal  definition  of  the 
fnnchise,  their  object  was  to  establish 
a  Gonatitucoey  commcoaurate  with  the 
wealth,  and  th.e  intelUgence,  and  in  aome 
degree  with  the  ^numbers  of  the  Irish  paa- 
pl^  That  measure  wasdefimted,  and  the 
noble  Lord,  who  was  fK>sseBsa4  at  Iha 
time  with  a  pasaioa  for  legislating  for  die 
Irish  people,  provided  a  bill  at  the  close 
of  the  year  1841,  by  which  the  inde- 
pendence of  the  people  of  Ireland  would 
have  been  toiaUy  iuoprotaoted,  and  of 
which  the  ibare  poopoaal  has  done  aaore 
lo  advance  the  caiuae  «f  repeal  Ahan 
all  the  speeches  which  the  member  for 
Cork  bad  .ever  deli«enad  upon  the  anbject. 
Parliaaieot  was  dissolved-ra  new  PaeUa- 
ment  was  elected,  and  a  Tory  Ministry 
was  the  nault.  As  soon  as  the  Tories  weia 
fiiUjf  jaitalleAap  lAce,  it  «ai  ivit  Aataail 
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to  ask  th«m,  the  question  which  they  had 
put  80  often,  *'  where  is  the  Registration 
Bill  ?"    Some  vagae  intimation  was  given 
that  the  Government  would  bring  forward 
a  measure  in  the  course  of  the  Session. 
In  the  course  of  the  Session,  the  Longford 
committee  excluded  Mr.  White  from  Par- 
liament, but  at  the  same  time  reported, 
that  the  law  was  so  doubtful,  had  led  to 
more  contrary  decisions,    and    had  been 
the  subject  of  so  much  contention  among 
the  Irish  Judges,  that  it  was  incumbent 
on  the  Grovernmenc  to  settle  the  question, 
and  to  bring  in   a  declaratory  act,    still 
nothing  was  done  in  1842.     At  the  com- 
mencement of  the  present  Session,   the 
Secretary  for  the  Home  Department  was 
asked,  what  he  meant  to  do,  in  reference 
to    the    Registration    Bill,    the    eternal 
Registration  Bill.      He  answered  "  Ob, 
we  will    first  proceed  with   the   English 
Registration  Bill."     But  for  the  English 
Registration  Bill  was  there  no  urgent  ne- 
cessity—there was  no  pretence  whatever 
for  giving    the   English  precedence  over 
the  Irish    measure.     Well,   the   English 
Registration     Bill    is    brought    in    and 
passed,  and  then  the  question  is  renewed, 
"  where  is  the    Irish  Registration  Bill  V 
And   to   that   question   what  reply  was 
given?    Oh,  we  must  first  bring  in  the 
Irish  Arms  Bill.     Thus,  notwithstanding 
the  reiterated  demand  for  the  Irish  Re- 
gistration Bill,  made  by  the  Tories  them- 
selves when  out  of  office,  notwithstanding 
the  report  of  the  Longford  election  com- 
mittee, notwithstanding  the  repeated  en- 
gagement to  bring  the  measure  forward, 
not  only  is  not  that  measure  produced, 
but  to  the  Arms  Bill,  to  this  outrage  upon 
the  just  principles  of  liberty,  the  Bill  de- 
claratory of  the  Parliamentary  franchise 
of  the  people  of  Ireland,   is  postponed. 
And  on  what  ground  has  this  precedence 
of  the  Arms  Bill  been  maintain^  ?  where- 
fore is  it  that  everything  is  to  be  post- 
poned to  an  Arms  Bill?  The  Secretary 
for  Ireland  tells  us,  that  order  must  be 
asserted,    before  freedom    is    conferred, 
that  crime  must  be  repressed,  and  that  the 
''  thirst  for  Arms,**  that  was  his  expression, 
must  be  repressed.    The  thirst  for  arms! 
There  is  another  thirst,  which  you  have 
taken  care  to  provide.  Have  you,  who  pro- 
fess yourselves  to  be  the  guardians  of  the 
national  morality,  manifested  an  uniform 
and  undeviating  solicitude  for  the  virtue 
of  the  people,  over  whom  you  are  ap- 
pointed to  watch  ?    Despite  of  everr  n- 


monstrancei  notwithstanding  the  ffloit 
nest  expostulation,  did  you  not  persitt  m 
the  enactment  of  a  financial  mesMN^ 
which  has  given  the  strongest  stimbm 
to  crime,  and  has  already  produced  toat 
of  the  most  deleterious  effects  whksh,  k 
was  foretold,  would  be  inevitably  derMI 
from  it.    You  know  full  well,  that  the 
roost  frightful  crimes  which   have  beea 
perpetrated  in   Ireland,  have   bad  their 
origin    in   those    habits  of   intozicatm^ 
which  the  evangelist  of  temperance,  if  I 
may  so  call  him,  had  so  eflRectually  re- 
strained, until  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer had  determined  to  counteract  fab 
noble  efforts.     Every  private  atill  is  e  hoU 
spring,  from  which  atrocity  gushes  mp, 
and  supplies  those  draughts  of  fire,  with 
which  ferocious  men  madden  themtebee 
to  murder,  and  drive  every  sentiment  ef 
humanity,  and  of  remorse,  and  surrender 
themselves  to  the  demon,  that  takes  pee- 
session  of  their  hearts.    And  yet  yon  talk 
to  us  of  the  necessity  of  repressing  crime 
being  paramount  to  every  other  conaideik 
ation,  and  of  the  "  thirst  for  arms,** 
deal  in  all  that  false  sentimentality, 
which  the  real  purpose  by  which  yoa 
actuated,  is  so  thinly  and  imperfectly  dia^ 
guised.    It  is  not  wonderful,  that 
such  is  the  spirit  in  which  yoa 
for  Ireland,  that  the  people  of  Iniead^ 
weary  of,  and  disgusted  with  yoer  noM^ 
ness,  and  your  incapacity,  should  deoseal 
the  restitution  of  their  Parliament,  and  insist 
upon  their  right  of  governing  tbemsslfee. 
And  how    has    the  First    Lord  of   the 
Treasury  met    the  requisition   for 
government,  which  the  Irish  people 
preferred  to  him  ?    He  came  down  to  the 
House  with  a  well  meditated  reply  to  the 
question  put  to  him  by  the  noble  Loid 
(Lord    Jocelyn),    and    referring    to   the 
answer  of  King  William  the  4th,  in  wfaieh 
that  monarch  expressed  himself  oppoeed 
to  the  Repeal  of  the  Union ;  staled  her 
Majesty's  coincidence  with  that  opine 
but  omitted  the  conciliatory 
with  which  that  opinion  was 
nied.     I  am  very  far  from  believing 
the    right    hon.   Baronet,    as  has 
imputed  to  him,  intended  by  a 
to   bis    Sovereign,  to  produce  any 
frigeration  in  the    feelings  of 
tachment   which  the  people  of   Ii 
entertain  towards  their  beloved  ~ 
I  think,  that  as  he  appcsaled  in  the 
of  the  Parliament  to  the  feais,  he 
pealed  in  *^  Maie  of  ihdr  Soenefp 
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the  affecftonsy  of  the  Irish  people.  For 
my  owD  part,  as  loDg  as  I  shall  be  per- 
initted  to  refer  to  a  document  which  has 
become  a  part  of  history,  I  never  shall 
object  to  any  reference  to  the  opinions  of 
my  Sofereign  with  regard  to  Ireland.  I 
hold  in  my  hand  a  letter  written  by  Lord 
John  Russell  to  Lord  Normanby,  by  the 
command  of  his  Sovereign,  on  her  acces- 
sion to  the  Throne.  That  letter  is  in  the 
following  words  :— 

Whitehall,  July  18, 1837. 

**My  Lord, — In  confidiDg  again  to  your 
Excellency  the  important  charge  of  adminis- 
tering  the  affairs  of  Ireland  in  her  Majesty's 
name,  the  Queen  has  commanded  me  to  ex- 
press to  your  excellency  her  Majesty's  entire 
approbation  of  your  past  conduct,  and  her 
desire  that  you  should  continue  to  be  guided 
by  the  same  principles  on  which  you  have 
hitherto  acted. 

''The  Queen  willingly  recognizes  in  her 
Irish  subjects  a  spirit  of  loyalty  and  devotion 
to  her  person  and  Government. 

''  tier  Majesty  is  desirous  to  see  them  in 
the  full  enjoyment  of  that  civil  and  political 
equality  which,  by  a  recent  statute,  tney  are 
fully  entitled  to,  and  her  Majesty  is  persuaded 
that  when  invidious  distinctions  are  altogether 
obliterated,  her  Throne  vrill  be  more  secure 
and  her  people  more  truly  united. 

''The  Queen  has  seen  with  satisfaction  the 
tranquillity  which  has  lately  prevailed  in  Ire- 
land, and  has  learned  with  pleasure  that  the 
general  habits  of  the  people  are  in  a  state  of 
progressive  improvement,  arising  from  their 
confidence  in  the  just  administration  of  the 
power  of  Government. 

"  I  am  commanded  by  her  Majesty  to  ex- 
press to  you  her  Majesty's  cordial  wishes  for 
the  continued  success  of  your  administration  ; 
and  your  Excellency  may  be  assured  that  your 
efforts  will  meet  with  firm  support  from  her 
Majesty. 

'*The  Queen  further  desires  that  you  will 
assure  her  Irish  subjects  of  her  impartial  pro- 
tection. 

"  JoHK  Russell.'* 

Such  was  the  language  dictated  by 
the  young  Queen  of  England  to  her 
Minister.  She  had  read  the  history  of 
Ireland  —  she  had  perused,  and  in  the 
perusal  was  not,  I  am  sure,  unmoved,  the 
narrative  of  oppression  and  of  woe — she 
knew  that  for  great  wrongs  a  great  com- 
pensation was  due  to  us — she  felt  more 
than  joy  at  witnessing  the  blessed  fruits 
which  had  resulted  from  the  first  experi- 
ment in  justice,  and  she  charged  her 
Minister  to  express  her  deep  solicitude  for 
the  welfare  of  the  people  of  Ireland. 
Never  did  a  sovereign  impose  upon  a 
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Minister  a  more  pleasurable  office^with 
what  admiration,  with  what  a  sentiment 
of  respectful  and  reverential  admiration 
must  he  have  looked  upon   that  young 
and   imperial    lady,   when,  in    the  fine 
morning  of  her  life,  and  in  the  dawn  of 
her  resplendent  royalty,  he  beheld  her 
with   the  most   brilliant  diadem  in  the 
world   glittering  upon    her  smooth  and 
unruffled  forehead,  with  her  countenance 
beaming    with    dignified    emotion,    and 
heard  her,  with  that  voice  which  seems  to 
have  been  given  to  her  for  the  utterance 
of  no  other  language  than  that  of  gentle- 
ness and  of  mercy,  giving  expression  to 
her  afiPectionate  and  lofty  sympathy  for 
an  unfortunate,  but  a  brave,  a  chivalrous, 
and,  for  her,  enthusiastically  loyal  and 
unalterably  devoted  people.     How  dif- 
ferent a  spectacle  does  Ireland  now  pre- 
sent from  that  which  it  then  presented  to 
the  contemplation  of  her  Sovereign !    She 
cannot  be  insensible  to  the  chang^e.     In 
return    for  your    stern   advice  to    your 
Sovereign,  did  you  not  receive  a  reciprocal 
admonition  ;  and  did  she  not  tell  you,  or 
did   not  your  own  conscience  tell  you 
to  look  on  Ireland,  and  to  compare  her 
condition  under  a  Whig  and  Conservative 
administration.    But  it  is  not  with  Whig 
policy  alone  that  your  policy  should  be 
compared ; — your  own  policy  in  a  country 
more  fortunate  than  ours  furnishes  almost 
an  appropriate  matter  of  adjuration.  Why 
do  yon  tell  me,  in  the  name  of  commoo 
consistency  and  plain  sense,  wherefore  do 
you  adopt  in  Canada  a  policy  so  utterly 
opposite  from  that  which  in  Ireland  it  it 
your  and  our  misfortune  that  you  should 
pursue.^  From  a  system  so  diametrically 
opposed,  how  can  the  same  results  be  ex- 
pected to  follow  ?  In  Canada,  under  the 
old  colonial  rule,  there  prevailed  a  strong 
addiction  to  democracy,  a  leaning  towards 
the  great  republic  in  their  vicinage,  a  deep 
hatred  of  England,  and  a  spirit  which 
broke,  at  last,  into  a  sanguinary  and  ex- 
ceedingly costly  rebellion.     Vou  had  the 
sound  feeling  and  the  sound  sense  to  open 
your  eyes  at  last  to  the  series  of  mistakes, 
which  successive  Governments  had  com- 
mitted   with  regard   to   Canada  — your 
policy  was  not  only  changed  but  revo- 
lutionised— you  abandoned  the  **  Family 
Compact" — you  placed  the  Crovemment  in 
sympathy  with  the  people,  and  you  raned 
to  office,  men  who  had  been  pursued  to  the 
death,  and  conferred  honours  upon  thoie 
to   whom  decapitation^  had   tney  ben 
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nnmted,  would  at  ooe  period  hare  been 
awarded.  The  lesult  hu  been,  what  all 
wiu  mea  had  aoticipated,  aad  what  ail 
good  men  had  de*ired.  la  a  late  debate 
I  heard  the  Prime  Miniiter  expatiate  upon 
the  neceiaity  of  dealing  in  reference  to 
Canada,  in  ihe  moit  liberal  and  conuiiia- 
tory  spirit,  and  when  I  heard  him,  I  could 
not  refrain  from  exclaiming,  "Oh!  that 
for  Ireland,  for  unhappy  Ireland — Oh  I  that 
for  my  country,  he  would  fael  as  he  does 
towards  Canada,  and  in  its  regard  act  the 
■ame  generous  part  I"  That  prayer  which 
roae  involuntarily  from  my  lipi,  1  now — 
yes,  I  now  venture  to  address  to  you.  The 
part,  which  in  Caoada  you  have  had  the 
wisdom  and  the  virtue  to  act,  have  in  Ire~ 
land,  (but  oh  J  without  a  civil  war!)  have 
the  virtue  and  the  wisdom  to  follow. 
Rid,  rid  yourself  in  Ireland  of  "the  Fa~ 
mily  Compact."  Baniah  Orangeism  from 
the  Caslle,  put  yourselves  into  contact  in 
place  of  putting  yourselves  into  collision 
with  the  people.  Reform  the  Protestant 
Church,  conciliate  the  Catholic  priest, 
hood,  dtaarm  us,  but  not  of  the  wea- 
pons againit  which  this  measure  is  directed 
—strip  us  of  that  triple  panoply,  with 
which  he,  who  halh  his  quarrel  just,  ia 
invested-— do  this,  and  if  you  will  do  this, 
you  will  do  far  more  for  the  tranquitlixa- 
tion  of  Ireland,  for  the  consolidation  of  the 
empire,  and  for  your  owk  renowiit  than,  if 
you  were  by  Arms  Bills,  and  by  coercioD 
acts,  and  by  a  whole  chain  of  despotic 
enactments,  to  succeed  in  inflicting  upon 
Ireland,  that  bad,  that  false,  that  decep- 
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Lords,  and  Mr,  Brougham  in  the  Houstif 
Commons,  in  otAei  to  uj^iold  the  vwm 
which  he  took  of  the  measum.  He  woaU 
not  rder  to  the  opinions  of  Lmd  Giejr  v 
of  Ur.  Brougham,  or  (^  Sir  Samuel  B^ 
milly,  in  order  to  show  whether  at  not  t 
bill  of  that  future  were  opposed  to  tlia 
constitution,  or  fraught  with  injuiy  to  Im> 
land;  but  bo  would  refer  to  the  opait — 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  himaelf,  a 
he  would  show,  that  when  that  risht  hi^ 
Gentleman  woa  n  Member  of  the  late  Gt^ 
vemment)  he  was  in  favour  nf  a  meaanra 
similar  to  that  which  he  now  deaczibed  as 
UD constitutional,  and  fraught  with  ia^mrf 
to  Ireland.  In  1B38,  the  aevoal  statuiai 
which  regulate  the  keeping  of  ama  aad 
the  tale  of  gunpowder  in  Ireland,  and  ^ 
importation  of  arms  and  ammunition  (• 
that  country,  were  about  to  expire,  aad  i| 


history  of  the  world,  which  all  the  philo. 
sophy  that  teaches  by  example,  which  the 
experience  of  every  British  itstesmao, 
which,  above  all,  your  own  experience 
should  teach  you,  ia  more  to  be  MIowed 
by  calamities  greister  than  any,  by  which 
it  was  preceded. 

Mr.  T.  B.  (J-  Smith  (Attomey-^neral 
for  Ireland)  having,  in  connection  with  the 
noble  Lord  the  Secretory  for  Ireland, 
brought  in  the  bill,  trusted  this  House 
wouM  permit  him  to  state  the  grounds  on 
which  it  had  been  founded.  His  right 
hon.  Friend  who  hod  lust  addressed  the 
House  stated,  that  this  bill  wus  a  violation 
of  tbc  principle*  of  the  British  constitu- 
tion, and  that  it  was  calculated  to  draw  an 
unjust  distinctiim  between  Enf^lund  and 
Ireland,  and  in  dcitcribin^  the  cliikiactur  of 
such  a  measure  he  callud  in  to  his  aid  the 
opinions  of  Lord  Grey  in  the  Home  of 


those  who  considered  thoae  statutes  h  n> 
posed  to  the  constitutional  ti^ta  of  UM 
Irish  people,  and  as  calculated  to  draw  tm 
unjust  distinction  between  England  ikA 
Ireland,  had  an  opportunity  of  oppaBB| 
their  renewal.  What  course  did  the  rUit 
hon.  Gentleman  talie  when  the  bill  ftr^ 
purpose  of  renewine  thoae  prmriiicni  whr 
introduced  by  Lord  Moipethf  Tha  till 
was  read  a  first  and  aeond  tfau,  aod  it 
was  then  withdrawn  fbr  th*  puipon  af 
making  way  for  another  bill  iiiinsiiliilallwg 
the  laws  on  the  aubject,  whid  bill  wM 
also  read  a  first  and  second  tini&  lint  UB 
was  eventually  withdrawn  in  uawsjiiiM 
of  the  late  period  of  the  Seanon,  and  th« 
original  bill,  which  bad  before,  at  an  asdhv 
period  of  the  Session,  been  introduea^  «m 
again  brought  in,  and  wot  thnu^  ill 
iU  stages ;  during  which  progresa  Ow  li^ 
hun.  Gentleman  who  had  last  spoken  num 
opened  his  lips.  Yet  the  right  hon.  Gm. 
tleman  said  that  the  measure  now  In  luigh 
forward  was  a  violation  of  the  Britiib  cos. 
jititution — that  it  was  a  measure  fran^t 
with  injustice  to  Ireland.  Yet,  notwilb* 
flooding  that  the  right  hon.  Gentlem^ 
had  permitted  a  similar  measiixe  to  put  w 
tbrmcr  years  without  a  word  of  oppaaitiao, 
he  had  now  the  assurance— ho  used  tha 
word  in  a  parliamentary  sense^ro  clHi|a 
cbc  present  Guvcmmcnt  with  bringing  tar~ 
ward  an  Arms  Bill.  He  would  reaiiad  tha 
tight  hon.  Gentleman  of  othra  fiuts  whic^ 
would  astonish  the  House.  At  the  tins  to 
which  he  (Mr.  Smith]  hod  rcfemd  the  ri|te 
(icntlcmaii  wiu  not  a  member  of  tas 
GovemmcnL  But,  in  1839,  the  right  baa. 
Gentleman  became  the  Pre^dent  of  tka 
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Botfd  of  Trade— in   1840  thii  bill  wai 
brought  in  exprenly  l^  I^ord  Morpeth.     It 
was  read  a  seoond  and  third  time,  and  yet 
the  right  bon.  Gentleman  never  opened  bia 
Hpt  against  it.     He  might  be  told  that  the 
rif^t  hon.  Gentleman  did  not  know  what 
were  the  existing  proYisions  of  this  law  in 
Ireland  with  respect  to  fire-arms;  but  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  not  singular  in 
the  course  which  he  pursued,  for  there  was 
not  a  single  Member  from  Ireland  who,  in 
1838  or  1840,  ever  cmened  his  lips  against 
any  of  these  Arms  Bills,  in  any  stage  of 
their  progress.     He  now  came  to  dates  ci 
greater  importance,  namely,   1841,  when 
the  late  Grovemment  were  in  office.     Lord 
Morpeth  brought  in  a  bill  in  1840,  not 
simply  to  continue  the  existing  law,  but  to 
make  it  more  stringent  in  some  important 
particulars.      By  the    statute    paaaed   in 
1807,  any  person  seeking  to  register  fire- 
arms must  give  a  notincation  reacting 
the  fire-arms  he  was  desirous  to  keep,  and 
his  application  was  to  be  decided  on  by  the 
magistrates  at  the  quarter  sessions.     Now, 
the  law  of  1807  was  conndered  defective 
in  respect  of  exercising  sufficient  control  to 
prevent  improper  persons  from  the  possea* 
sion  of  fire-arms.     Accordingly,  his  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Clonmel,  the 
late  Attorney-general  for  Ireland,  brought 
in,  conjunction  with  Lord  Morpeth,  a  bill 
to  amend  the  law  in  those  particulars.    By 
that  bill  it  was  required  that  ten  days' 
notice  should  be  served  previous  to  die 
commencement  of  the  quarter  seaiions,  by 
every  person  applying  for  a  licence  to  keep 
arms.     This  notice  was  to  be  served  on  the 
derk  of  the  peace,  who  was  required  to 
prepare  a  list  of  those  applicants  seven 
clear  days  before  the  quarter  sessions,  and 
a  copy  of  which  list  was  to  be  furnished  to 
every  justice  of  the  peace  applying  for  the 
same.     It  was  also  provided,  fat  the  pur- 
pose of  more  effectual  control,  that  no 
notice  should  be  served  by  the  person  ap- 
plying to  register  arms,  unless  in  that 
division  of  the  county  in  which  he  resided; 
and  it  was  provided  that  the  assistant-bar- 
rister  should  specify  the  several  days  on 
which  notices  respecting  the  r^istration  of 
fire-arms  would  be  gone  on  with.    These 
provisions  were  made  for  the  purpose  of 
establishing  additional  checks,  and  afford- 
ing the    magistrates   the  opportunity  of 
making  strict  inquiry  with  respect  to  per- 
sons seeking  to  register  fire*arms ;  and  this 
act  also  contained  provisions  providing  for 
the  continuance  of  all  former  enactmentgy 
down  to  the  close  of  the  preient  Searion. 
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The  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  waa 
then  Vice-president  of  the  Board  of  Trade, 
and  this  bill,  brought  in  by  the  late  Attor* 
ney-general  for  Ireland  and  Lord  Morpeth, 
was  suffered  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
to  pass  through  every  stage,  from  its  ori- 
ginial  introduction  to  its  final  sanction  by 
the  House,  without  either  he  or  any  other 
Irish  Member  uttering  one  syllable  against 
the  measure.    What  made  this  more  re- 
nuurkable  was,  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
Montrose  made  some  observations  against 
the  bill,  but  he  was  not  supported  by  any 
Irish  Member ;  so  that  if  the  hon.  Member 
for  Rochdale  had  been  in  the  House  at  that 
time  he  would  have  been,  so  far  as  the 
Irish  Members  were  concerned,  without  a 
seconder  to  his  motion,  that  the  bill  be 
read  a  second  time  that  day  six  months. 
At  that  late  hour  he  would  not  trouble  the 
House  by  going  into  any  lengthened  detail 
of  crime  in  Iremnd.     The  returns  were  on 
the  Table  of  the  House,  and  locking  at 
those  crimes  usually  resulting  from  the  use 
of  fire-arms,  it  would  be  round  that  in 
1837  the  number  of   these  crimes  was 
1,304;   in  1841  it  was    832,   and  the 
amount  exceeded  this  in  a  small  d^ree 
for  a  similiar  period  in  the  present  year. 
[Lord  Clemenls :  ''  Are  these  returns  fur- 
nished by  the  police  P*]     They  were  the 
returns  furnished  by  the  constabulary  of 
offences  of  the  description  he  bad  stated^ 
and  he  thought  it  more  satisfactory  to  refer 
to  them  than  to  the  returns  of  eommit- 
tall  and  convictions.    Thoae  returns  were 
signed  by  Colonel  Ma^pregor,  and  were 
vouched  for  by  him,  and  he  waa  sure  that 
the  Houie  would  require  something  more 
than  a  mere  statement  to  falsify  those 
returns.      Now,  with  respect  to  crimes 
recently  committed :    in    the   month   of 
January  last,  a  Mr.  R.  Murphy,  a  land 
steward,  waa  murdered  in  the  county  of 
Kilkenny.    In  the  Queen's  County  a  man 
named  O.  White  was  murdered  by  a  gun 
shot  wound.  In  another  place  a  man  named 
Slattery  was  murdered ;  and  another  mur- 
der was  committed  of  a  young  roan  named 
M.  Burke,  who  waa  only  seventeen  years 
of  age,  and  was  murdered   because  his 
father  had  taken  some  land  from  whidi 
the  previous  tenant  had  been  ejected.    It 
would  be  unnecessary  for  him  to  advert  to 
the  muiden  of  Mr.  Scully  and  of  Mr.  Gat- 
chell,  which  bad  been  alluded  to  by  his 
noble  Friend,  the  Secretary  for  Irdland. 
Now,  these  returns  afforded  no  ground  for 
saying  that  there  waa  such  a  chimge  in  the 
state  of  Ireland}  as  that  they  sh^ld  pM>* 
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mit  this  law  which  had  been  in  force  for 
nearly  half  a  century  to  cease  to  be  in  the 
statute  book.  The  hon.  Member  for  Roch- 
dale referred  to  several  provisions  of  this 
bill^  but  he  thought  it  would  have  been  a 
more  just  and  proper  course  to  reserve  the 
objection  to  the  details  until  the  bill  should 
be  in  committee.  He  should  be  able  to 
satisfy  the  hon.  Member  with  respect  to 
the  main  principles  and  provisions  of  this 
bill,  that,  with  the  exception  of  two  clauses, 
it  was  founded  on  the  statute  now  in  force 
in  Ireland,  and  passed  through  that  House 
with  the  unanimous  concurrence  of  all  the 
Irish  Members  on  the  two  occasions  to 
which  he  had  already  referred.  But  there 
was  one  of  those  clauses  adverted  to  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Rochdale  and  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Dungarvan.  By  the 
47th  of  George  Srd,  it  was  provided,  that 
every  person  making  a  pike,  or  any  instru- 
ment to  be  used  as  a  pike,  without  a  licence 
from  the  Master-general  of  the  Ordnance, 
should  be  liable,  if  convicted,  to  imprison- 
ment for  twelve  months,  or  to  transporta- 
tion for  seven  years.  Now  he  freely  ad- 
mitted, that  in  the  present  bill,  instead 
of  making  the  punidiment  as  it  was  in 
the  former  bill,  they  had  provided,  that 
the  punishment  should  be  transportation 
for  seven  years,  or  imprisonment  for  three 
years,  at  the  discretion  of  the  judge. 
There  was  one  portion  of  the  measure 
which  had  been  particularly  objected  to. 
But  this  portion  of  the  measure  was  re- 
commended in  the  evidence  given  by  three 
police  magistrates,  who  were  examined  be- 
fore a  Parliamentary  committee  in  1839. 
Mr.  Tabiteau,  being  asked  what  alteration 
of  the  law  he  would  propose,  said  he 
thought  it  would  be  very  desirable  to  have 
a  registry  of  all  the  arms  of  the  difierent 
distncts,  in  order  that  the  chief  constables 
should  know  what  arms  were  in  the  several 
districts,  and  he  proposed  that  the  registered 
arms  should  be  stamped.  Captain  Warbur- 
ton  and  Captain  Despard,  also  stipendiary 
magistrates,  gave  evidence  to  tlie  same 
efiect,  and  recommended  a  general  registry 
of  arms.  The  question  which  the  House 
had  to  deal  with  now,  was  not  as  to  the 
details  of  the  bill,  but  whether  it  were 
right  or  not,  that  there  should  be  an  Arms 
Act  in  Ireland  at  all  ?  If  it  was  right  to 
|)ass  an  act  to  prevent  improper  persons 
from  bavins  possession  of  arms,  it  was  also 
right  to  maxe  the  act  eifcctuul  for  the  pro- 
pped object.  If  there  wns  a  necessity, 
arising  out  of  the  peculiar  circumstances  of 
Ireland,  to  control  what  was  called  the 


common  law  right,  and  if  ihii 
was  recognised  by  that  House,  it  was  fi^l 
that  the  bill  should  be  made  eflectusl^br 
its  objects.  The  right  hon.  Member  fiv 
Dungarvan  had  stated,  that  the  neoeHi^ 
for  this  l^islation  had  arisen  from  ikm 
course  pursued  by  the  present  Oovernmm^ 
and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  wag' 
gested,  that  if  what  he  called  justice  m 
done  to  Ireland,  any  measure  of  this  load 
would  be  unnecessary.  It  was  easy  'tm 
call  for  measures  of  justice,  but  belbre  tlifl^ 
entered  into  an  argument  of  the  qim  ' 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  should  £nt 
defined  to  them  what  he  meant  by  ji 
to  Ireland.  Now,  he  could  not  help 
serving,  that  the  year  after  that  in  wUsh 
the  letter  of  her  Majesty's  Govenimeii|ii«« 
referred  to  by  the  right  hon.  Gentlemaaii^ 
had  been  written,  the  Precursor  Assodatimi 
had  been  established  in  DuUin.  Nawp 
what  was  meant  by  *'  Justice  to  IrelniA" 
by  those  individuals  who  were  soppoaed  to 
speak  the  sentiments  of  the  popular  partjr  a 
Ireland?  They  would  first  deprive  the 
Established  Church  of  the  proviskm  miie 
for  its  maintenance.  [Mr.  Skeil  c  Ne^ 
no.]  He  was  glad  to  hear  the  d{|^ 
hon.  Gentleman  deny  it,  for  if  he  thoo^hl 
otherwise,  it  would  be  at  variaiioe  indk 
the  evidence.  But  it  was  to  be 
dered  what  were  the  opinioiis  of 
who  were  striving  to  efiect  the 
of  the  Union,  and  what  did  thej 
sider  to  be  "  Justice  to  Ireland  K  Fim^ 
the  entire  abolition  of  the  tithe 
charge— next  universal  sufirage,  aa 
every  man  unconvicted  of  crime,  er 
not  suffering  under  mental  aberratkii^ 
should  be  entitled  to  the  franduse.  Tho 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  asked  the  G»* 
vemment  where  was  the  Registratioa  Bfll 
for  Ireland  ?  But  if  it  was  broiwht  fiir- 
ward,  he  should  be  elad  to  hear  the  ri|^< 
hon.  Gentleman  declare  to  what  extent  he> 
was  willing  to  confer  the  franchise, 
next  measure  in  the  list  of  those 
which  were  called  for  as  measures  of 
tice  to  Ireland,  was  ''fixity  of  tenimp* 
and  which,  under  that  name,  meant  «^ 
thing  else  than  a  transfer  of  the  fee  aiaqife 
of  the  landed  property  of  Ireland  from  &l» 
landlord  to  the  occupying  tenant ;  and  it 
was  because  it  was  so  understood  hf  dM 
people,  that  the  agitation  was  raised  to  4p 
degree  it  had  reached.  The  noUe  Loai 
the  Member  for  I^eitrim  had  asked  An 
Government  to  amend  the  grand  jury 
but  the  next  measure  called  for  as  I 
to  Ireland,  was  the  entire  '*V*'itwn  if 
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grand  jury  cess.    Another  measure  in  the 
catalogue  of  justice  to  Ireland  was  vote  by 
ballot  and  the  shortening  of  the  duration 
of  Parliaments :  and  the  last,  he  believed, 
was  the  confiscation  of  the  property  of  the 
absentees.     The  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  Leitrim  had  adverted  to  some  other 
matters  which  he  considered  necessary  to 
attain  justice  for  Ireland.    The  noble  Lord 
had   asked  why  the  House   did  not  deal 
with  the  question  of  tolls  and  customs.     If 
the  noble  Lord  considered  a  measure  of 
the  kind  proper  to  be  introduced,  why  did 
he  not  lay  it  on  the  Table  of  the  House, 
and  as  he  supposed  he  would  propose  to 
abolish  them,  he  would  be  glad  to  hear  the 
noble  Lord  explain  how  he  was  to  provide 
compensation  to  those  who  would  be  de- 
prived of  their  legal  rights?    The  noble 
Lord   proposed  also  that    some    measure 
should  be  introduced  for  the  r^ulation  of 
manorial  rights ;   but  if  the  noble  Lord 
abolished  every  manorial  court  in  Ireland, 
he  would  like  to  know  where  he  was  to 
find  compensation  to  the  Lords  of  manors 
and  their  seneschals,  who  would  be  de- 
prived of  their  rights  ?     He  would  not,  at 
that  hour,  further  trespass  on  the  House. 
He  trusted  that  the  House,  considering 
that  the  law  now  before  them  had  been  in 
force  in  Ireland  for  nearly  half  a  century, 
and  recollecting  that  it  had,  on  many  oc- 
casions, received  the  sanction  of  every  re- 
presentative from  Ireland,  from  the  con- 
viction that  such  a  law  was  essential  to  the 
preservation  of  life  and  property  in  that 
country — he  trusted,  that  recollecting  all 
this,  the  House  would  concur  in  allowing 
this  bill  to  be  read  a  second  time.     He 
would  be  prepared  to  go  through  the  bill, 
clause  by  clause,  and  to  satisfy  the  House 
in  committee  that  the  main  provisions  of 
the  bill  ought  to  receive  their  approbation. 
This  bill  would  tend  to  the  security  and 
protection  of  the  lives  and  property  of  the 
well-disposed  and  well  conducted,  and  he 
was  sure  it  would  be  received  with  satis- 
faction by  many,  who  would  not  like  to 
say  so,  as  a  measure  contributing  to  their 
protection  by  placing  u  proper  restriction 
on  the  possession  of  fire-arms,  and  providing 
that  they  should  not  be  in  the  hands  of 
improper  persons.     On  these  grounds  he 
now  asked  the  House  to  give  his  bill  a  se- 
cond reading. 

Lord  John  Russell :  After  the  speech  of 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  op- 
posite, who  has  replied  to  that  of  my  right 
hon.  Friend,  and  who  has  based  that  reply 
upon  what  was  done  by  the  late  Govern- 1 
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ment^  and  very  little  indeed    upon  the 
merits  of  this  bill,  very  little  on  its  adap- 
tation to  the  present  state  of  the  country. 
I  trust  the  House  will  forgive  me  if  I  en- 
deavour to  set  myself  right,  so  far  as  I  was 
a  Member  of  the  late  Grovernment,  with 
respect  to  the  part  which  I  took,  both  as 
to  this  law  and  the  general  Irish  policy  of 
the  late  administration.    No  doubt  it  is 
true  that  in  1838  a  bill  was  introduced, 
similar  in  many  respects  to  that  now  before 
the  House— no  doubt  it  is  true  that  in 
1840  and  in  1841  continuing  bills  were 
introduced,  which  maintained  in  force  and 
effect  the  laws  with  respect  to  the  pos* 
session  of  arms  in  Ireland.    But,  Sir,  the 
whole  policy  with  which  these  bills  were 
connected  was  of  a  totally  different  aspect 
from  that  which   is  now   being  pursued. 
Sir,  the  late  Grovernment  had  to  deal  with 
a  country  which  had  long  been  misgoverned, 
in  which  not  only  the  laws,  but  the  habits 
and  opinions  of  their  administrators  were 
at  variance  with  the  maintenance  of  order, 
and  with  the  social  happiness  of  the  people. 
The  change  which  was  to  be  produce  was 
to  be  a  change  inducing  the  people  of  that 
country  to  rest  their  confidence  m  the  law, 
and  in  the  administrators  of  the  law — to 
induce  them  to  rest  satinfied  that  any  in- 
juries which  they  mieht  receive  would  be 
redressed  or  punished  by  the  due  and  im- 
partial intervention  of  the  law.     Such  a 
change — a  change  the  most  desirable  in 
itself^was  not  to  be  effected  by  any  single 
act  of  the  Legislature,  or  by  one  or  two, 
or  three  years  of  administration.     It  must 
be  the  work  of  various  measures — of  a  con- 
siderable lapse  of  time— of  the  greatest 
caution,  and  I  must  add,  of  the  kindest 
disposition  of  those  who  were  entrusted 
with  the  administration  of  the  law  in  Ire- 
land.    And  in  the  mean  time,  after  con- 
sidering the  best  authorities  upon  the  sub- 
ject, my  noble  Friends  the  Marquess  of 
Normanby  and  Lord  Morpeth— with  no 
dislike  to  constitutional  proceedings—with 
no  dislike  to  that  just  popularity  which 
follows  measures  of  confidence  and  con- 
ciliation— still  deemed  it  their  duty,  and 
deemed  it  proper,  to  continue  from  time 
CO  time  the  laws  which  were  in  force  with 
respect  to  the  possession  of  arms  in  Ire- 
land.   Did  they  deem  these  laws  consti- 
tutional ?     Far  from  it.    They  looked  upon 
them  as  violations  of  the   constitution. 
But  they  did  not  think  that  it  was  con- 
sistent with  their  duty,  that  while  more 
beneficial   changes  were  going  on,  those 
who  were  dishonest,  those  who  were  ac- 
2M 
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customed  to  disregard  the  law,  should  be 
allowed  to  coDtinue  aetif e  in  assaults  upoo 
life  and  property,  until  the  ultimate  effects 
of  these  changes  should  have  been  realised. 
But  what  did  the  late  Irish  GoFemment 
do }  At  this  time  of  the  night  of  course  I 
cannot  go  into  the  particulars  of  our  ad- 
ministration with  respect  to  Ireland.  Some 
of  our  measures  were  beffun  by  my  late 
lamented  Friend  Sir  Michael  O'Loghlen, 
a  man  whose  name  is  now  justly  revered, 
but  who  at  that  time  was  the  obiect  of  all 
kinds  of  virtuperation.  His  views  were 
directed  to  the  enforcing  a  constitutional 
and  effectual  execution  oi  the  law,  but  not 
by  unconstitutional  means  to  deprive  the 
people  pn)fes8ing  any  religion,  or  belonging 
to  any  party  of  the  right  of  serving  on  the 
jury  by  which  the  wrongs  of  their  fellow- 
subjects  were  to  be  redressed.  This  was 
one  change  to  be  eiiected.  Another  was 
the  placing  in  the  commission  of  the  peace 
men  who  had  the  con6dence  of  their  coun- 
trymen. I  have  heard  repeatedly  the  tes- 
timony of  Irishmen,  and  Englishmen  who 
had  lived  in  Ireland,  with  respect  to  the 
disposition  of  the  people  if  an  outrage  was 
committed— if  even  the  life  of  one  of  a 
family  was  taken  away  by  a  barbarous  and 
bloody  assault— rather  to  trust  to  revenge 
than  to  look  to  and  repose  on  the  power 
of  the  law.  I  consider.  Sir,  that  this  un- 
happy state  of  things  arose  from  the 
alienation  between  different  classes  of  so- 
ciety. The  Marquess  of  Normanby  thought 
80  too,  and  he  coosidered  that  the  placing 
in  the  commission  of  the  peace  of  men  who 
enjoyed  the  confidence  of  the  people  would 
directly  lead  them  more  and  more  to  re- 
pose confidence  in  the  law,  and  to  abstain 
from  their  faction  fights,  and  habits  of  per- 
sonal revenge.  But  beyond  this— with  re- 
spect to  the  general  administration  of  the 
law  in  Ireland,  the  Marquess  of  Normanby 
has,  bv  command  of  her  Majesty,  governed 
in  such  a  manner  as  to  win  the  f^od  feel- 
ings and  sympathies  of  Ireland.  Why,  Sir, 
by  such  methods  we  might  gradually  but 
surely  induce  the  Irish  people  to  confide  in 
the  ordinary  administration  of  the  law,  as 
it  is  usually  administered  in  England, 
until  from  time  to  time  you  could  let  go 
and  part  with  these  extraordinary  measures, 
which  must  be  a  reproach  to  this  country, 
and  which  must  be  an  ungrateful  task  to 
any  person— 1  am  sure  it  is  to  the  pnisent 
(lovernment  to  bring  forward.  Dutwhen 
the  right  lion.  Gentleman,  the  Attorney- 
(ieiieral  for  Ireland,  takes  the  Arms  Act, 
and  talks  of  it  as  a  measure  of  tlic  late 


Government,  I  ask  whether,  witk 
to  the  general  coudition  of  Irelaiidy 
the    majority   of    the    aieam 
by  the  last  Govemnient  been   ngrihtii 
in?    I  ask  whether  or  not,  tlie   ifM* 
pathies  of  the  people  of  Ireland   imm 
been  gained.      Wlietber    in  die    choMi 
of  persons  yoa  have  made  to  place  «piB 
the  bench  of  justice,  you  have 
those  who  have  felt  with  and  for  the 
majority,  and  for  the  preservation 
liberties ;  or  only  those  who  havo  felt 
a  bare  minority,  and  vrished  for  theoiiftnB* 
ment  of  the  people's  libertiet.    I  nek,  wUk 
respect  to  the  magistracy^  whether  ew 
now  you  are  not  pressing  on  ■eaaniea  the 
meet  dangerous  in  their  tendency,  cakll 
lated,  which  I  know  yoq  do  not  iviali  In 
add  to  that  feeling  of  alienation  wliiob  aft 
least  did  something  to  do  awa^  with  ?    If 
you  deprive  some  men  of  their 
magistrates  because  they  have 
meetings,  which  the  higmst  law 
in  Ireland  seems  to  declare  not  to 
legal— if  you  thereby  invite 
upon  the  part  of  others  for  dssilar 
if  you  place  the  popularity  of  men 
to  the  people  upon  being  deprived  of  Iki 
commission  of  the  peace— you  will 
alienate  all  those  who  have  to 
justice  from  the  pe<mle,  amongst 
is  to  be  administered.    Don't  lell  am 
the  Arms  Act  rests  entirely  n|ion 
precedent  afforded  by  the  bte 
ment.    If  you  imitate  the  one 
of  the  late  Government,  I  widi  yo« 
imitate  them  in  other  respects.    Whea  ^hn< 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  Irst 
his  appointments  with  re^Mct  to  Ii 
wishing,  as  I  did,  to  further  all 
means  to  tranquillise  the  ceanf 
fearing,  as  I  did,  a  change  finsn  n 
favourable  to  the  great  majority  eJT 
people,  to  one  adverse  to  the  gieal 
rity.    I  took  the  earliest  opportnntyTel^ 
expressing  the  satisfaction  I  felt  nt  ^kmi 
appointment  of  the  noble  Lord  ae 
Secretary  for  Ireland.     I  knew  less 
noble  Lord,  the  Lord-lieutenant,  hnt 
what  1  did  know,  I  believed  that  he 
act  upon  the  principles  of  jnstieet 
with  respect  to  the  noble  Lord»  the 
tary  for  Ireland,  all  that  I  have  s 
him  induces  me  to  believe  that  his 

to  govern  Ireland  upon  prineiplen>4ft 


are 


justice  and  conciliation.  What  he 
at  his  election  at  Cornwall,  I  have 
reason  to  believe  was  his  sincere 
Uit,  I  know  not  how  it  is— or  fi 
it  iirocccds-— but,  while  from 
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sures  of  the  late  GoverameDt,  there  has 
been  no  departure — yet,  with  respect  to 
the  great  mass  of  the  admioittration,  I 
ask  whether  the  Government  is.  or  is  it 
not  the  Governmeat  of  a  small  minority, 
from  which  the  great  minority  of  the  peo- 
ple are  excluded.     My  right  hon.  Fnend 
has  quoted,  and  quoted  with  great  pro- 
priety the  example  of  Canada — there  you 
had  people  who  were  suspected,  perhaps 
most  unjustly,  of  having  tampered  with 
rebellion.    Yet  you  did  not  make  that  an 
objection  to  place  in  their  hands  the  exe- 
cutive power  of  Canada.     Well,  is  it  not 
natural   that  Irishmen,  men    who    haye 
worked  their  way  to  the  head  of  the  bar 
by  their  energy  and  talents,  should  feel 
that  they  have  not  a  Government  equally 
impartial  as  that  of  Canada  ?     Must  not 
this  be  at  once  admitted  to  be  a  grievance 
and  a  wrong?     I    have   mentioned    Sir 
Michael  O'LogfaUn.     I  can  speak  of  him 
with  praise,  for,  alas  I  he  is  no  more ;  but 
if  be  were  now  alive,  would  he  have  the 
least    chance  of  being  promoted  to  the 
judgment  seat?     Then,  I  ask,  is  this  a 
just  and  wise  Government?     And,  above 
all,  is  it  wise,  though  you  may  establish  a 
necessity  for  the  introduction  of  an  Arms 
Bill,  that  you  should  bring  forward  an 
Arms  Bill,  and  no  other  measure,  in  thi« 
Session  of  Parliament  ?    For  my  part,  I 
can  say,  that  as  I  was  looking  toZday  over 
one  of  the  drafts  of  the  \A\\  I  saw  objec* 
tions  I  made  to  many  clauses,  but  that 
they  were  over-ruled  by  the  evidence  of 
many  well-informed  persona  as  to  the  con- 
dition of  Ireland,  and  that  the  necessity 
for   some  such  measure   was  made  out. 
Well,  seeing  that  that  necessity  continues, 
and  not  being  aware  what  serioiis  mischiefs 
may  arise  from  the  refusal,  I  cannot  give 
my  vote  against  the  second  reading  of  this 
bill.     But  renlly  if  we  are  told,  that  it  is 
the  intention  of  the  executive  Government 
to  propose  such  plans,  and  such  plans  alone 
— if  we  are  told  that  this  is  a  sample  of  the 
measures  by  which  Ireland  is  to  be  go- 
verncd,  I  think  before  long  that  this  House 
should  address  the  Crown,  or  take  some 
mode  or  other  of  expressing  their  opinion 
as  to  the  Government  of  Ireland.   1  should 
be  ready  in  any  way  to  meet  the  attempts 
made  to   repeal  the  Union.     I   think,  if 
brought  forward  constitutionally,  and  by 
petition,  tliat  the  arguments  are  so  strong 
in  favour  of  a  maintenance  of  the  Union, 
that  I  should  have  nofearof  discussing  the 
motion  made  in  this  House.     I  think  the 
Union  may  be  fully  maintained,  not  alone 


as  a  benefit  to  England,  but  it  may  be 
shown,  that  it  would  be  a  serious  misfor- 
tune to  Ireland  herself  if  that  Union  were 
dissolved.  If  it  be  attempted  to  repeal  it 
by  force,  why  then  it  must  be  maintained 
by  the  force  and  authority  of  the  law  and 
of  the  executive  Government.  But  as  long 
as  those  seeking  the  Repeal  of  the  Union 
appeal  to  the  sentiments  and  feelings  of 
their  own  countrjrmen,  so  long  I  think 
should  you  forbear  from  adding  to  the 
irritation  of  the  moment,  and  from  adding 
to  excitement  amongst  a  people  already 
too  greatly  excited;  so  long  should  you 
not  attempt  by  deprivations  and  dismis- 
sions which,  as  effectual  measures  of  dig* 
couragement  are  nothing — but  which  as  a 
means  of  excitement  and  irritation,  and  an 
encouragement  to  others  to  court  such  no* 
toriety,  answer  such  an  end  perfectly,  and 
have  a  directly  opposite  efiect  from  that 
of  putting  an  end  to  the  agitation  for  the 
repea  lof  the  Union.  Sir,  let  me,  before  I 
sit  down,  allude  to  what  I  think  was  the 
unfair  treatment  which  the  late  Govern- 
ment met  with,  with  respect  to  the  outrages 
which  took  place  in  Ireland.  I  have 
stated  our  general  policy ;  but,  owine  to 
the  social  disorders  of  Ireland,  which  date 
80  far  back  as  1760,  which  have  now  lasted 
for  the  greater  part  of  a  century — there 
are  outrages  with  respect  to  the  possession 
of  the  land-^tbeie  are  murders  committed 
in  some  parts  of  the  country,  which  are 
the  most  aerioua  misfortune  and  calamity 
to  that  country.  It  was  the  custom  of 
those  in  opposition  in  our  time  to  lay  all 
those  outn^^  to  the  account  of  the  Go- 
vernment, and  at  their  narty  meetings  and 
their  dinners  they  hailed  with  a  sort  of 
cheer  the  arrival  of  the  news  of  any  fresh 
horrible  outrage  or  murder.  Sur,  I  believe 
it  is  now  confessed,  when  no  party  purpose 
is  to  be  gained ;  and  the  rigtit  hon.  Gen- 
tleman who  has  spoken  last  has  given  us 
some  proofs  of  it— that  these  murders, 
horrible  as  they  are,  occurring  one  after 
another  in  the  course  of  a  month,  and  two 
or  three  at  a  time,  are  not  the  effect  of  any 
political  or  party  movement,  but  arise  from 
the  social  condition  of  Ireland.  Those 
who  have  spoken  to-night  have  said,  and 
said  most  truly,  that  it  ought  to  be  the 
object  of  this  House  to  endeavour  inr  every 
means  in  their  power  to  improve  the  con- 
dition of  that  people.  Sir,  although  the 
methods  whicn  the  late  Government 
adopted  may  not  have  been  the  best  which 
could  be  adopted.  I  am  not  speaking  in 
defence  of  their  wisdom,  but  this  I  will 
2M2 
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BAj,  that  of  all  the  parts  of  their  Govern- 
nieDt  there  was  none  which  occupied  so 
much  of  their  serious  and  constant  atten- 
tion as  the  state  of  Ireland^ — 1  still  think 
the  opposition  we  then  met  with  from  the 
party  that  attacked  our  conduct  was  most 
unfairly  directed  both  against  our  measures 
and  against  our  administration  of  Irish 
affairs  at  that  time.  But  it  is  a  consola- 
tion to  me,  and  it  ever  will  be  a  consola- 
tion to  me,  that  on  more  than  one  occasion 
that  generous  and  warm-hearted  people, 
believin{^  that  we  really  did  wish  their 
prosperity,  rewarded  us  with  an  unusual, 
perhaps  an  undeserved  degree  of  confidence. 
I  was  often  doubtful  whether,  finding  our 
measures  were  so  often  defeated  in  this 
House,  and  that  we  could  not  even  prevail 
on  it  to  grant  the  same  municipal  firan- 
chises  extended  to  the  other  parts  of  the 
empire,  whether,  finding  that  we  could  not 
carry  the  measures  to  which  they  and  we 
were  attached — I  have  often  wondered  that 
they  continued  such  a  degree  of  confidence 
as  they  gave  us,  and  whether  it  were  not 
our  duty  to  lay  before  them  the  whole 
state  of  the  case,  and  to  say  that  we  were 
no  longer  entitled  to  their  confidence ;  but 
J  do  think  it  a  remarkable  proof  of  the 
generous  disposition  of  that  people,  that 
although  our  legislative  measures  were 
defeated,  yet  by  means  of  our  administra- 
tion— by  the  novelty  of  a  fiiir  and  impar- 
tial administration  of  affairs  in  Ireland, 
that  confidence  and  support  were  nt;ver 
withdrawn  from  us  while  we  remained  in 
power.  I  do  believe  that  in  the  course  of 
a  considerable  period  those  reforms  which 
we  begun  did  much  to  improve  the  social 
condition  of  the  people ;  and  most  disiip- 
pointed  1  shall  be  if  I  find  that  the  present 
Government  show  not  only  a  disposition 
to  refuse  the  measures  which  they  consider 
inconsistent  with  their  principles,  but  if  I 
find  that,  beside  this,  they  are  going  back 
towards  the  point  from  which  we  com. 
menced,  and  that  without  any  fear  (for  I 
have  no  fear)  of  civil  war  or  of  insurrec- 
tion, the  result  of  their  (lovernnient  is, 
that  the  |)cople  of  Ireland  and  England 
arc  more  than  ever  alienated  from  each 
other,  and  that  the  Union  which  by  acts  of 
Parliament  is  established,  is  not  establishes! 
in  the  henrts  of  the  ^Mfople. 

Debate  adjourned. 

House  adjourned  at  one  oY*lock. 
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Dismissal  of  Lord  Fprbiich  (I 
land).]  The  MarqueiB  of  C/mrmirib 
rose  to  put  a  question  to  the  noble  Oejki 
opposite,  of  which  be  had  given  the  wMe 
Duke  notice,  thougph  he  had  not  gma  M 
public  notice,  because  he  had  not  had  m 
opportunity  of  doing  so.  The  mbIIv. 
however,  was  so  serious,  that  be  tho«|jhl 
it  his  duty  to  put  the  question  withoot  Ike 
form  of  a  public  notice.  He  lefemd  tOjn 
letter  which  appeared  in  the  public  pepen^ 
which  had  been  addressed  to  Lord  Ffmckb 
from  the  Lord  Chancellor  of  Ireland. 

The  Marquess  of  Ltmdondeny 
order,  but  after  a  short  cooferaatioB, 

The  Marquess  of  Clamicarde 
It  wascompetentto  him  atonoe  to 

the  production  of  the  letter.  Nobodjeo 

object  to  such  a  motion ;  bat  he  nad  ■• 
wish  to  make  it,  as  the  letter  waa  alraair 
before  the  public,  and  he  himself  was  «■ 
aware  that  the  letter  waa  aw 
Though  a  motion  might  hereafter  be 
cessary,  he  would  at  present  confine 
self  to  the  question  he  wished  to  pat.  He 
was  afraid,  that  in  the  first  plaoei  thoMh 
for  his  own  purpose  two  or  tliree  ejHiami 
would  be  sufficient,  he  must  troaUe  their 
Lordships  with  the  whole  of  the 
lest  he  should  be  charged  with  _ 
it ;  and  though  its  terms  might  be  hi 
to  their  Lordships,  he  hoped  to  be 
to  read  it  at  length.  The  letter 
dressed  to  Lord  Ffrench,  and  waa  annil 
by  Henry  Sugden,  secretary  to  the  Caii 
Chancellor  of  Ireland,  from  whidi  Ihm^ 
tionary  it  emanated.     It  was  aa  fidlows  ;■- 

**  Secretary Voffice,  Four  Courts^ 
May,  23.    My  Ijord, — I  have  the  h 
acknowled^  your  Lordship's  letter  of  the 
inst.,  stating  that  it  was  your  intentio 
attend  the  Repeal  meetioK  at  Caltra,  aa 
as  that  which  is  to  be  held  in  Alhlone^ 
am^directed  by  the  Lord  CbanceUer  lei 
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'  With  ft  great  part  of  this  letter  he  had 
no  huh  to  tind ;  there  were  but  three  sen- 
tences in  it  upon  which  he  thought  it 
necessary  to  comineDt,  but  those  three 
sentences  contained  the  whole  substance  of 
the  letter,  and  cooTeyed  nothing  more 
than  that  Lord  Ffrench  had  been  dismissed 
from  the  magistracy,  because  he  had  not 
read,  marked,  and  digested  that  declara- 
tion which  the  Lord  Chancellor  of  Ireland 
stated  some  Minister  of  the  Crown  had 
made  in  his  place  in  Parliament  as  to  her 
Majesty's  intentions  vith  regard  to  Ireland. 
He  presumed  this  act  to  be  the  act  of  the 
Irish  Government,  because  he  knew  from 
official  com munical ions  which  had  been 
made  to  him,  that  at  the  same  time  Lord 
Ffreuch  was  removed  from  the  magistracy, 
he  was  concurrently  and  simultaneously 
dismissed  from  the  deputy-lieutenancy  of 
the  county  of  which  he  had  the  honour  to 
be  the  lord -lieutenant.  He  therefore  ivisli- 
ed  to  know  on  what  ground  or  right  it 
was,  that  the  Irish  Government  assumed, 
that  a  single  declaration  in  Parliament 
formed  a  proper  or  sufficient  ground  for 
such  a  proceeding,  and  on  what  principle 
Lord  Ffrench  or  any  other  individual  m 
Ireland  could  be  held  to  know  what  passed 
in  Parliament.  The  question,  therefore, 
he  wished  to  ask  was,  whether  any  com- 
munication of  any  message  from  the 
Throne,  of  anv  Speech  from  the  Throne,  or 
of  any  speech  in  Parliament,  had  been  made 
to  the  Irish  Government,  or  published  in 
the  Gazellrs,  either  of  London  or  Dublin, 
or  in  any  other  official  form  ? 

The  Duke  of  fVeUinglon  :  Her  Ma- 
jesty's servants  in  Ireland  were  instructed, 
(in  their  appointment,  of  the  desire  of  her 
Majesty's  Government  to  maintain  the 
Union  with  Ireland  unimpaired.  There 
have  been  no  other  instructions  issued  to 
her  Majesty's  servants  in  Ireland  on  that 
4ubject. 

'The  Marquess  of  Clanricarde  was  not 

irprised  at  the  answer  hs  had  received, 
but  he  must  enter  his  protest  against  the 
acts  recently  done  by  the  Irish  goveni- 
mcnt.     He  thought — 

The  Earl  of  WickUmt  rose  to  order. 
There  was  no  motion  before  the  House. 
The  question  had  been  put  by  the  noble 
Marquess  and  answered  by  the  noble  Duke, 
:ind,  therefore,  preciselv  on  the  same 
grounds  raised  on  a  former  evening,  the 
Qoble  Marquess  was  clearly  out  of  order. 

The  Marquess  of  Londonderry  cnnsi. 
dered  the  course  intended  to  benowpurtu- 
«d  wu  quite  im^Ur.    The  noUe  Alar. 


your  Lordihip  that  he  regrets  he  has  fell  il  his 
duly  10  direct  your  Lordship  to  be  superseded 
as  a  magislrate  for  tbe  county  ofGalway.  Il 
has  bceti  liis  earnest  desire  not  to  inierfere- 
with  the  expression  of  opinion  by  any  magis- 
trale  in  favour  of  Repeal,  although  from  hia 
first  arrival  here  he  deemed  It  inconsisleat 
with  tbe  determination  of  her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernmenl  to  uphold  itie  Union  between  Ureal 
Britain  aod  Ireland,  to  appoint  as  a  in^istrale 
aoy  person  pledged  lo  the  Repeal  of  that 
Union.     Her  Majesty's  Government." 

And  now  came  the  sentences  to  which 
he  begged  to  call  the  attention  of  their 
Lordships,— 

"  Her  Majesty's  Government  have  recently 
declared  in  both  Houses  of  Parliament  their 
fixed  determination  toimaintain  the  Union,  it 
becomes  ihe  duly  of  the  Members  of  ihi 
Government  to  support  that  declaration,  Th( 
allegation  that  the  numerous  Repeal  meeting' 
are  not  illegal  does  not  diminish  their  inefi- 
table  tendency  to  outrage;  and,  considering^ 
Ihe  subject  in  all  its  bearings,  it  is  tbe  opinion 
of  the  Lord  ChancellDr,  that  such  meetings  are 
not  in  the  spirit  of  Ih*  constitution,  and  may 
become  dangerous  lo  the  safety  of  the  Slate. 
Il  is  necessary,  therefore,  that  the  Government 
should  be  able  to  place  a  firm  reliance  ou  the 
watchfulness  and  determination  of  the  magis- 
tracy to  preserve  tbe  public  peace.  A  magis- 
trate who  presides  over  or  forms  part  of  such 
a  meeting  can  neither  be  prepared  to  repress 
violence,  nor  could  he  be  expected  to  act 
against  a  body  for  whose  offence  he  would 
himself  be  responsible.  To  such  persons  Ihe 
preservation  of  the  public  peace  during  the 
present  agitation  cannot  be  safely  intrusted. 
Your  Lord ship'sdelermina lion  to  preside  over 
such  a  meeting,  immediattly  after  the  declara- 
tions in  Parliament,  proves  to  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor, that  the  lime  has  arrired  for  evincing 
the  determination  of  this  Government  to  dele- 
gale  no  power  lo  those  who  seek,  by  such 
measures  as  are  now  pursued,  to  dissolve  the 
legislative  union.  To  allow  such  persons  any 
longer  to  remain  in  the  commission  of  Ifae 
peace  would  be  to  afford  the  power  of  Ihe 
Crown  to  the  carrying  of  a  measure  which  her 
Majesty  has,  like  her  predecessor,  expressed 
her  determination  to  prevent.  This  view  of 
Ihe  case,  which  the  step  taken  by  your  Lord. 
ship  has  forced  upon  the  attention  of  Ihe  Lord 
Chancellor,  will  compel  him  at  once  to  super- 
sede any  other  magistrates  who,  since  the 
declaration  in  Parliament,  have  attended  like 
Repeal  meetings.  He  thinks  that  such  a  mea- 
sure is  nol  at  variance  with  the  resolution  of 
the  Government,  whilst  they  watch  over  public 
tranquility  and  oppose  the  Repeal  movements, 
slill  to  act  with  forbearance  and  conciliation, 
and  to  devote  their  beat  energies  to  improve 
Ihe  inslitutiuiis,  and  promote  the  prosperity  of 

"  I  have  tbe  honour  to  be,  ray  Lord,  your 
Lordship's  most  obedient  servant. 

"  Uehki  SucDEMt  Sectetaiy." 
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quess  had  read  a  letter  from  a  public  news- 
)>aper,  instead  of  moving  in  proper  course 
fur  its  regular  production.  He  bad  then 
put  a  question  upon  that  letter^  whicb  had 
been  answered^  and  he  now  wished  to  enter 
upon  a  discussion  of  the  whole  subject 
without  notice. 

The  Marquess  of  Clanricarde  meant  to 
conclude  by  moving  an  humble  address  to 
her  Majesty  that  the  letter  be  laid  bcfort* 
the  House,  and  then  he  should  be  strictly 
in  order. 

The  Duke  of  Wellinglon  did  not  know 
that  there  would  be  any  objection  whatever 
to  the  production  of  the  letter«  but  he 
thought  the  noble  Marquess  ought  to  cod- 
iiue  himself  to  his  notice.  He  had  given 
notice  of  his  intention  to  ask  a  question, 
which  hadfbecn  answered.  He  repeated 
that  he  did  not  know  that  there  would  be 
any  objection  to  the  production  of  the 
letter,  but  he  wished  to  converse  with 
other  persons  on  the  subject  before  he  con- 
sented to  it. 

The  Marquess  of  Clanricarde  said,  he 
would  not  persist  in  his  motion  for  the 
production  of  the  letter  were  it  not  that 
tlie  state  of  Ireland  was  most  alarming. 
He  was  not  expressing,  nor  anxious  to 
express,  any  opinion  on  the  dismissal  of 
the  magistrates,  and  he  thought  what  had 
fallen  from  the  noble  Duke  might  have 
great  weight  with  tlieir  Lordships  in  com* 
ing  to  a  decision  upon  the  motion  which 
he  was  forced  to  maike,  in  order  to  oficr  a 
few  observations  on  a  matter  which,  in  his 
judgment  did  not  admit  of  a  moment's 
deluy.  This  letter  only  came  to  his  know- 
ledge on  Saturday  last,  and  as  the  House 
did  not  meet  yesterday  he  was  not  only 
deprived  of  giving  notice,  but  more  than 
au  usual  time  had  elapsed.  The  state  of 
Ireland  was  such  that  every  moment  was 
of  gn*at  and  grave  u>usequence.  In  this 
matter  he  thought  the  Irish  Government 
had  made  un  unfortunate,  a  grave  and  a 
serious  mistake.  He  was  not  about  to 
discuss  the  policy  of  the  dismissal  of  the 
magistrates  who  had  taken  part  in  the 
repeal  agitation  ;  but  he  certainly  thought 
the  hto|>s  which  had  been  taken,  and  that, 
tiK),  on  the  mere  authority  of  the  public 
press,  as  to  a  Ministerial  declaraliou,  were 
(!outrary  to  the  constitution,  to  the  princi- 
ples of  the  laws  of  Parliament,  and  to  the 
])rinci))Ics  of  common  sense. 

The  Marquess  of  Ijondondcrry  rose  to 
onlcr.  \AiX.  the  noble  Marquess  confine 
himself  to  giving  a  notice  of  motion,  and 
every  noble  Lord  would  be  ready  to  come 


down  and  bear  his  qieedi  on  a  Attuve 
casion. 


The  Marquess  of  Clanriearde 
that  he  was  perfectly  in  order,  and  !• 
promised  their  Lordships  that  he 
narrow  within  the  smallest  possible 
pass  the  observations  which  no  feltitaa^ 
cessary  to  make.  He  rspeatod»  tiMfc  ifce 
steps  which  been  taken,  and  tlis 


upon  which  the  dismissals  had  taken  plnBi^ 
were  contrary  to  every  rale  of  lasr  mm 
conititutional  principle.  There  was^  as  he 
had  already  said,  a  great  pert  of  tins 
with  which  he  found  no  finlt*— en 
contrary,  in  which  he  entirely  egroed.  Se 
did  not  want  to  say  anydiing  abevi  -An 
question  of  the  Repeal  of  the  Union,  Ink 
tiiis  he  would  saj,  that  whether  lor  tfce 
pur|)ose  of  maintaining  the  Union  orcfSf  ^' 
mg  its  repeal,  there  could  be  no  douhft 
tertained  by  any  reflecting  man  that 
assembling  of  great  bodies  of  men 
out  the  country,  creetieg  distal 
and  alarming  the  ninds  ii  the 
subjects  of  the  Crown,  was  in  itself,  on  the 
broad  principle,  an  illegal  act.  Hetho^|hl 
that  such  assemblages,  whatever  night  he 
their  object,  were  illegal,  and  therefone  ha 
was  of  opinion  that  it  might  be 
and  proper  for  all  magistiates  to  do 
thing  in  their  power  to  diseeorage 
discountenance  such  meetings  i  hot 
was  a  totally  dtflerent  question  Iran 
on  which  L<»tl  Ffrench  had  been  disnih 
llie  letter  of  the  Lord  Chancellor  of  Im» 
land  stated,  that  these  assemhiies  hai  a 
tendency  to  outrage,  and 
illegal,  l"'  No,  no."]  He  btggoi 
the  letter  stated 

*'  llic  allegation  that  the  numeroos  Rcpetf 
meetings  are   not  illegal  does  not  diouehll 


their  inevitable  tendency  to  outrage ;  mod,! 
sidering  the  subjects  in  all  its  bearings,  it  isi 
opinion  of  tlie  Lord  Chancellor  that  such 
ings  are  not  in  the  spirit  of  the  coostiMliei^ 
and  may  become  dangerous  to  the  sajfa^ei 
the  Sute.** 

There  was  no  question  that,  if  en 
meeting  veas  held  for  the  puipsee 
pressing  a  strong  popular  opinion,  it 
m  the  common  sense  aooeptetion  of 
term,  be  legal.  But,  in  Ireland, 
were  held  meetings  of  men  CTHscteJ 
hundreds  of  thousands  from  all 
the  country,  and  he  for  one,  thou^t 
the  time  had  come  when  the  Irish 
ment  were  bound  to  take  some  elsn  om 
subject.  And  he  thought  they  had  a |Mn 
and  simple  course  to  pursue.  He  vishn^ 
if  he  could,  to  keep  qoite  deu*  Of  the 
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tioa  of  Repet)  -,  but  be  nu6t,  io  passing, 
retniiHl  their  Lordships^  that  pot  a  mopth 
siooe  he  made  uae  of  warning  language  to 
them  upon  the  subjecjt^  as  £u:  as  became  so 
humble  an  indiFidual  as  himself.  It  was 
no  doubt  very  rash  in  him  to  attempt  to 
prescribe  before  he  was  regularly  called  in ; 
but  he  must  say  be  was  of  opinion  tliat 
the  Irish  Govemn^nt  might  rery  fairly 
have  issued  a  proclamation  statiqg  the 
simple  triith,  that  those  meetings  were 
calculated  to  disturb,  and  did  disturb  and 
alarm  the  minds  of  the  quiet  and  peaceable 
spbjccts  of  the  realm — advising  such  per. 
sons  to  disoountenanoe  tliese  meetings, 
and  then  they  might  furly  enough,  if  they 
had  so  chosen,  have  desired  and  enjoined 
all  magistrates  not  only  to  discountenance, 
but  to  keep  away  from  such  meetings.  If 
this  had  been  done,  if  the  opinions  of  the 
Government  had  thus  been  set  before  the 
magistracy,  and  that  then  after  such  warn- 
ing any  magistrate  had  attended  a  Repeal 
meeting,  he  would  have  had  a  warning  of  his 
peril  and  must  have  taken  the  consequences 
of  his  own  act  upon  himself.  However,  in 
this  instance  nothing  of  this  kind  had 
been  done;  he  did  not  mean  to  decide 
whether  the  desiring  the  magistrates  to 
keep  away  from  these  meetings  altogether, 
would  or  would  not  be  the  wisest  possible 
course.  A  question  nii^ht  be  raised,  into 
which,  however,  he  would  not  now  enter, 
as  to  how  far  it  was  desirable  while  such 
meetings  were  held  at  all,  to  prevent  those 
persons  from  attending  them,  who  might 
naturally  be  expected  to  be  more  moder- 
ate and  sober-minded,  who  might  keep 
the  asscmbla<;c  from  going  too  far,  and 
prevent  their  being  delivered  over  to  vio- 
lent and  reckless  men.  If  such  a  course  as 
that  which  he  pointed  out  had  been  pur- 
sued, the  magistrates  would  have  been 
fairly  treated,  and  have  had  due  notice 
given  them  of  what  the  Government  ex. 
pccted  they  should  do  and  not  do  3  but 
how  stood  the  case  ?  The  Irish  Grovem- 
ment  had  not  waited  for  any  outrage; 
there  had  been  nothing  of  the  sort;  there 
had,  indeed,  been  one  outrage,  but  it  was 
not  connected  with  the  subject  of  these 
meetings,  nor  could  it  be  fairly  considered 
as  connected  with  the  meetings  at  all. 
At  the  meetings  there  had  been  no  illegal 
act  committed,  no  breach  of  the  peace 
whatever,  everything  had  gone  on  quietly. 
It  was  not,  therefore,  upon  the  commission 
of  any'  violent  act,  not  upon  the  occasion 
of  any  particular  speech,  but  merely  upon 
»  declanuion  made  by  a  right  bon.  Ganltoi* 


man  in  another  place,  and  by  tlie  noble 
Duke  in  that  House,  that  the  Lord  Chan* 
oellor  of  Irehind  had  thought  it  right  at 
onoe  to  call  upon  all  the  magistrates  of 
Ireland  to  avoui  these  meetings,  and  not 
only  to  call  upon  them  not  to  attend  or 
preside  over  these  meetings,  but  to  break 
every  magistrate  vho  attended  anir  one  of 
the  meetings  after  this  declaration  had 
been  made  by  certain  Ministers  in  their 
places  in  Parliament.  That  such  a  pro* 
ceeding  was  opposed  to  all  constituttoiial 
theory  and  practice  must  be  evident.  That 
assuredly  the  mere  speech  of  a  Minister  of 
the  CiDwu,  however  exalted  his  position, 
the  mere  speech  of  a  Minister  in  the 
House  of  Commons  or  the  House  of  Lords, 
was  not  the  form  in  which  a  Message  from 
the  Crown,  in  which  the  wishes  of  the 
Government,  should  be  conveyed  to  the 
magistrates  of  a  country.  But  even  were 
it  so,  did  any  one  ever  hear  of  such  a  thing, 
in  a  free  country*  as  the  Ministers  of  the 
CrowOt  advising  the  Sovereign  to  instruct 
them  to  convey  her  opinion  upon  a  subject 
in  Parliament  in  this  fiuhion,  and  with  a 
view  to  such  results  ?  As  to  the  question 
of  Repeal  itself,  he  would  not  hesitate  to 
say  that  in  hb  opinion,  the  Repeal  of  the 
Union  would  be  the  very  worst  thing  that 
could  possibly  happen  to  Ireland ;  and  as 
to  the  manner  in  which,  and  the  men  bv 
whom  that  Union  was  effected,  it  appeared 
to  him  that  the  very  constitution  of  the 
Irish  Parliament  at  the  period,  which  some 
made  an  argument  against  the  Union  it- 
self, it  seemed  to  him  one  of  the  strongest 
reasons  against  restoring  a  separate  L^is- 
lature  to  Ireland.  What  was  the  effect 
and  the  manner  in  which  her  Majesty's 
opinion  upon  the  subject  had  been  made 
use  of  by  Sir  Robert  Peel  in  the  other 
House  of  Parliament  ?  He  had  no  right, 
indeed,  to  comment  upon  that  proceeding, 
as  it  took  place  in  another  House,  any 
more  than  the  Lord  Chancellor  of  Ireland 
was  justified  in  acting  upon  it.  But  what 
was  the  eflect  of  that  proceeding?  It 
was  to  bring  her  Majesty's  name  and  ttu« 
thority  directly  in  collision  with  the  opin- 
ions and  feelinss  sogenerally  declared  by  the 
people  throughout  a  ffreat  part  of  Ireland, 
and  in  this  he  (the  liarquess  of  Clanri* 
cards)  conceived  there  was  no  small  im- 
propriety. Again,  it  was  contrary  to  all 
Parliamentary  law,  for  the  Lord  Chancel* 
lor  of  Ireland,  or  any  person  out  of  the 
Houses  of  Parliament,  to  presume  to  act 
at  all  upon  anything  that  had  been  stated 
ia  Parliawent.    Uqw  abould  peiaona  dU 
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of  Psrliunent  Imow  wbst  passed  {a  Parliao 
ment,  but  by  a  direct  breach  of  Parliament- 
ary law  ?  A  very  absurd  law  it  was,  no 
doubt— a  law  d^ly  violated,  aad  very 
rarely  carried  into  efiect  at  all,  cvea  for  a 
half  hour,  but  then  it  waa  alaw;  and, 
assuredly,  no  man  ever  heard  before  of  a 
debate  io  Parlianent  being  binding  upon 
the  people  of  the  country ;  of  penalties 
being  attachable  to  persons  for  the  infrac- 
tion of  what  was  said  in  either  House  of 
Parliament.  It  was  a  positive  fact  well 
known  to  those  cooaected  with  Ireland, 
that  a  great  many  magistrates  did  not 
take  in  the  English  newspapers,  aad  though 
the  debates  were  reported  with  estraordi- 
nary  precision,  they  were  not  always  strictly 
accurate  ;  but,  if  accurate,  he  must  say,  it 
was  very  hard  to  break  a  set  of  tnagiS' 
trates  because  they  had  not  read  a  certain 
speech  delivered  on  a  certain  day.  He 
repeated  that  this  had  been  a  most  unfor- 
tunate proceeding  —  a  proceeding  which 
had  set  the  people  of  Ireland  more  in  op- 
position, because  it  showed  irritation  and 
rasbDesB,  and  the  total  absence  of  that  real 
deliberation,  judgment,  and  dignity,  which 
gave  weiehL  Look  to  its  consequences. 
Already  they  bad  seen  some  volunteers  who 
had  come  forward  to  surrender  tbeir  com- 
missions. This  was  not  unnatural ;  but 
be  hoped  the  example  would  not  be  carried 
out  to  any  further  extent.  The  first 
effect  had,  however,  been  shown ;  and 
tliough  he  did  not  wiali  to  take  any  credit 
for  his  own  political  friends,  it  was  impo3~ 
sible  to  deny  that  during  the  lost  teii 
years,  the  confidence  of  the  pcopio  in  the 
impartial  administration  of  the  law  had 
greatly  increased.  Now,  if  all  those 
raagistrBtcs  holding  certain  opinions  with- 
drew from  the  bench,  what  would  be  thu' 
feelings  of  the  people  with  respect  to  the 
administratiou  of  justice  ?  He  was  awar^' 
he  was  led  into  observations  ho  wished  tf< 
avoid,  though  he  desired  to  confine himscl< 
to  the  letter  of  the  I«rd  Chancellor  of 
Ireland,  which  in  his  judgment,  was  a 
most  impmjwT  and  unfortunate  mode  of 
proceeding.  He  did  not  think  it  wise  to 
dismiss  any  magistrate  unless  he  bad  been 
present  at  a  meeting  where  language 
treasonable  and  dangerous  tendency  har) 
l>cen  used,  and  had  made  himself  a  party 
to  the  use  of  that  language  by  presiiling  at 
the  meeting.  Kut  upon  tbii  point  he  wa.-< 
not  now  speaking ;  he  was  merely  draw- 
ing their  Lordships'  attention  to  that  i 
of  the  Irish  Executive,  which  was  found 
01  a  speech  in  PuliuKDt— namclf ,  < 
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dlamitsalofams^trate.  Tills  he  tbol|gk| 
im  unfortunate  thing ;  and  he  did  hap!/ 
that  the  Government  on  this  aids  of  tfca 
water  would  take  immediate  steps  to  l^ 
medy,  as  Au-  as  it  was  in  th«r  power,  tfcjp' 
great  and  grievous  mistake.  Tbera  hat 
not  been  any  disposition  in  Ireluid  or  hi 
Parliament  to  view  with  hostility  or  wilh 
any  other  but  a  good  filling,  the  dists* 
guished  personages  who  bad  I 
over  to  Ireland  to  fill  the  h;  ' 
there.  There  had  been  noa|__ 
Parliament  or  in  Ireland  to  those  ■ppsMfc* 
ments,  and  he  regretted  »  step  wUdi 
would  set  the  Irish  Goferoment  dind^ 
in  collision  with  the  popular  fedii^  vi  As 
countiT.  The  noUe  Muquesi  ooadodil 
by  saying  that  he  was  quite  read^  to  wkb* 
draw  bis  notion  after  what  had  bllon  btm' 
the  noble  Duke  opposite. 

The  Duke  of  WeUmgtoti  was  san  thor 
Lordships  would  recollect  ifaa  state  af 
anxiety  which  prevailed  in  this  cONfr 
try,  as  well  as  in  Ireland,  tha  aoMt 
of  the  present  agitation,  at  the  poriid 
when  questions  were  put  to  the  C 
rocnt  in  both  Houses  '  "  " 
the  subject  of  the  measures  adopted  bf 
certain  penonsin  Ireland  to  create  afito* 
tioQ  with  respect  to  the  Repeal  of  lla 
Union ; — a  repeal  to  be  brought  aboiA 
not  by  the  deliberations  and  decialaoa  if 
that  Bod  the  other  House  of  ParliBMent  ■ 
not  by  a  law  to  be  passed  by  the  Lwidk* 
ture,  but  by  agitation,  and  eventnallTf  fey 
force  and  violence.  It  was  impoasiHs  M 
describe  the  anxiety  felt  ihrougboat  ikl 
public  by  this  state  of  things ;  and  ths 
answer  givcu  in  both  Houses  of  PaiUir 
ment  to  the  questions  he  had  refencd  Mi 
were  to  the  effect,  that  the  GorcronMl 
bad  paid,  and  were  continaing  to  pay,  Aa 
utmost  attention  to  the  subject,  and  th^ 
measures  bad  been  adopted  on  both  ailp 
of  the  waier  to  enable  the  Lord-iienteaaN 
and  the  Government  of  Ireland  to  fa» 
serve  the  peace  of  the  country, 
her  Majesty's  setvants  were 
adopt  all  measures  necessary  to 
inviolate  the  legislative  union  of 
countries.  The  individual  who  bms  afr 
dressed  their  Lordships  bad  not  then  hid 
an  op|)ortuuity  of  taking  her  IHaji  <f1i 
pleasure  on  the  subject,  and  went  no  n^ 
tl  than  be  had  just  staled;  bat  hh 
It  bon.  Friend  who  add  rawed  ihf  vAm 
n  ft  of  Parliament  the  anbjeet  atMil 
her  a  intentioa  lo  bM 
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predecetiori  and  to  maintain  intiolate  the 
legislative  union  of  the  two  countries. 
The  declarations  made  in  Parliament  were 
matters  of  public  notoriety,  and  gave  the 
utmost  satisfaction,  not  only  in  this  coun- 
try, but  also  in  Ireland ;  for  though  there 
were  thousands  who  attended  those  meet- 
ings in  Ireland  for  the  purpose  of  agitating 
for  the  repeal  of  the  Union,  it  must  not  be 
supposed  that  there  were  not  also  thou- 
sands— that  there  was  not  an  equal  num- 
ber, or,  as  he  believed,  a  majority,  who 
were  of  a  different  opinion  in  that  coun- 
try. Though  the  measures  which  the 
noble  Marquess  opposite  had  alluded  to, 
were  not  adopted  in  Ireland  (and  it  was 
not  necessary  for  him  to  enter  upon  that 
subject,  as  the  noble  Marquess  did  not 
impute  any  blame  to  the  Government  for 
not  having  adopted  them),  yet  the  anxiety 
of  that  part  of  the  population  in  Ireland, 
who  were  opposed  to  repeal,  was  greatly 
relieved  by  the  declarations  of  her  Majes- 
ty's Ministers  in  Ireland,  which  were  mat- 
ters of  notoriety  in  this  country  and  in 
Ireland.  These  meetings  still  continuing, 
notwithstanding  the  declarations  he  had 
adverted  to,  and  continuing  under  the 
presiding  influence  of  magistrates  in  her 
Majesty's  commission  of  the  peace,  the 
Lord  Chancellor  of  Ireland  had  been  in- 
structed to  adopt  every  constitutional 
means  in  his  power  in  order  to  maintain 
inviolate  the  legislative  union  between  the 
two  countries.  When  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor had  the  satisfaction  of  learning  the 
declarations  of  her  Majesty's  confidential 
servants  in  Parliament,  he  thought  it  still 
further  necessary  to  maintain  inviolate  the 
legislative  union.  The  Lord  Chancellor 
found,  then,  notwithstanding  these  decla- 
rations, which  were  so  notorious,  and  had 
given  such  general  satisfaction,  that  ma- 
gistrates continued  to  preside  at  these  re- 
peal meetings,  and  to  call  them  together ; 
and  these  magistrates  were  not  drivellers, 
but  must  have  known  (what  was  notorious 
to  the  public)  that  which  passed  in  both 
Houses  of  Parliament.  They  must  have 
known,  that  her  Majesty's  con6dential 
advisers  had  declared  it  to  be  the  deter- 
mination of  the  Government  to  maintain 
inviolate  the  legislative  union,  and  yet 
they  persevered  in  holding  these  meetings, 
which,  in  addition  to  other  circumstances 
which  proved  their  illegality,  had  a  ten- 
dency to  lead  to  outrage  in  every  case, 
and  had,  in  fact,  led  to  outrage  in  one 
remarkable  instance,  at  Clones.    Aa  the 


people  of  the  country  were  divided  in 
opinion  on  this  question,  these  meetings 
were  calculated  to  lead  to  outrage  in  every 
case  ;  and  if  lives  were  lost,  those  would 
be  liable  to  the  consequences  who  had 
called  the  meetings  together  which  had 
occasioned  such  a  misfortune.  Under 
these  circumstances,  it  became  the  duty 
of  the  Lord  Chancellor  to  give  a  check  to 
these  meetings,  by  letting  the  magistrates 
know  who  called  together  and  presided  at 
meetings  calculated  to  lead  to  outrage  and 
disorder,  that  they  were  not  fit  to  be 
trusted  with  the  preservation  of  the  public 
peace,  the  more  particularly  after  the  no- 
toriety of  the  declaration,  that  it  was  the 
determination  of  the  Crown  to-  maintain 
inviolate  the  legislative  union.  It  was 
the  Lord  Chancellor's  duty,  then,  to  take 
measures  to  prove  to  the  magistrates,  that 
they  could  not  remain  in  the  commission 
of  the  peace  if  they  presided  at,  or  pro- 
moted, such  meeting^.  Under  these  cir- 
cumstances he  conceived,  that  the  Lord 
Chancellor  was  entirely  justified  in  the 
course  he  had  taken,  and  if  the  noble 
Marquess  should  call  for  (he  papers,  which 
he  understood  were  to  be  produced  in 
another  place,  he  should  have  no  objec- 
tion to  lay  them  on  the  Table  of  the 
House  ;  but  he  could  not  allow  the  impu- 
tation thrown  out  against  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor of  Ireland  to  remain  unanswered. 

The  Earl  of  Olengall  merely  wished  to 
correct  an  error  which  his  noble  Friend 
opposite  had  inadvertently  fallen  into  with 
respect  to  the  letter  of  the  Lord  Chancellor 
of  Ireland.  It  was  evident,  from  the  con- 
tents of  the  document  read  by  his  noble 
Friend,  that  this  was  the  third  letter  on 
the  subject.  The  Lord  Chancellor  first 
wrote  to  Lord  Ffrench.  To  this  there 
was  a  reply  from  that  noble  Lord,  and  the 
letter  read  by  his  noble  Friend  was  evi- 
dently an  answer  to  that.  This  showed 
that  the  proceeding  with  respect  to  Lord 
Ffrench  had  not  taken  place  without  no- 
tice. 

Lord  Campbell  mBS  more  and  more  con- 
vinced, from  every  reflection  he  could 
give  to  the  subject,  that  the  preservation 
of  the  legislative  union  was  essential  for 
the  happiness  of  England  and  Ireland. 
The  very  notion  that  Ireland  should  have 
a  separate  Legislature,  independent  of  the 
Imperial  Legislature  was  most  absurd,  and 
if  carried  into  effect  would  be  prodactire 
of  the  greatest  misery  to  both  countries. 
Under  these  circnmstancei  all  meaiota 
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neceuary  for  tbe  preiervatioD  of  the 
UuioD  would  have  his  hearty  support. 
At  the  same  time  he  felt  bound  most 
deeply  to  deplore  aod  condemn  the  dis- 
missal of  Lord  Ffrencb  on  the  grounds 
stated  in  the  letter  of  the  secretary  of  the 
Lord  Chancellor.  The  grounds  there  al- 
leged showed,  that  the  step  taken  was 
most  unjust  and  highly  inexpedient.  All 
that  was  there  charged  against  Lord 
Ffrench  was,  that  he  was  about  to  attend 
Repeal  meetings  at  Caltra  and  at  Athlooe. 
If  these  meetings  were  likely  to  be  attended 
with  the  commission  of  outrage,  and,  con- 
sequently, a  breach  of  the  peace,  there 
could  be  no  doubt  on  the  subject :  but  it 
did  not  follow  that  meetings  held  for  the 
purpose  of  petitioning  Parliament  for  a 
Repeal  of  the  Union  were  in  themselves 
illegal.  For  his  own  part,  he  denied  they 
were  so  in  themselves.  The  people  had 
a  right  to  meet  peaceably  to  petition  the 
Throne  and  the  Houses  of  Parliament  on 
any  legislative  question.  The  legislative 
union  was  enacted  by  act  of  Parliament, 
and  whether  right  or  wrong  was  not  the 
question?  Could  it  not,  he  would  ask, 
be  repealed  by  act  of  Parliament  ?  He 
deeply  regretted  the  agitation  on  this  sub- 
ject. He  should  rejoice  to  see  any  mea- 
sure— any  constitutional  measure — for  its 
repression ;  but  such  a  step  as  had  been 
taken  by  the  Lord  Chancellor  had  only 
the  effect  of  irritating  and  provoking,  and 
of  rendering  the  agitation  more  mischiev- 
ous and  formidable.  He  apprehended, 
that  there  might  be  meetings  lawfully  as- 
sembled to  petition  for  the  Repeal  of  the 
Union ;  and  a  magistrate,  if  he  attended 
them,  was  unconstitutionally  dismissed 
from  the  commission,  unless  he  had  done 
something  which  rendered  him  unworthy 
to  be  trusted  with  tbe  administration  of 
justice.  Was  it  to  be  said,  that  merely 
attending  a  public  meeting,  when  no  fio* 
kition  of  the  peace  was  likely  to  take 
place,  was  an  illegal  proceeding.  But  he 
had  the  high  authority  of  Lord  Chancellor 
Sugden  for  saying,  that  meetings  might 
be  held  to  petition  for  a  Repeal  of  the 
Union,  without  their  being  illegal.  That 
was,  that  yer  se  the  discussion  of  the  Re- 
peal  of  the  Union  was  not  illegal.  He 
referred  to  this  opinion  without  the  slight- 
est description  of  disrespect  to  the  most 
learned  lawyer  who  now  administered 
the  law  iu  Ireland  with  great  patience  and 
impartiaUty,  to  the  general  satisfaction  of 
the  profession  and  the  puhUc  ia  thai  cooii- 


try.  He  had  the  ?ery  high  avIlMirilY  «ff 
that  learned  person  for  declaring  tMlp 
previous  to  the  declarations  that  bad 
made  in  both  Houses  of  Pariiameal, 
to  the  expression  of  opinion  that  had 
attributed  to  her  Majesty,  there 
thing  illegal  in  attending  these 
It  must  be  in  the  recollection  of 
noUe  Lords,  that  in  1834,  a  aotioii  ««i 
made  in  the  House  of  Commoos  tot  itm 
Repeal  of  the  Legislative  Union  faetMW 
England  and  Ireland,  which  was  njeelid 
by  an  overwhelming  majority.  Then  hod 
also  been  a  motion  made  in  that  Hooao  m 
the  year  1713,  for  the  Repeal  of 
Union  between  Scotland  and 
which  was  only  lost  by  a  majority  of 
in  that  House.  There  was  notliiog  iUsMli 
nor  had  it  ever  been  held,  that  he  (ail 
heard  of,  that  there  was  any  thing  illrgal 
in  either  of  these  motions.  There 
tainly  might  be  a  law  OMde  to 
it  sedition,  or  e?en  high  treason,  to 
pose  or  to  meet  for  the  porpore  of 
petitioning  for  a  Repeal  of  the  Unii 
Such  a  law  would  be  a  most  inex[ 
measure ;  but  until  there  was  such  a  .w, 
it  could  not  be  considered  any  Tiolatkm  of 
tlie  law  to  meet  for  the  purpose  of 
tioning  for  the  repeal.  If  that  was  ill 
why  was  it  not  declared  ao  long  agot 
Why  were  not  some  measures  taken  !• 
punish  those  who  violated  the  lav.  Bg| 
he  took  upon  himself  to  sa^,  that  to  mmH 
for  the  purpose  of  petitionmg  for  tho  SBr 
peal  of  the  union,  was  not  a  f  ioiatioii  of 
the  law.  If  that  were  the  case,  did  Iho 
declarations  of  the  Minbters  in  the  tut 
Houses  of  Parliament  alter  the  qnaU^  of 
tbe  act  ?  Without  resorting  to  tho 
nical  objection  urged  by  the  noUe 
quess  near  him,  that  the  magiatratea  hi 
Ireland  might  not  know  of  these  deeloi% 
tions,  he  would  ask  dki  these  dcclarationi 
render  illegal  that  which  was  before  Iqiril 
Ministers  might  declare  it  unlawful  lo  holi 
meetings  to  oppose  their  measures ;  thif 
might  have  declared  that  I  he  relief  of  iho 
Roman  Catholic  subjects  of  the  raohl 
from  disabilities  would  be  a  violataoBof 
the  constitution  ;  and  that  Protestant  mt 
cendancy  was  necessary  to  preaervn  ikB 
integrity  of  the  empire.  But  if  such 
clarations  had  been  made,  would  it 
been  unlawful  after  that  to  meet  far  Iho 
purpose  of  petitioning  for  Catholic 
cipation?  The  present  Minister  had 
clared,  in  another  place,  that  he 
slaod  by  tbe  Reform  BilL    WoaldJI 
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be  unlawful  to  meet  to  petition  that  the 
Reform  Bill  might  be  repealed,  and  all  the 
rotten  boroughs  restored  to  the  privilege 
of  sending  Members  to  Parliament?     He 
apprehended    that,    notwithstanding  the 
declarations  of  Ministers,  there  would  be 
no  illegality  in   meeting  to  petition  for 
these  objects.     He  now  came  to  the  de- 
claration of  the  Ministers  of  the  Crown, 
and  he  must  say,  that  according  to  all  his 
notions  of  the  constitution  of  Great  Bri- 
tain, that  declaration  was  highly  irregular 
—not  on  the  ground  that  it  tended  to 
influence  the  debate  or   decision  of  the 
House  on  any  pending  subject,  but  on  the 
ground  that  it  was  the  declaration  of  the 
personal  opinion  of  the  Sovereign,    for 
which  the  Minister  was  not  responsible. 
It  was  totally  different  in  principle  from 
the  answer  made  by  King  William  to  the 
address  of  both  Houses,  which  was  most 
constitutional,  the  Ministers  being  respon- 
sible for  it,  and  liable  to  be  impeached  for 
anything  improper  in  it.     But  the  decla- 
ration to  which  he  now  referred,  though, 
no  doubt,  conveying  the  sentiments   of 
their  gracious  Sovereign  on  the  subject  of 
repeal  (sentiments  sesponded  to  by  all  the 
community  in  this  country,  and  by  a  ma- 
jority,  he  trusted,  in   Ireland),  was  an 
irregular  proceeding  in  a  constitutional 
point  of   view,  and  might   form  a  bad 
precedent  for  introducing  the    (lersonal 
opinion  of  the  Sovereign  with  respect  to 
subjects  on  which  the  public  were  divided. 
It  was  clearly  meant  to  be  the  personal 
opinion  of  the  Sovereign,  because  Sir  R. 
Peel  intimated  his  own  opinion  ;  and  the 
noble   Duke  opposite  had  declared  the 
opinion  of  the  Ministers;   and  then,  in 
addition,  they  had  the  opinion  and  perso- 
nal determination  of  the  Sovereign  ex- 
pressed.    This  was  highly  irregular  and 
unconstitutional,  and  calculated  to  lead  to 
the  most  dangerous  consequences,  by  way 
of  precedent.     But  was  it  a  leason,  be- 
cause such  a  declaration  was  made,  that 
magistrates  should  afterwards  be  removed 
from  the  commission  of  the  peace  for  at- 
tending repeal  meetings?     Couid  it  be 
doubted,  that  before  these  declarations 
were  made  the  personal  opinion  of  the 
Crown,  was  in  favour  of  the  legislative 
union,  and  that  the  r^ht  hon.  Baronet  in 
the  other  House,  and  the  noble  Duke  op- 
posite, were  determined  to   support  that 
union  by  all  constitutional  means  ?     He, 
therefore,  submitted  that  tbt  declarations 
made  in  the  two  Homes  jpf  farliiune^ 


fmrmed  no  additional  reason  for  the  dis-» 
missal  of  magistrates ;  and  be  deeply 
regretted  the  grounds  on  which  that  step 
had  been  taken.  He  also  thought  it  an 
inexpedient  step  in  itself.  It  was  neither 
a  system  of  conciliation  nor  coercion  ;  but 
rather  one  of  irritation  and  provocation* 
Why  should  an  act  be  done  which  would 
not  lessen  the  inflnence  of  the  party 
against  whom  it  was  directed?  So  far 
from  proving  a  degradation,  it  won  Id  be 
looked  upon  by  the  people  in  a  contrary 
light,  and  on  these  grounds  he  considered 
the  course  which  had  been  pursued  unad- 
visable  and  improper.  If  by  conciliation 
order  could  not  be  preserved,  then  let  a 
rigorous  and  firm  course  be  resorted  to, 
but  irritation  should  be  avoided,  as  it  only 
tended  to  produce  a  vindictive  feeling,  and 
to  add  to  the  power  of  those  against  whom 
it  was  directed. 

The  Duke  of  Wellington^  in  explanatk)n, 
said,  that  her  Majesty's  name  had  been 
used  in  connexion  with  her  Majesty's  re- 
ference to  the  declaration  of  her  royal  pre- 
decessor, a  circumstance  which  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  appeared  to  overlook, 
but  which  made  a  material  distinction. 
He,  in  speaking  of  the  dismssais  fivm 
the  magiitracy,  referred  not  only  to  the 
notoriety  of  the  declarations  which  had 
been  made  in  Parliament,  but  also  lo  the 
tendency  to  outrage  which  was  likely  to 
be  the  result  of  such  immense  assemblages* 

The  Earl  of  CkarLmlie  said,  tbatwben 
his  noble  Friend  opposite  expressed  his 
fears  that  these  disnussals  might  establish 
a  dangerous  precedent,  he  could  aseure 
him  that  there  was  no  fear  of  their  ao 
doing,  lor  if  there  was  any  precedent  of 
the  sort  it  had  already  been  established 
by  the  late  Miniatry.  That  Miai«try  had 
deprived  Colonel  Verner  of  the  oommis- 
sioa  of  the  peace,  because  that  geatleman 
had  at  a  private  party  drunk  a  toast  which 
it  was  supposed  was  calculated  to  pnaduoe 
feeliAgs  of  irritation  amongst  those  who 
were  opposed  to  him  in  politics.  They 
also  dismissed  Mr.  Blacker,  because  tbat 
gentleman's  wife,  on  the  12th  of  July, 
thought  fit  to  wear  an  orange  riband.  It 
was  clear,  then  that  no  precedent  co|dd 
be  established  by  the  dismissal  of  Lord 
Ffrench  or  the  other  magistMtes.  He 
would  not  enter  into  the  question  ot  the 
legality  of  those  -meetings.  His  noble 
Friend  had  spoken  of  Um  tranquillity  of 
those  meetings,  and  he  woidd  fhdmit  that 
n^  actual  opMBi  bad4«ken  pUioei  eauapl; 
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what  occurred  at  Cloneti  and  the  unfor* 
tunate  accident  at  Cashel.  But  though 
there  was  no  actual  breach  of  the  peace, 
was  it  nothing  that  the  minds  of  the 
peaceable  and  well-disposed  of  all  ranks, 
of  all  classes,  and  of  all  creeds,  were  kept 
in  a  state  of  terrified  suspense  and  fear  as 
to  the  result  of  the  present  proceedings  in 
Ireland  ?  When  the  people  of  Clonmel 
were  roused  from  their  beds  between  four 
and  five  o'clock  in  the  morning — when 
they  had  bands  of  music  playing  through 
the  streets — when,  on  looking  out  at  their 
windows,  they  beheld  an  awful  mob  pa- 
rading through  the  town,  at  whose  mercy 
they  felt  themselves  placed,  he  would  ask, 
whether  these  were  not  strong  grounds  for 
terror  and  alarm  ?  His  noble  Friend  (Lord 
Clanricarde)  had  alluded  to  those  who 
were  likely  voluntarily  to  withdraw  them- 
selves from  the  commission  of  the  peace. 
It  was  a  course  which  he  should  exceed- 
ingly regret  to  see  them  pursue,  and  he 
hoped  his  noble  Friend  would  exert  his 
influence  to  prevent  its  being  adopted,  as 
he  agreed  with  his  noble  Friend  that  it 
would  be  a  serious  injury.  When  those 
on  his  side  of  the  House  thought  they  bad 
a  mruch  stronger  cause  of  complaint,  that 
coubse  was  not  pursued.  No  magistrate 
w  it  drew  from  the  commission  in  the  in- 
dulgence of  private  feeling,  but  all  conti- 
nued in  the  discharge  of  their  duties  from 
patriotic  motives. 

The  Earl  of  Wicklow  regretted,  that 
before  the  letter  of  the  Lord  Chancellor 
of  Ireland  was  written  it  had  not  been 
generally  intimated  to  the  magistracy  that 
the  Government  considered  such  meetings 
as  the  letter  referred  to  dangerous,  and 
that  it  was  not  becoming  in  magistrates 
to  attend  them.  Though  he  did  not 
approve  the  wording  of  the  letter,  he  still 
thought  his  noble  Friend  opposite  had 
dealt  harshly  with  the  Lord  Chancellor, 
His  noble  Friend  had  only  taken  into 
consideration  the  case  of  Lord  Ffrench, 
and  that  was  the  only  one  then  before 
their  Lordships.  The  censure  which  his 
noble  Friend  cast  upon  the  Government 
and  the  Lord  Chancellor  of  Ireland  was 
unjust,  for  it  was  evident  that  there  must 
have  been  some  correspondence  between 
Lord  Ffrench  and  the  I«ord  Chancellor 
before  the  letter  which  his  noble  Friend 
had  read  was  written;  and  therefore  it 
would  have  been  but  just  in  his  noble 
Friend  before  he  censured  the  Lord 
Chancellor    to    have    moved    for    the 


correspondence,  which  had  taken  plAM 
If  it  appeared  from  that  correapoad— OB 
that  in  the  first  instance  the  Lori 
Chancellor  had  written  to  say,  that  al- 
tendance  at  such  meetings  would  be  a- 
becoming,  his  subsequent  proceediMi 
would  b^  perfectly  justified,  and  it  wowd 
appear  that  he  had  done  so.  The  covm 
pursued  by  his  noble  Friend  might,  is 
himself,  appear  to  be  just,  but  he  eoaU 
not  consider  it  so.  The  noble  tod  leaned 
Lord  (Lord  Campbell)  gave  an  opinion  la 
favour  of  the    legality  of   the    pranerfl 

aiawfcr 


meetings  in  Ireland.  He  was  not 
but  when  he  heard  a  noble  Lord  who  ma 
once  Attorney-general  to  the  Cmwa^ 
and  who  had  been  a  Lord  Cbancellbffi 
expres  an  opinion  calculated  to  pnifii 
so  mischievous  in  Ireland  —  when  lie 
heard  a  person,  whose  opinion 
such  high  authority,  make 
ment  which,  even  if  it  wai 
still  mischievous,  but  whkh  he  Ihon^lt 
was  totally  wrong,  he  could  not  halj^ 
feeling  surprised.  With  respect  to  m\atL 
the  noble  and  learned  Lord  had  aaid  aa  il 
the  legality  of  those  meetings,  he  wonM 
refer  to  what  had  taken  place  in  ISlAt 
when  large  and  numeroua  assemblage 
were  called  together  at  Manchester  aa^ 
other  places,  ostensibly  for  the  porpoee  Ijf 
petitioning  Parliament  for  the  repeal  If 
the  Corn-laws,  or  for  reform.  Now  Ml 
did  not  consider  these  meetings jiearly  lb 
dangerous  in  their  tendency  as  those  dUtt 
had  taken  place  recently  in  Ireland ;  bnt 
still  the  authorities  considered  themaelvii 
justified  in  dispersing  the  large  meetii|| 
which  was  assembled  at  Manchester.  Hi 
did  not  wish  to  express  any  degree  df 
approbation  as  to  the  mode  that  .wei 
adopted  to  disperse  that  meeting^.  Tin 
question,  however,  was,  whether  it  ahonM 
be  dispersed  or  not  ?  That  question  wik 
brought  to  trial.  Mr.  Hunt  and  oAdr 
persons  were  tried  for  taking  part  in  k^ 
and  were  convicted.  Now,  he  could  ttdl 
perceive  anything  dissimilar,  at  to  Hh 
character  of  such  a  meeting  as  that  whidh 
he  had  just  alluded  to  and  those  held  'k 
Ireland,  except  that  he  thought  the  lalldr 
infinitely  more  dangerous.  On  the  trifl 
of  Mr.  Hunt  the  learned  judge  who  Mn* 
sided  (Mr.  Justice  Bailey)  was  deacnlof 
to  have  spoken  as  follows: — 


"  The  learned  judge  then  proceeded  to 
to  the  evidence,  and  to  enforce  upon  the  u 
of  the  jury  that  the  main  ^nestioo  they  had  10 
try  wasi  whether  the  meetiog '^' 


1081 


Dimiiialof 


{May  30}      Lord  Ffirench  (Ireland J.    1082 


according  to  its  manner  calculated  to  produce 
terror  either  in  the  manner  in  which  it  was 
formed,  or  in  the  circumstances  that  ensued 
before  its  dispersion.  The  learned  judge  told 
the  jury  that  the  only  question  was,  whether 
the  meeting  was  calculated  to  create  alarm, 
and  they  were  not  to  say  whether  persons 
were  in  bodily  alarm.  It  was  then  stated  that 
the  marching  of  organized  bands  of  men  from 
a  distance  to  a  place  of  meeting,  attended 
with  music  and  banners,  was  in  its  nature 
illegal.  The  jury  found  the  parties  guilty, 
and  Mr.  Hunt  applied  to  the  Court  of  Kin^*s 
Bench  to  set  aside  the  verdict.  The  Lord 
Chief  Justice,  Mr.  Justice  Bailey,  Mr.  Justice 
Holroyd,  and  Mr.  Justice  Best,  all  agreed  in 
opinion  as  to  the  illegality  of  the  meeting." 

When  be  found  this  was  the  case,  might 
he  not  be  permitted  to  differ  from  the 
opinion  of  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  as 
to  the  illegality  of  the  meetings  held  in 
Ireland  ;  for  these  meetings  all  had  the 
qualities  which  Mr.  Justice  Bailey,  de- 
scribed as  being  characteristic  of  illegal 
meetings.  He  did  not  blame  her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  for  not  having  hitherto 
put  down  these  meetings,  for  that  was  a 
matter  which  must  be  inflaenced  by  con- 
siderations of  policy ;  but  there  might  be 
a  bound  beyond  which  no  government 
could  allow  matters  to  pass,  and  when 
the  danger  became  great  and  imminent, 
the  meetings  must  be  put  down*  He  had 
had  no  intention  to  take  part  in  the  dis- 
cussion, but  after  what  had  fallen  from 
the  noble  and  learned  Lord,  he  felt  bound 
to  make  some  observations. 

Lord  Campbell  begged  to  assure  the 
noble  Earl  that  he  wished  to  speak  with 
the  greatest  respect  of  the  Lord  Chancel- 
lor of  Ireland,  whose  learning  and  conduct 
he  was  sure  must  command  the  general 
admiration  of  the  House  and  the  country. 
With  respect  to  the  observation  that  the 
noble  Lord  had  made  regarding  his  short 
residence  in  Ireland,  he  would  only  say 
that  he  had  derived  this  benefit  from  it, 
namely,  to  unite  in  his  mind  the  warmest 
affections  to  that  country,  and  to  make 
him  feel  the  greatest  interest  in  its  welfare. 
As  to  the  opinion  the  noble  Earl  had 
attributed  to  him  with  regard  to  the 
legality  or  the  illegality  of  the  meetings 
recently  held  in  Ireland,  he  would  only 
say  that  he  had  given  no  opinion  himself 
on  the  subject.  He  had  merely  confined 
himself  to  the  question  as  to  whether  in 
meetings  called  to  petition  Parliament 
for  a  repeal  of  the  Union  there  was  any 
violation  of  the  law.  Now,  Lord  Ffrench 
was  dismissed  not  for  having  attended  a 


meeting,  or  for  any  things  illegal  that  he 
had  done,  but  for  having  expressed  his 
intention  to  attend  meetings  at  Cultra  and 
at  Athlone.  What  he  said  was  that  there 
was  nothing  illegal  in  itself  to  attend  a 
meeting  to  petition  the  Crown  or  the 
Houses  of  Parliament  for  the  repeal  of 
any  legislative  act. 

The  Lord  Chancellor  said  that  he  (elt 
it  to  be  his  duty  to  address  a  very  few 
words  to  their  Lordships,  after  the  obser- 
vations that  had  fallen  from  his  noble  and 
learned  Friend.  The  letter  which  had 
been  referred  to  by  the  noble  Lord  who 
introduced  the  subject,^  and  which  had 
been  animadverted  on  by  other  noble 
Lords,  was  not  on  the  Table  of  the  House, 
nor  had  he  seen  the  letter  of  the  Lord 
Chancellor  of  Ireland ;  but  a  letter  had 
been  reported  in  the  newspapers  which 
purported  to  be  a  copy  of  that  letter ;  but 
whether  it  was  authentic  or  not  he  could 
not  tell.  The  speeches  that  had  been 
made  had  reference  to  the  particular  views 
which  the  Chancellor  of  Ireland  took  with 
respect  to  the  dismissal  of  Lord  Ffrench. 
The  real  question,  however,  which  they 
ought  to  consider,  was  whether  the  Go- 
vernment of  Ireland  had  done  its  duty  in 
the  dismissal  of  these  magistrates,  for  it 
should  be  recollected  that  this  proceeding 
was  not  con6ned  to  Lord  Ffrench,  but 
extended  to  Mr.  O'Connell  and  other 
magistrates ;  and  he  wae  satisfied  that  if 
the  Government  had  not  acted  in  the  way 
in  which  they  had,  they  would  have  neg- 
lected their  duty  to  their  country  and  to 
their  Sovereign.  He  did  not  mean  to 
deny  what  his  noble  and  learned  Friend 
had  said,  that  parties  might  legally  hold 
meetings  to  petition  for  the  repeal  of  any 
particular  act  of  Parliament,  and  also  that 
whatever  opinions  might  be  expressed  in 
either  or  both  Houses  of  Parliament,  or 
by  members  of  her  Majesty's  Government, 
would  not  of  itself  render  a  meeting 
illegal,  or  justify  the  dismissal  of  magis- 
trates for  attending  it.  But  could  they 
shut  their  eyes  to  what  had  been  going  on 
around  them  for  the  last  two  months? 
Could  they  have  been  ignorant  of  the 
nature  and  extent  of  the  meetings  that 
had  been  held  week  af^er  week  in  Ireland  ? 
Were  they  not  all  fully  aware  that  these 
meetings  bad  been  attended  by  from  two 
to  three  hundred  thousand  persons,  at 
which  the  most  exciting  and  inflammatory 
speeches  were  made,  and  could  any  man 
tell  him  that  such  meetings  were  not  ille- 
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gal  ?  Every  meeting  which  was  danger- 
ous to  the  public  peace  was  illegal ;  and 
no  lawyer  in  the  land  would  give  an  opi- 
nion to  the  contrary.  He  would  ask 
noble  Lords  to  look  to  the  situation  of 
Ireland,  and  to  say  whether  such  meetings 
were  not  dangerous  to  the  public  peace. 
But  he  might  be  told  that,  although  these 
meetings  were  dangerous  to  the  public 
peace,  they  were  attended  by  these  magis- 
trates with  the  view  of  exercising  their 
control  and  influence ;  but  these  persons, 
be  it  recollected,  were  appointed  to  the 
com.nission  of  the  peace  with  the  view  of 
preserving  the  peace.  Oh,  but  his  noble 
and  learned  Friend  exclaimed,  would  you 
prevent  magistrates  attending  these  meet- 
ings to  preserve  order — but  did  they  do 
so?  On  the  contrary,  was  it  not  notorious 
that  they  attended  these  meetings  to  pro- 
mote agitation,  and  to  excite  the  passions 
of  the  people ;  and  when  two  or  three 
hundred  thousands  of  persons  were 
present,  under  the  circumstances  under 
which  these  meetings  were  held,  who 
could  tell  what  might  be  the  effect  of  any 
accidental  circumstance?  He  would 
therefore  say,  that  the  persons  whose  duty 
it  particularly  was  to  preserve  the  public 
peace  in  Ireland,  having  neglected  their 
duty  as  magistrates,  it  became  the  duty 
of  the  Government  immediately  to  dismiss 
them  from  the  commission  of  the  peace. 
**0h  but,''  said  his  noble  and  learned 
Friend,  ''you  gave  them  no  notice  of 
your  intention ;  you  did  not  tell  them  not 
to  attend  such  meetings."  His  answer  to 
this  was,  that  if  they  were  not  fully  aware 
that  such  meetings  must  be  illegal,  they 
were  not  fit  for  the  situations  which  they 
held,  and  they  must  be  as  liable  to  be 
punished  for  attending  and  taking  part  in 
the  proceedings  in  such  places  as  any 
other  description  of  persons.  He  had  not 
merely  communicated  with  his  noble  and 
learned  Friends  in  that  House  on  the  sub- 
ject, but  with  other  persons  standing  high 
in  the  profession  of  the  law,  who  all  told 
him  that  it  was  hardly  possible  that  there 
could  be  a  meeting  of  two  hundred  thou- 
sand persons  held  which  could  be  legal. 
Such  an  assembly  must  almost  necesarily 
be  attended  with  danger  to  the  public 
|)cace,  and,  above  all,  when  it  was  a  poli- 
tical meeting,  and  when,  in  consequence 
of  the  inflammatory  speeches  which  were 
made  at  it  the  greatest  excitement  prevail- 
ed. He  found,  also,  that  the  leader  at  ihose 
meetings  said  that,  by  merely  holding  up 


his  hand,  he  oould  get  one  of  these  meeu 
ings  of  hundreds  of  thousands  of  penow 
instantly  to  disperse.  He  wouU  tt^y 
what  might  be  the  efTect  if  this  pereoa't 
hand  were  held  up  for  another  purpote  t 
He  would  refer  to  what  had  taken  piMS 
within  a  few  years  ago  in  Ireland.  Hm 
would  remind  noble  Lords  that  at  the 
period  he  alluded  to  a  noble  Lord  of  the 
highest  character  was  Lord  Chancellor  of 
Ireland,  and  that  noble  person  refaiod 
to  place  a  gentleman  in  the  commission  of 
the  peace  for  only  sanctioning  the  pro* 
position  for  the  repeal  of  the  Union.  Ho 
found  this  proceeding  took  plaee  with  iho 
sanction  of  persons  of  the  highest  aatho- 
rity  connected  with  the  late  Goveromont. 
In  the  present  case  the  Government  h%d 
to  deal,  not  merely  with  those  who  hido* 
tioned  the  proposition  for  repeal,  hot 
those  who  were  its  popular  advocates  aft 
public  meetings,  held  under  the  ttato  of 
excitement  which  he  had  described.  Ho 
maintained  that  they  had  the  sanctioa  of 
the  noble  Lord  for  the  course  which  thof 
had  taken.  But  they  required  no  aaoo- 
tion — they  required  the  authority  of  no 
man — they  said,  and  no  man  would  doahft 
it,  that  these  persons,  acting  in  the  moiH 
ner  in  which  they  had  dona,  bad  adod 
inconsistent  with  the  dischar|;e  of  Ihoir 
duties  as  magistrates — that  it  was  mH 
necessary  to  give  them  any  notice  of  the 
course  to  be  taken  by  the  OovenuMSft, 
and  that  in  this  instance  the  GoveraoMttl 
had  not  only  acted  in  the  proper  eioea* 
tion  of  their  authority,  but  that  if  iIm 
had  neglected  to  take  the  coiirie  whiw 
they  had  adopted,  they  would  not  havo 
discharged  their  duty  to  the  Queen,  or  lo 
the  country. 

I^rd  Coiimham  was  somewhat  i 
at  the  observations  of  his  noble  and 
Friend  on  the  Woolsack,  who  said  that  ho 
was  not  aware  of  the  authenticity  of  tho 
letters  which  had  been  so  freqnently  ol« 
luded  to,  except  from  the  public  papow, 

laa  aaUri 


flis  noble  and  learned  Friend  hi 
that  meetings  of  this  sort  could  not  lo* 
gaily  take  place.  He  (Lord  CoUenhoM) 
was  not  about  to  discuss  the  legality  op 
illegality  of  the  meetings.  They  knew  woll 
that  meetings  ostensibly  of  a  periactly 
legal  and  proper  character  might  beeooao 
illegal  from  tho  manner  in  which  th^ 
were  conducted,  and  he  should  therefeoo 
abstain  fnnn  giving  any  opinion  upon  Um 
legality  of  those  ni«*etingS|  ^f'^iitft  Um 
facts  of  the  case  were  not  befove 
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They  were,  however,  oetensiUjf  called  for 
a  l^al  purpoae,  and  could  only  become 
illegal  from  somelhing  which  happened  at 
the  lime  —  from  lomething  which  might 
excite  public  terror  —  or  from  its  being 
intended  to  produce  some  illegal  effect 
His  noble  Friend  had  stated,  that  the 
alarm  which  preFailed  through  the  ooun* 
try,  and  which  had  been  produced  by 
iliese  meetings,  made  it  the  bounden 
duty  of  the  Government  to  dismiss  all 
magistrates  who  might  attend  those 
meetings.  He  would  not  enter  into  the 
discussion  of  this  part  of  the  case  now, 
but  he  begged  to  say  that  if  that  were 
so,  the  Irish  government  had  been  guilty 
of  a  gross  dereliction  of  duty ;  because 
these  were  meetings,  not  of  yesterday^ 
but  of  long  continuance — which  had  been 
attended  by  magistrates,  and  which  ma- 
gistrates had  not  been  dismissed.  They 
had  the  highest  authority  on  this  point, 
because  they  had  that  of  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor of  Ireland  himself.  That  learned 
person  stated  in  his  letter,  that,  in  his 
opinion,  magistrates  ought  to  have  op- 
portunities of  stating  their  opinions  on 
public  affairs;  he  stated,  that  that  was 
a  wholesome  practice;  consequently  the 
Lord  Chancellor  of  Ireland  had  been  of 
opinion  that  they  might  attend  in  order  to 
state  their  opinions.  Why,  then,  did  the 
Lord  Chancellor  of  Ireland  alter  his  course 
in  the  case  of  Lord  Ffrench  ?  Not  be- 
cause Lord  Ffrench  had  attended  any 
meeting — that  was  not  the  language  held 
by  the  Lord  Chancellor  }  but  because  Lord 
Ffrench  had  stated,  in  an  answer  to  a  letter 
from  the  Lord  Chancellor*  that  he  proposed 
to  attend  such  a  meeting.  Now,  that 
meeting  he  insisted  was  ostensibly  for  a 
legal  object ;  he  did  not  say  it  was  a  legal 
meeting  ultimately,  for  his  noble  and 
learned  Friend  on  the  Woolsack  had  said 
it  was  not,  but  he  said  it  was  ostensibly 
and  at  first  a  legal  meeting ;  and  yet, 
because  Lord  Ffrench  stated  his  intention 
of  attending  that  meeting,  he  was  di»- 
missed  from  the  magistracy.  Their  Lord- 
ships must  observe,  that  no  injustice  was 
done  to  the  Lord  Chancellor  of  Ireland  by 
the  view  of  the  case  which  he  and  his  noUa 
Friends  near  him  had  taken.  They  had 
only  remarked  on  the  case,  as  stated  by 
the  Lord  Chancellor  of  Ireland  himself  in 
the  letter  which  he  wrote  to  Lord  Ffrench, 
as  a  justification  of  tlie  course  he  was  pur- 
suing. It  was  true,  that  his  noble  and 
learned  Friend  on  the  Woolaaok  had  found 
out  a  justification  of  the  Loi4  Chancellor 


of  Ireland,  but  only  a  justification  which 
the  Lord  Chancellor  of  Ireland  did  not 
find  out  for  himself.  The  Lord  Chancel- 
lor of  Ireland  said,  '^  I  had  been  desirous 
that  magistrates  should  have  opportunities 
of  stating  their  opinions  in  favour  of  re- 
peal." He  did  not  say  where ;  but  he 
(Lord  Cottenham)  presumed,  that  it  must 
be  at  meetings  of  this  kind  that  they  were 
to  find  those  opportunities.  But  the  Lord 
Chancellor  of  Ireland  stated,  that  some 
change  had  taken  place.  What  was  that 
change?  Why,  that  her  Majesty's  Ministers 
had  made  certain  declarations  to  the  two 
Houses  of  Parliament.  The  Lord  Chan- 
cellor stated,  that 

^Her  Migesty's  Government  having  re- 
cently declared  in  both  Houses  of  Parliament 
their  fixed  determination  to  maintain  the 
Union,  it  becomes  the  duty  of  the  Members  of 
the  Government  to  support  that  declaration." 

Now,  from  this  one  might  almost  sup- 
pose that  the  Lord  Chancellor  of  Ireland 
had  been  in  doubt  what  step  to  take.  The 
Lord  Chancellor  did  not  state  how  he  had 
heard  of  these  declarations,  and  the  infer- 
ence was,  that  he  knew  of  them  only  by 
those  means  which  were  open  to  diose 
who  had  not  seats  in  Parliament.  He 
stated,  in  fact,  that  he  had  heard  of 
those  declarations,  and  then  said,  that  it 
was  the  duty  of  the  Members  of  the  Go- 
vernment to  support  the  resolution  that 
had  been  taken  by  her  Majesty's  Minis- 
ters here.  It  wae  true,  that  this  letter 
was  not  all  that  had  passed  on  the  OGca- 
sioa.  There  was  a  former  letter,  which 
was  not  now  before  their  Lordships— the 
letter^  namely,  in  answer  to  which  Lmrd 
Ffrench  had  stated  his  intention  of  at- 
tending the  meeting  in  question— 4ind  it 
ought  not  to  be  forgotten  that  it  was  not 
because  Lord  Ffrench  had  attended  other 
meetings  of  the  kind  which  had  gone  by, 
and  which  might  have  deserved  the  repre- 
hennon  of  the  Lord  Chancellor  of  Ireland^ 
but  because  he  had  expressed  an  intention 
of  attending  such  a  meeting  at  a  future 
day,  that  he  was  dismissed  from  the  ma^ 
gistracy.  Now,  he  must  say,  that  the 
learned  person  who  made  this  defence  for 
himself  had  been  most  unfortunate  in 
stating  his  own  defence  in  his  own  letter. 
He  did  not  say.  that  there  was  no  defence 
for  that  learned  person's  conduct,  but  he 
did  say,  that  the  trouble  which  was  taken 
to  make  the  defence  stated  In  the  letter  was 
wholly  thrown  away.  But  there  was  an- 
other point  deserving  of  their  Lordships' 
altmitioD.  This  letter  atated,  that  the  fiei. 
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peal  of  the  Union  was  a  measure^  the  carry- 
ing of  which  her  Majesty,  like  her  prede- 
cessor,  had  expressed  her  determination  to 
prevent.  Now,  there  were  certain  constitu- 
tional modes  by  which  the  Crown  commu- 
nicated with  Parliament.  The  Crown  com- 
municated with  Parliament  by  means  of  a 
Speech  from  the  Throne^  or  by  a  message, 
or  in  answer  to  an  address  of  either  House. 
These  were  the  well-known  constitutional 
means  of  communicating  with  Parliament. 
But  a  communication  made  under  these 
circumstances  did  not  convey  the  personal 
opinion  of  the  Crown ;  it  was  the  language 
of  Government  expressed  in  terms  which 
the  Crown  was  known  to  receive.  On  this 
occasion,  however^  nothing  of  tliat  kind  had 
taken  place  ;  there  was  no  speech  from  the 
Throne,  no  message,  no  answer  to  an  ad- 
dress. How  had  the  wish  of  the  Crown 
been  communicated?  If  at  all,  it  must 
have  been  by  some  use  of  the  name  of  the 
Crown^  which  was  perfectly  unconstitu- 
tional. If  any  Minister  in  his  place  in 
Parliament  were  to  get  up  and  say  that 
the  Government  had  advised  the  Crown  to 
maintain  the  Union,  that  would  be  per- 
fectly unexceptionable;  that  would  be 
constitutional  \  because  that  was  merely 
stating  that  they  had  done  what  it  was  the 
duty  of  Ministers  to  do,  viz.,  to  advise  the 
Crown ;  but  nothing  of  the  kind  was  at- 
tributed to  her  Majesty's  Ministers  in  the 
letter  of  the  Lord  Chancellor  of  Ireland ; 
but  what  fell  from  her  Majesty's  Ministers 
was  stated  as  if  it  had  come  directly  from 
the  Crown  by  way  of  message.  It  was 
true  that  William  4th  had  stated  his  de- 
termination to  maintain  the  Union,  but  in 
that  case  there  was  a  constitutional  ex- 
pression of  his  Majesty's  determination; 
here  there  was  no  such  constitutional  ex- 
pression of  a  determination  to  maintain  the 
Union,  though  the  Government  had,  as  a 
Government,  expressed  their  determination 
to  the  same  effect.  On  the  whole  he  con- 
sidered that  this  mode  of  announcing  the 
determination  of  the  Crown  was  most  un- 
constitutional and  unfortunate.  Let  it  be 
observed  that  the  Ix>rd  Chancellor  of  Ire- 
land did  not  state  that  her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment were  determinc<l  to  maintain  the 
Union,  but  that  her  Majesty  was  deter- 
mined to  prevent  the  repeal  of  it.  As  he 
had  intimated,  he  could  not  but  consider 
that,  whatever  grounds  there  might  be  to 
support  the  course  taken  with  respect  to 
the  matter  of  the  present  disci  d,  t 
had  been,  he  had  almost  saia,  a 
abstraction  of  those  grounds  fi 


of  this  letter,  while  other  gnmndt  had 
put  forward  which  n  i  lerfecdjr 
nable.  His  noble  and  u.^„ed  Friend 
referred  to  the  refusal  of  a  noble  Friend  ef 
his,  when  at  the  head  of  the  executive  ia 
Ireland,  to  appoint  magistrates  who  van 
known  to  entertain  opinions  in  &Foar  af 
Repeal,  but  it  was  quite  different  not  ta 
appoint  and  to  dismiss.  But  the  Act  vaa 
the  late  Lord-lieutenant  of  Ireland  did 
refuse  to  appoint  to  the  magistracy  on 
ground.  He  believed  the  only  case  in  wUbh 
that  noble  Lord  had  refused  to  appoint  ftr 
those  reasons  was  that  of  a  sheriff.  [A  noUa 
Lord :  "  he  stated  he  should  refuse  in  cana 
of  all  public  officers."]  The  eiPrcMJon  af 
the  noble  Lord  might  haveeztenoed  fordHr 
than  his  recollection  went,  but  at  any 
he  believed  the  only  case  in  whidi  a  iW 
was  given  was  that  of  a  sheriff  All 
had  held  the  great  seal  must  have  felt 
it  was  usually  a  matter  of  delicacy  to  4^ 
miss  a  magistrate;  it  was  ne^'er  raao  '  * 
to  except  for  strong  reasons :  but  the 
of  a  non-admission  to  the  magistracy 
very  different,  for  it  was  no  reflection 
any  particular  individual  that  he  wai 
made  a  magistrate.  In  all  he  had 
he  wished  it  to  be  kept  in  view,  that 
might  be  the  grounds  for  dismissing  LaM 
Ffrench  he  had  no  means  of  judgia|^ 
except  from  the  letter,  which  elated  thift 
the  intention  expressed  by  his  LordaUp  if 
presiding  over  such  a  meeting  conpaflel 
the  Loi^  Chancellor  to  resort  to  tfv 
measure  of  his  dismissal.  The  LordChai^ 
cellor  said,  "  You  are  determined  to 
side  at  this  meeting,  therefore  I 
you."  If  there  were  better  reeaons  tkef 
were  not  to  be  found  within  the  ' 
comers  of  the  letter ;  if  they  really 
why  were  they  not  stated  }  It 
unfortunate  that  they  were  not  stated  ; 
he  would  ask  their  Lordships  was  thia  a 
reason  for  dismissing  a  magistrate?  Ha* 
would  repeat  it  was  most  unfortunala  h' 
the  present  state  .of  Ireland  that  tkej 
should  not  have  had  the  real  reaeona  1m- 
this  step  put  forward  at  once.  The 
object  of  the  Government,  as  of  every^ 
wisher  of  the  United  Kingdom, 
repress  agitation.  Was  this  letter  liUp 
to  effect  that  object  >  If  Lord  Ffasaafc 
had  been  guilty  of  any  offence  w 
have  rendered  his  continuance  in  the 
mission  of  the  peace  disgraceful,  whj 
I    te  it  in  the  letter  ?     But  if  it 
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not  likely  to  excite  and  increase  it  ?  He 
much  feared  the  latter  would  he  the  result. 
But  if  these  meetings  were  illegal,  as  hia 
noble  and  learned  Friend  intimated,  he 
would  say,  at  least  that  no  man  could  read 
the  letter  and  not  see  that  it  was  an  au- 
thority, so  far  as  it  went,  that  they  were 
perfectly  legal ;  moreover,  no  steps  had 
been  taicn  to  repress  them  ;  and  the  only 
reason  for  the  change  in  the  policy  of  the 
Irish  Government  seemed  to  be,  that  the 
noble  Duke  and  the  right  hon.  Baronet  in 
the  other  House  had  communicated  some- 
thing which,  as  a  matter  of  informatioD, 
the  Lord  Chancellor  of  Ireland  appeared 
not  to  know  otherwise  than  through  the 
ordinary  means  of  intelligence.  However, 
his  noble  and  learned  Friend  on  the  Wool- 
sack had  entirely  thrown  over  that  learned 
person,  and  put  the  defence  on  the  general 
ground  of  the  importance  of  dismissing 
magistrates  who  attended  meetings  of  an 
illegal  character  or  tendency.  With  these 
remarks,  he  should  leave  the  matter  in  the 
hands  of  their  Lordships. 

The  Lord  Chancellor  never  meant  to 
say  that  refusing  to  appoint  was  the  same 
thing  as  dismissing  a  magistrate ;  he  had 
argued  from  the  refusal  of  the  late  Lord 
Lieutenant  to  appoint  to  the  magistracy 
persons  known  to  hold  repeal  opinions, 
that  their  Lordships  might  infer  the  unfit- 
ness of  persons  who  attended  repeal 
meetings,  of  the  characler  which  he  had 
described  to  retain  the  commission  of  the 
))eace.  With  respect  to  ihe  question  of 
the  illegality  of  these  meetings,  he  believed 
that  the  Lord  Chancellor  of  Ireland 
ihonght  them  illegal,  because  he  said  in 
the  letter  that  they  tended  to  outrage, 
and  ail  meetings  tending  to  outrage  were 
illegal. 

The  Marquess  of  Lansdonme  had  con- 
curred in  the  expression  of  determination 
by  his  noble  Friend,  the  late  Lord  Lieute- 
nant of  Ireland,  to  use  the  patronage  of  the 
Crown,  so  as  not  to  encourage  the  agita- 
tion of  the  question  of  Repe^,  but  he  did 
not  understand,  and  he  did  not  believe, 
that  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  on  the 
Woolsack  understood  at  the  time,  that  his 
noble  Friend,  in  stating  that,  meant  to 
suy,  that  he  should  appoint  no  person  who 
advocated  the  Repeal  of  the  Union.  But 
it  was  true  the  noble  Earl  hud  gone,  and 
had  refused  to  appoint  a  person  as  sheriff, 
because  that  jwrson  was  irrevocably  pledged 
to  Repeal ;  but  did  the  noble  Earl  assign 
any  unfit  reason  for  the  course  which  he 
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took?  No;  he  assigned  the  reasoQ  on 
which  he  acted.  To  establish  the  species 
of  analogy  which  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  on  the  Woolsack  wished  to  establish, 
he  ought  to  have  shown,  that  the  nobte 
Earl  had  referred  to  the  proceedings  in 
Parliament,  and  to  somethmg  which  had 
been  said  there,  and  taken  that  as  the  rea- 
son for  changing  the  course  which  he  had 
formerly  held,  and  which  he  stated  he 
had  been  desirous  to  adopt ;  but  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  had  taken  the 
letter,  which  he  had  the  singular  good 
fortune  not  to  have  seen  before,  aU 
though  it  was  published  on  Saturday, 
again  on  Sunday,  again  on  Monday,  and 
again  that  morning.  fThe  Lord  Chan- 
cellor— "  I  did  not  say  I  had  not  seen  the 
printed  letter  ;  I  only  said  I  had  not  seen 
the  letter  itself."^  That  made  the  case 
stronger ;  because,  having  seen  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  could  not  defend  the 
tetter.  Why,  he  asked,  was  this  particu- 
lar meeting  fixed  upon.  Had  there  been 
no  other  such  meetings  within  the  last 
two  months,  attended  with  all  those  dr- 
cumstances  which  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  on  the  Woolsack  had  so  eloquentlv 
described,  and  had  no  magistrates  attended, 
or  taken  part  at  those  meetings,  without 
drawing  down  on  them  the  censure  of  the 
Government?  The  noble  and  learned 
Lord  on  the  Woolsack  had  stated,  that  all 
those  meetings  were  illegal,  but  that  was  a 
different  view  from  the  one  adopted  by 
the  Lord  Chancellor  of  Ireland,  for  Sir 
Edward  Sugden  held,  that  hitberto  they 
had  been  legal,  but  were  made  illegal 
from  what  had  passed  in  Parliament.  But, 
if  those  meetings  had  all  along  been  ille- 
gal, how  came  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
on  the  Woolsack  not  to  have  advised  the 
Queen  to  exercise  her  authority  to  put 
them  down,  being  illegal  as  he  had  stated  ? 
The  step  might  be  attended  with  very 
serious  consequences— consequences,  how- 
ever, on  whicli  neither  he  nor  any  noble 
Lord  near  him  was  inclined  to  express  an 
opinion  without  having  all  the  circum- 
stances of  the  case  brought  before  them 
and  well  weighed  ;  but  this  he  would  say, 
that  if  the  reasons  for  taking  such  a  step 
were  to  be  stated,  as  they  had  been  byagreat 
public  functionary,  and  that  statement  was 
to  be  sent  forth  to  the  people  of  Ireland  aa 
eKhihiting  the  real  grounds  on  which  the 
Government  were  acting  in  such  cases,  he 
could  not  agree  with  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  on  the  Woolsack,  that  it  was  imma- 
terial in  what  terms  those  grounds  were 
3N 
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(expressed.  As  tf>  the  question  of  illegality, 
lie  was  decidedly  of  opinion,  that  circum- 
stances might  arise  at  meetings  of  this 
kind  which  might  render  them  illegal ; 
and  he  was  convinced,  that  a  discretion 
was  vested  in  the  Government  to  <leter- 
niinc  when  they  l)ecame  illegal.  They 
might  have  a  tendency  to  disturb  the  public 
]»eacc,  or  violent  language  tending  to  cause 
such  disturliance  might  l>c  used  at  them  ; 
and,  beyond,  this  if  they  were  of  a  peace- 
able external  character,  there  might  be 
cinruni .stances  known  to  the  Government 
which  might  connc(!t  them  with  ulterior 
oltjects,  and  so  might  give  them  an  illegal 
(haracter,  which  it  might  be  profK^r  to  dis- 
craintenance  and  visit  with  censure.  But, 
whatevtT  the  circumstances  might  be  un- 
der which  such  intcrfcrent^e  took  place, 
the  Ciovernment  ought  to  give  some  public 
intimation  of  their  intention  to  interfere 
in  order  that  magistrates  and  other  |)or- 
Koiis  might  not  \)c  left  in  the  dark  as  to  the 
line  of  conduct  the  Government  meant  to 
pursue.  In  the  instances  referred  to  by 
the  noble  and  learned  Ix>nl,  that  appeared 
to  have  l)een  the  opinion  entertained  by 
the  late  (vovcmment,  and  cs|)ccially  by  his 
noble  Friend  who,  at  tliat  period,  occupied 
the  |)oHt  of  Lord- lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
who  plainly  intimated  the  course  which  lie 
intended  to  adopt,  so  that  no  shadow  of 
doubt  could  exist,  as  to  his  opinion,  and 
tli(>  course  he  would  follow.  The  Lord 
Chancellor  of  Ireland  did  not,  in  his  letter, 
call  in  question  the  legality  of  those  meet, 
ings;  but  tlio  reason  he  assigned  for  tlie 
removal  of  magistrates  from  the  commis- 
si nn,  was  a  declaration  which  had  been 
made  in  the  other  House  of  Parliament ; 
and  which,  as  his  noble  and  learned  Friend 
li:ul  stated,  c*ould  not  be  considere<l  as  the 
]HTsonal  declaration  of  licr  Majesty,  but 
only  as  an  intimation  of  the  determination 
ol"  lier  Majesty^H  Ministers  to  tender  cer- 
tain advice  to  her  Majesty.  No  one  irould 
supprtso,  that  that  declaratiiMi  was  intended 
to  convey  her  Majesty's  personal  intention 
to  maintain  the  Union,  contrary  to  the 
wiNh(*H  of  Parliament,  or  to  refuse  her 
rouMMit,  if  Parliauient  shouhl  act  in  so 
iinpn»ttoble  and  mischievous  a  manner  as  to 
pass  a  measure  for  the  Repeal  o(  the 
I'oion.  What  the  right  lion.  iWonet, 
whf>  made  the  declanition  inteudcMl  to  de- 
rlare  was,  undoubtedly,  that  the  Ministers 
nf  th(*('n»wn  wouhl  now,  and  |>ers<»veringlv 
ii|>on  all  iNcasions.  advise  her  Majesty 
tn  niainl'un  tlir  e\i*;tin;;  nninn.  |  l^ml 
i\  htirmliffe — *'  And  lisive  si»  advisiMl  her 
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Maicsty.*^  Sndi  a  declaration  oo  tbe 
of  her  Majesty's  Ministers,  did  not 
that  illegal  which  before  had  been  peribcUy 
legal.  It  did  not  alter  the  position  of  tibe 
Lord  Chancellor  of  Ireland  with  repaid  to 
the  administration  of  the  uowcr  vested  im 
his  hands.  He  complained,  that  the  letter 
of  the  Ijord  Chancellor  did  not  state,  as  ii 
ought,  the  grounds  upon  which  the  disnia- 
sal  of  I^>rd  Ffrench  really  took  place-— 4liBt 
it  was  in  consequence  of  the  illegality  of 
the  meetings, or  any  impropriety  oonnectad 
with  them,  which  might  have  been  oTsncli 
a  character  as  to  justify  that  peculiar  in- 
terposition which  had  lieen  exercised.  Thn 
only  reason  assigned  by  the  Lord  Chaneel* 
h)r  was  founded  upon  infonnation  dcrimd 
from  a  source  whicn  had  no  authorify,  and 
to  which  he  had  no  right  to  pay  the  ninll- 
est  attention.  He  ooncurreci  with  his  nou 
ble  Friend  in  lamenting  the  oonrse  which 
had  been  tiursued  by  the  Lord  Chanodlsr 
of  Ireland,  and  which  could  not  fail  to  be 
attended  with  the  mischicvoos  result  ef 
directing  the  attention  of  the  people  ef 
Ireland — not  to  the  law  ci  the  land,  but  to 
the  debates  in  Parliament,  from  which  to 
collect  their  notions  of  what  was  or  was 
not  legal.  He  must  say,  that  he  thoii|^ 
a  false  and  unf(»rtunate  step  had  been 
taken  in  the  case,  if  not  by  her  Majesty^ 
Government,  bv  an  individual  connertet 
with  them  by  his  official  position.  In 
tioning  the  propriety  of  these  dii 
he  pronounced  no  opinion  on  the  c 
of  the  meetings  to  which  allusion  had 
made.  He  could  not,  of  course,  be 
of  the  information  in  the  possession  of 
Majesty's  Government  on  this  subject,  i 
he  must  rcficat,  that  proceedings  wMeh^ 
in  the  first  instance— while  confined  toftir 
and  free  discussion  of  a  great  and  import* 
ant  ipiestion — were  perfectly  legal,  might, 
as  they  went  on,  assume  a  totally  diffbnot 
character  and  call  for  the  interfemneo  if 
the  authorities. 

f xird  Wharvcliffe  thought  it  wonM  hOTi 
been  lielter  had  the  noble  ManMOA 
(Clanricardr)  who  introduced  the  subfaoi 
moved  for  the  production  of  the  eofff 
$|K>n(iencc  relative  to  it  before  goings  $m 
a  discussion  on  tbe  question.  Allash 
had  been  made  to  the  dfclaration  wUdl^- 
a  short  lime  ago,  was  made  in  the  oChiV 
House  of  rarhamt'nt  by  the  First  Lord^f 
the  Treasury,  and  which  had  since 
rise  (o  coiisitlcrablc  comment  and 
v.ition.  Now  what  did  the  ri|;ht 
Harnofl  say  nn  that  (HTSsion?  The  iMit 
hon.  Ujroiiet  «nid,  as  he  underMood— n^ 
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not  having  heard  the  statement  himself, 
he  obtained  his  information   fVom  those 
sources  from   which   all  their  Lordships 
derived   their  knowledge  of  the  proceed" 
ings  in  the  other  Hoase — the  right  hon. 
Baronet  then  said  that  he  was  authoriicd 
by  her  Majesty  to  declare  that  she  would 
adhere  to  a  certain  declaration  which  had 
been  made  by  her  Majesty's  royal  prede- 
cessor.    Now  the  right  hon.  Baronet  could 
only  mean,    in   making  that  statement, 
that  he  had  advised  her  Majesty  to  allow 
him  to  make  that  declaration  on  her  Ma. 
jesty's  part.      Undoubtedly  the   Govern- 
ment were  responsible  for  that  declaration. 
It  was  not  the  statement  of  the  personal 
determination   of  her   Majesty,   but  the 
declaration  of  the  determination   of  the 
Government.    With  respect  to  the  attend- 
ance of  magistrates  at  those   meetings, 
several  noble  Lords  opposite  had  said  that, 
up  to  a  recent  period,  the  Government 
considered  such  meetings  to  be  legal,  and 
took  no  notice  of  them.     But  noble  Lords 
must  be  aware  that  many  illegal   acts 
were  committed,  especially  during  periods 
of  agitation,  which   it  might  not  be  advis- 
able to  notice  in  the  first  instance;  but 
circumstances  might  render  interference 
requisite,  and  if,  when  the  necessity  for 
such  interference  arose,  the  Government 
shrank   from  exercising  the  power   they 
possessed,  they  neglected  their  duty  to 
the  Crown  and  to  th«  country.    It  was 
undoubtedly  a  fact  that,  before  the  dis- 
missal of  Lord  Ffrench,  many  meetings 
were  held  in   Ireland,  which,  from  the 
number  of  persons  attending  them,  and 
from  the  nature  of  the  proceedings,  could 
not  be  considered  legal  and  eonstitutiona! 
assemblies ;  but  no  interference  took  place 
until  those  meetings  assumed  a  character 
which,  he  thought,   no  one  would  deny 
threatened  the  peace  of  Ireland.     It  was 
very  easy  to  say  that  those  meetings  were 
convened  for  a  legal  object.     He  admitted 
that  to  be  the  case;  but  an  assemblage  of 
1 00.000  or  200.000  persons  was  ctlculaled 
to  alarm  her  Majesty's  peaceable  subjects, 
and  he  was  surprised  that  breaches  of  the 
peace    had  hitherto    been   avoided.     A 
meeting  of  this  nature  was  recently  held 
at  Cork,  which  it  was  computed  was  at- 
tended by  from  1 50,000  to  200,000  per- 
sons, to  ihe  great  alarm  of  the  citizens. 
Surely,  it  could  not  be  necessary,  for  any 
If^al  purpose  to  collect  persons  in  such 
numbers  from  all  parts  of  Ireland  ?    Such 
meetings  could  be  assembled  only  for  the 


purposes  of  agitation,  and  they  were  cal- 
culated  to  excite  the  utmost  alarm  and 
apprehension  in  the  minds  of  the  peace- 
able portion  of  the  community.  He  cer- 
tainly thought  that  the  Government  would 
not  discharge  their  duty  if  they  refrained 
from  dismissing  any  magistrate  who  at- 
tended meetings  of  this  nature,  and  he 
was  fully  prepared  to  take  his  share  of  the 
responsibility  of  such  a  course.  Any 
magistrate  who  attended  such  meeting^*— 
even  though  the  purpose  for  which  they 
were  convened  might  be  perfectly  legal — 
could  not  be  aware  of  his  duty  as  a  ma- 
gistrate, and  was  unfit  to  remain  in  the 
commission  of  the  peace.  That  was  his 
opinion-^an  opinion  by  which  he  was 
prepared  to  abide.  He  hoped  that  what 
haci  passed  during  this  discussion  would 
not  be  without  its  efiect  out  of  doors,  ft 
would  be  seen  that  the  Government  had 
taken  upon  themselves  the  responsibility 
of  the  dismissal  of  these  magistrates;  and 
that  they  were  determined— a  determina- 
tion in  which  be  believed  they  were  sup- 
ported by  the  public  feeling*— to  maintain 
the  union  of  the  two  countries. 

The  Marquess  of  Cianriearde  in  reply, 
admitted  that  his  motion  so  far  as  regarded 
its  form,  was  open  to  the  observations 
which  had  been  made  by  the  noble  Lord 
who  had  last  spoken,  but  he  had  felt  that 
any  delay  upon  tach  a  subject  would  be 
most  unwise,  and  he  had,  therefore,  sub. 
mitted  his  motion  to  the  House  in  a  hur- 
ried and  perhaps  insufficient  manner.  He 
confessed,  however,  that  he  was  glad  that 
he  had  brought  the  motion  before  the 
House,  for  he  believed  that  the  discussion 
which  had  taken  place  would  not  be  With* 
out  its  good  effects  upon  the  public  mind. 
He  had  endeavoured  to  avoid  the  discus- 
sion of  the  general  question  of  dismissing 
magistrates,  and  to  confine  his  observa- 
tions on  the  contents  of  the  letter  of  the 
learned  Lord  Chancellor  of  Ireland,  and  he 
must  repeat  that  both  the  time  of  writ- 
ing that  letter  and  its  contents  were  most 
unfortunate.  As  the  papers  for  which  he 
moved  had  been  granted  in  the  other 
House,  he  presumed  there  would  be  no 
opposition  to  his  motion. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Their  Lordships  adjourned  at  half  past 
nine  o'clock. 

HOUSE  OF  COMMONS, 
Tuesday,  May  30,  1 843. 

MiiruTi8.1    Bills.     PuhHc^^i*   SOmm  Fiiberics;  Ai- 
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Koed  Taxes;  Coalwhippcnt  Woollen,  etc.  Manufoc- 
tures. 

primtr. — 1"-   Ilnlboath  and  Lochgclly  Railway. 

S"  Wation's  Divorce;  Marypo'^  ^^  Carlisle  Railway, 
(No.  3). 

JI«por/(Yf.— Saltcoatii  Harbour;  Chalgrovc  ludosure;  Lc»- 
mington  Priors  Improvement  and  Market;  North  Esk 
RcHcrvoir ;  Banlney,  etc.  Drainage;  Lagan  Navigation  j 
Rallodincy  Railway. 

3"-  and  paued : — Lough  Foylc  Drainage. 
PrrmoNH  Prrhbmtkd.  Ry  McMrs.  Gisbomc,  G.  Rcrke- 
Icy,  Strutt,  TancreiU  Jaron,  Divett.  Riranlo,  Rlewitt, 
Hume,  M.  J.  O'Connell.  Aglionby,  M.  Gibson,  T.  Dun- 
combe,  AUIam,  and  Hindley,  liOrds  C  Manners,  J. 
Uiuiflcll,  and  Duncan,  Dr.  Dowring,  Sir  H.  Fleetwood, 
and  Sir  T.  Colebrooke,  from  an  Immense  number  of 
places,  against  the  Factories  RilL — Ry  Mr.  Divott.  fttmi 
F.  it.  Farrant,  ag^nst  the  Inoomc-tax. — Ry  Mr.  F.  Egcr- 
ton,  fn)m  Stockport,  againxt  the  Uniim  of  the  Sees  of  St. 
Asaph  and  Rangor. — Ry  Mr.  V.  Round,  and  Mr.  Rennett, 
fVom  three  places,  againAt  the  (Tanada  Com  Rill. — Ry 
I^ird  J.  Russell,  ftora  the  I.4mdon  University,  for  some 
Improvement  in  the  Ecclesiastical  CourU  RilL— From 
Newbury  Union,  against  the  Poor-law  Amendment  Rill. 
— I'Yom  Chairman  of  Meeting  at  Montrose,  for  Inquiry 
into  the  case  of  Robert  Peddie.  a  Political  IMsoncr. — Ry 
Mr.  Ferrand,(yom  Kcightlcy,  in  favour  of  the  Waste  I.ands 
Alk)tincnt  Rill.-  -Ry  Mr.  Hume,  fWim  the  Shipowners  of 
Montrose,  .igainst  the  Charges  made  for  R«M»ns,  and 
against  being  compelled  to  take  Pilots  on  board  their 
Vessels.— Ry  Mr.  Gisbomc  fVom  Nottingham,  and  Mr. 
S.  Crawford,  fh)m  Abbeylcix  Union,  for  the  Repeal  of 
the  Union. — From  Ranbury  and  Rirmingham,  for  Carry* 
ing  out  Rowland  HilPs  Plan  of  Post-office  Reform. — From 
Chairman  of  Meeting  at  Kingston-upon-HuU,  for  Mitiga- 
tion of  Punishment  of  Thomas  Cooper  and  others. — From 
Puddington,  for  Establishing  Home  Colonies. — Fnnn 
Athboy,  for  Encouragement  of  the  Church  Education 
Society's  Schools. — From  Holme  Rridge,  in  fiivour  of 
Infant  Schoob.— Fn)m  Chilthome,  Domer,  against  any 
further  Grant  to  Maynooth  ('oUege,  and  for  the  RcpcM 
of  the  Roman  Catholic  Relief  Act. 
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therefore  it  was  deemed  reqaitite  tiMt  • 
small  number  of  ten-gun  hn%%  shoald  te 
fitted  out  and  despatched  lo  the'  AM 
station.  At  the  same  time  be  moat 
serve,  that  the  crews  were  not  to 
of  the  full  complement  of  eighty 
but  were  modified,  in  point  of  numbera.  to 
suit  the  limited  accommodationt  of  ihe 
vessels. 


Tkn-Gun  Brigs.]  Captain  F.Berkeley 
begged  to  ask  the  hon.  Member  opposite 
whether  there  was  any  foundation  for  the 
report,  that  the  Admiralty  had  issued 
orders  for  the  fitting-out  of  the  ten-gun 
brigs,  which  were  known  in  the  navy 
under  the  name  of  *'  floating  coffins,'*  for 
the  purpose  of  sending  them  out  to 
Africa,  with  a  commander  and  a  comph^- 
nicnt  of  eighty  men,  in  order  to  crui/e 
along  that  coast  on  the  slave  preventive 
service  ? 

Mr.  S.  Herbert  said,  that  the  Govern- 
ment had  formed  an  opinion  that  officers 
of  the  rank  of  lieutenants  in  the  navy 
were  not  of  a  rank  suiliciently  elevated  to 
(|iialiry  them  for  the  duties  of  a  com- 
mander on  the  African  station,  and  there- 
fore it  had  been  determined  to  send  out 
no  vessel  under  the  charge  of  an  officer  of 
lower  rank  than  that  of  a  commander  to 
cruise  on  the  slave  const,  for  the  duties 
which  were  to  bo  performed  by  that  officer 
wore  of  a  most  delicate  and  rrsponsible 
nature,  more  ])articularlY  those  which  re- 
lated to  the  boarding  oi  U^wx^w  vestsels, 
and  of  instituting  a  search  for  slaves ;  and 


Dismissal  of  Magistrates  (Ibs* 
LAND.]  Sir  D.  Roche  said,  thai  bavirif 
seen  a  declaration  in  the  morning  papcit; 
made  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet  oppotilt 
(Sir  James  Graham),  relative  to  ihe  m^ 
moval  of  several  of  the  Irish  magislratcM, 
from  the  commission  of  the  peace  in 
country,  he  felt  it  to  be  his  duty  to  in 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Secretary  if 
State  for  tha  Home  Department,  thnt  ke 
(Sir  D.  Roche)  had  attended  a  dinner  at 
which  the  question  of  the  repeal  was  die* 
cussed ;  and  having  done  so,  he  thonglft 
it  was  quite  right  that  it  should  be  k 
that  he  did  not  wish  to  remain  in  the 
mission  of  the  peace  a  moment  longer 
was  consistent  with  his  personal  dignity 
and  freedom  of  opinion  upoo  pnlilini 
topics,  such  as  that  in  question. 

Sir  J.  Graham  said,  he  should 
to  the  declaration  which  he  bad 
yesterday.  That  declaration  waa»  Ihnft'-n 
discretion  was  vested  in  the  Lord 
cellor,  and  lie  felt  quite  sore  thit 
person  would  exercise  a  wise 
in  the  consideration  of  those  ceaet  wUck 
were  brought  under  his  cognisance  ; 
learned  and  eminent  functiooarj 
sponsible  for  whatever  he  did  in  tbia 
spect,  and  he  (Sir  J.  Graham)  had  not 
slightest  doubt  but  that  he  would  be 
to  have  t}een  fully  justified  in  tboae 
wherein  his  authority  had  been  eiei 


The  Greek  Loan.]  Sir  A.  PtA  es* 
pressed  a  hope  that  the  hon.  GendnaM 
(Mr.  (vochrane)  would  withdraw  hia  M^ 
tion  for  papers  relating  to  the  diplonHtfe 
intercourse  with  the  kingdom  of 
as  it  interfered  with  the  adjourned 

Viscount  PalmerstOH  said,  to  jodgn 
the  notice,  the  motion  of  the  hon.  ~ 
was  one  of  very  great  importance, 
by  the  fact  of  the  Greek  government 
having  fulfilled  the  treaty,  by  wkiA  k 
was  bound  to  pay  the  intereat  ot^'tkm 
Knglish  loan  out  of  the  first  proeecdi  tf 
the  revenue  of  Cireece,  the  bnrtbeii' 
thrown  on  this  country  of  ptying  n 
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or  half-year's  interest  out  of  the  consoli- 
dated fund,  and  he  was  anxious  to  hear 
from  her  Majesty's  Government  what 
reasons  had  led  to  the  violation  of  the 
treaty  on  the  part  of  Greece.  He  did  not 
helieve  there  was  any  just  cause  for  that 
violation. 

Sir  R,  Peel  said,  the  failure  of  Greece 
to  fulfil  the  obligation  she  had  contracted 
did  place  this   House  in  a  new  relation 
with  respect  to  that  country,  and  gave  the 
House  a  right  to  ask  for  financial  informa- 
tion from  the  Greek  government  which 
they  would  not  have  a  right  to  require 
from  a  country  fulfilling  its  own  obliga- 
tions.    In  reply  to  the  question  the  other 
night,  he  had  stated  that  the  three  powers 
who   were  parties  to  this  obligation  bad 
met  together,   and   had  adopted  a  joint 
course,  the  consequence  of  which  was, 
that  a  communication  had  been  made  to 
the  Greek   government,  requiring  it   to 
make  provision  for  the  future  payment  of 
the  loan  out  of  its  own  resources,  and  to 
indemnify    this    country    and    the    other 
powers   for   the  temporary  advance  they 
had  made  under  the  treaty.     There  had 
been  no  opportunity  yet  of  receiving  an 
answer  from  the  Greek  government.   They 
had  wished  to  give  the  Greek  government 
a  short  interval,  to  take  the  course  which 
should  be  most  consistent  with  the  dig- 
nity of  that  monarchy.     As  soon  as  an 
answer  could  be  received  to  that  commu- 
nication, and  it  was  known  what  course 
the  government  of  Greece   intended    to 
pursue,  he  should  deem  it  to  be  his  duty 
to  submit  to  the  House  all  the  information 
he  could  obtain  on  the  financial  affairs  of 
that  country.     He   was  sure  the  House 
would  feel,  that  after  the  course  laken  by 
the  contracting  powers,  France,  Russia, 
and  England,  acting  in  the  most  cordial 
concert,  the  result  of  that  communication 
ought  to  be  known  before  he  laid  these 
papers  before  the  House.     But  while  he 
stated  this,   he   perfectly  recognised  the 
right  of  the  House  to  have  information  re- 
lative to  financial  matters  submitted  to  it 
at  the  earliest  possible  period.     With  re- 
spect to  the  protocols  from  1833,  he  had 
uot  the  slightest  objection  to  present  at 
once  any  protocols  which  had  been  signed 
by  the  powers  connected  with  the  affairs  of 
Greece  since  that  period,  with  the  excep- 
tion of  those  relating  to  the  finances  of 
Greece,  which  he  was  desirous  of  suspend- 
ing only  until  some  definite  result  was 
arrived  at* 


Mr.  B.  Cochrane  would  not  go  against 
the  sense  of  the  House  on  such  an  im- 
portant question  as  that  which  formed  the 
subject  of  the  adjourned  debate.  He 
would  therefore  postpone  his  motion. 

Viscount  Palmerston,  on  the  Order  of 
the  Day  being  read,  made  the  following 
explanation  which  he  was  before  precluded 
from  making,  by  a  point  of  form.  The 
right  hon.  Baronet,  he  said,  stated  that 
the  loan  to  Greece  was  the  act  of  the  late 
Government.  Now  the  right  hon.  Gen* 
tleman  ought  to  have  recollected  that  the 
engagement  on  the  part  of  the  three 
powers,  of  which  England  was  one,  to 
guarantee  that  loan  to  Greece,  was  an  en* 
gagement  contracted  by  the  Government 
of  1830,  of  which  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
himself  was  a  Member;  and  that  Lord 
Grey's  Government,  in  fulfilling  that  en- 
gagement, fulfilled  towards  Greece,  under 
King  Otho,  that  which  the  former  Govern- 
ment promised  to  do  towards  Greece 
under  King  Leopold.  The  only  difference 
was  this,  that  whereas  they  made  no 
specific  stipulation  as  to  the  payment  of 
the  interest  on  the  part  of  Greece,  Lord 
Grey's  Government  did  make  a  stipula- 
tion, which,  if  observed,  would  have  been 
sufficient — namely,  that  the  first  proceeds 
of  the  revenue  of  Greece  should  be  regu- 
larly applied  towards  th^  interest  of  the 
loan.  So  that,  if  that  stipulation  had 
been  fulfilled  by  Greece,  no  burthen  could 
possibly  have  been  thrown  on  the  revenues 
of  this  country. 

Arms  (Ireland)  Bill — Adjourned 
Debate.]  The  debate  on  Arms  (Ireland) 
was  resumed. 

Mr.  Ross  :  My  hon.  Friend,  the  Mem- 
ber for  Londonderry  (Mr.  Bateson)  in 
giving  in  his  adhesion  to  this  bill,  has 
gone  so  far  as  to  say,  that  no  man  ac- 
quainted with  the  present  state  of  Ireland, 
can  oppose  it  on  any  other  than  factious 
grounds.  He  will  doubtless  be  surprised 
to  find  in  the  course  of  this  debate  many 
Gentlemen  intimately  acquainted  with 
that  country,  and  above  the  suspicion  of 
being  actuated  by  factious  motives,  most 
decidedly  hostile  to  a  restriction  on  the 
common -law  right  to  bear  arms,  not 
justified  by  a  proved  necessity.  That  the 
bill  is  an  invasion  of  a  constitutional  right, 
is  admitted  by  its  authors — and  how  pre- 
cious is  that  right!  It  leaves  no  man 
defenceless  as  regards  his  person,  his 
family,  or  h^s  property,  Oo  other  grounds 
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it  is  of  inestiroable  value.  It  fosters  a 
hardy  and  warlike  spirit  in  the  nation ; 
and  this  was  in  other  days  ao  strongly  felt, 
that  Englishmen  were  not  only  permitted, 
but  by  statutory  enactments,  and  procla- 
niaiions,  enjoined  to  perfect  themselves 
in  the  use  of  arms  by  exercise,  so  that 
they  might  stand  at  all  times  prepared  to 
fight  for  their  country.  It  was  this  that 
enabled  the  Tyrolese  to  offer  a  glorious 
resistance  to  the  disciplined  armies  of 
France ;  it  was  this  that  made  Spaniard5 
formidable  in  the  war  of  independence :  it 
was  this  that  enabled  the  people  of  the 
United  States  to  oppose  to  our  tyranny  a  re- 
sistance wiiich  will  be  held  in  honour,  as 
men  shall  remember  the  great  deeds  of 
their  progenitors;  it  was  this,  that  but  the 
other  day,  checked  the  invading  hosts  of 
Russia,  and  rolled  back  the  tide  of  victory 
iVom  the  hills  of  Circassia  to  the  shorea  of 
the  Black  Sea.  And  this  right  with  its 
atttMidaut  military  virtues  you  now  pro- 
pose to  restrict.  There  is  yet  another  point 
of  view  in  which  the  right  of  possession  of 
arms  ought  to  be  regarded.  An  armed 
nation  is  commonly  a  free  nation,  and 
will  protect  their  liberties  as  well  as  their 
national  inde|)cndence.  I  know  this  is  a 
delicate  subject,  to  be  treated  with  the 
same  reserve  as  those  latent  powers  of  the 
constitution,  which  are  reserved  for  emer- 
gencies, but  whose  existence  ought  never 
to  be  forgotten.  Now,  what  have  the 
promoters  of  this  bill  to  urge  against  these 
weighty  considerations?  Some  of  them 
remind  us,  that  to  regulate  the  power  of 
possessing  arms  is  not  to  abolish  it ;  and 
liiat  '^proper  persons"  will  still  retain  them. 
But  tlien  comes  the  question,  who  arc  to  be 
jiulgcsof  this  propriety  ?  The  magistrates  ? 
Tiiere  are  two  sets  of  magistrates  in  Ire- 
land— one  magistrate  might  think  a  man 
ought  to  possess  arms,  whom  another  ma- 
gistrate in  another  county,  might  consider 
a  very  improper  person  to  be  so  trusted. 
What  1  apprehend  is  this,  that  the  effect 
of  the  bill  will  be  to  arm  a  class,  the  same 
fioni  which  the  yeomanry  was  formerly 
taken — and  to  deprive  the  Roman  Ca- 
thulics  uf  their  arms,  so  that  in  case  of 
civil  commotion,  tlicfioor  Roman  Catholics 
would  be  left  a  defenceless  prey  to  the 
violence  of  the  armed  yeomanrv.  Better, 
if  the  people  arc  to  be  disarmed,  to  act 
iinpartially,  and  disarm  both  clas^ses  alike. 
Others  have  told  us  that  Ireland  has  been, 
time  out  of  mind,  subject  to  such  restric- 
tions on  liberty.    As  if  aatiquity  justified 


abuse!    The  measure,  thev  lay*  i 

new.  Nd,  indeed,  it  is  as  old  as  the 

record-— as  old  as  tyranny  itielf*   1 

a  very  ancient  book  by  whit  politic 

ment  the  Philistines  kept  the  Mibj^gaUri 

Hebrews  in  order.    Will  the  H 

in  it  me  to  give  the  passage. 


'*  Now  there  was  no  smith  found 
out  all  the  land  of  Israel ;  for  the  PhUnCnes 
said,  lest  the  Hebrews  make  them  sweede,  er 
spears.  But  all  the  Ismelites  want  dowa  to  Ika 
Philistines  to  sharpen  every  man  his 
and  his  coulter,  and  his  axe,  and  bia 


Yet  thev  bad  a  file  for  tlie  mattock^  wad  tft 
the  coulter,  and  for  the  forks,  and  for  Ipe 
axes,  and  to  sharpen  the  goads.** 

On  this  venerable  model  ia  your 
framed.     But  I  want  to  know  ihe  ex 
to  which  your  definition  of  amis  will 
A  pitchfork,  a  scythe,  or  a  marlia- 
the  hands  of  a  resolute  man   Bighft 
converted  into  very  formidable 
What  we  require,  and  what  we  have 
found,   is  a  justification  of  this 
and   apprehension.      Local  dista 
and  instances  of  agrarian  outrage, 
a  confined  district,  are  not  surely 
cient.     As  to  rebellion,  nothing  of 
kind  is  to  be  feared.    The  Irish  nra 
tuated  by  no  feelings  of  hoitility  to 
people  of    this  country.      Violent, 
very  improper  language  haa,  1  admit, 
used  at  the   Repeal  roeetingt;  bat 
these    exciting  declamations  againai 
Saxon,  have  failed  to  produce  a  anigle 
suit,  much  less  an  injury  to  an  ~ 
man.      The   frequent  repetition  of 
language  seems  to  have  deprived 
all  |x>wer  over  the  minds  of  the 
in  short,  it  goes  in  at  one  ear, 
another.     My  countrymen,  I  vepesi^ 
not  the  enemies  of  the  people  of 
country ;  and  as  to    our  combkm 
eign,  do  you  want  any  additional 
for  her  ?     There  is  not  (I  speak  il 
fear  of  contradiction)  there  is  not 
the  face  of  the  earth  a  people  snoea 
dially  attached  to  their  Sovereign  tha» 
people  whom  this  bill  would  plaee 
ban.     In  them,  respect  to  the  C; 
blended  with  and  exalted  by  a  tend 
chivalrous  regard  to  the  yoolh, 
and  1  may  without  flattery  add,  th« 
tues  of  her  who  wears  it.     Bat  it 
said,  does  the  devoted  loyalty  of  thn 
extend  to  the  Church  ?     I  canwot 
10  say  it  does ;  nor  do  1  see  why  It 
The  Church  l^  law  ettablished, 
little  to  win  the  atfectaoni  of  Ihn 
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people.  It  was  iDtroduced  and  main- 
tained by  force;  and  ever  since  it  has 
plundered  and  oppressed  the  nation.  Not 
by  works  of  charity  and  mercy  has  its  in- 
fluence been  felt,  but  by  the  exercise  of 
high-handed  power,  and  through  the  me- 
dium of  the  tithe  proctor.  Ireland  was 
treated  as  a  conquered  country,  and  the 
Established  Church,  and  its  supporters, 
the  garrison  by  which  it  was  held. 
Remember  the  penal  laws,  —  there  are 
men  living  who  saw  them  in  operation. 
If  an  angel  from  Heaven  bad  come  with 
the  formularies  of  the  establishment  in 
one  hand  and  the  penal  laws  in  the  other, 
doubtless  he  would  have  been  rejected. 
Therefore,  the  establishment  has  no  title 
to  regard,  and  the  feelings  of  the  people 
towards  it  have  ever  been,  and  still  con- 
tinued to  be,  just  what  our  national  poet 
has  expressed  : — 

"  Thy  rival  was  honoured,  while  thou  wert 

wrong'd  and  scomM  ; 
Tliy  crowu  was  of  brier,  while  gold  her  brow 

adorned : 
She  wooed  me  to  temples,  whilst  thou  laidst 

liid  in  caves ; 
Her  friends  were  all  masters,  while  thine  alas  I 

were  slaves  ; 
Yet  cold  on  the  earth  at  thy  feet  would  I 

rather  be, 
Than   wed  what  I  loved  not — or  turn  one 

tliought  from  thce.'^ 

Such  were  the  feelings  of  which  Moore 
has  been  the  eloquent  exponent. 

There  are  two  opposite  ways  of  go- 
verning a  country.  The  worst  has 
been  chosen  for  Ireland,  and  in  spite 
of  experience  persevered  in.  You  have 
not  borne  in  mind  a  saying  of  one  of 
the  wisest  of  men :  "  Nations  are  not 
primarily  ruled  by  laws  — -  less  by  vio- 
lence ;" — nor  another,  a*  particular  ap- 
plication of  it  by  his  illustrious  disciple, 
Charles  James  Fox :  "  The  best  way  to 
govern  Ireland  is  to  let  her  have  her  own 
way."  You  have  chosen  rather  to  govern 
by  force  than  through  affection  ;  to  apply 
rough  and  arbitrary,  rather  than  concilia- 
tory, measures;  and  you  find  the  ine* 
vi table  consequence.  Even  your  ame- 
liorations have  been  negatived  by  some 
accompanying  affront  or  wrong.  When 
Roman  Catholics  were  admitted  to  Par- 
liament, Mr.  O'Connell  was  sent  back  for 
a  new  election.  I  have  no  disposition  to 
detract  from  the  value  of  the  Emancipa- 
tion Act,  but  I  lament  that  in  granting  it 
you  abolished  the  class  of  40s.  freeholders 
instead  of  educating  them  up  io  a  capacity 


for  exercising  their  elective  franchise  with 
knowledge  and  intelligence^as  they  had  be- 
fore done,  with  zeal  and  honesty.  Under  the 
successive  administrations  of  Lords  Nor- 
manby  and  Fortescue,  proof  was  afforded 
of  the  degree  in  which  good  administra- 
tion compensates  for  vicious  or  defective 
law.  Troops  were  withdrawn  in  large 
basses,  and  more  might  safely  have  been 
spared.  A  feeling  of  general  confidence 
was  ins(lired,— it  seemed  as  if  harmony 
was  about  to  be  at  last  established  ;  even 
Orange  violence  was  suspended;  for  in  the 
year  of  the  Queen's  accession  to  the 
throne,  no  Orange  procession  took  place  in 
my  county.  At  present,  instead  of  with- 
drawing troops  from  Ireland,  you  arc 
rapidly  pouring  them  in.  And.  why  ? — is 
it  for  the  purpose  of  dispersing  the  repeal 
meetings.  I  warn  you  not  to  attempt  it.  I 
warn  you  that  a  collision  between  the  troops 
and  the  people,  brought  about  by  forcible 
interference  with  meetings  legal  in  them- 
selves and  peaceably  conducted,  will  kindle 
up  a  fiame  from  one  end  of  the  country 
to  the  other  which  you  may  find  it  ex- 
tremely difficult  to  quench.  Try  con- 
ciliation and  concessions.  1  heard  the 
noble  Lord  the  Secretary  for  the  Colo- 
nies at  the  commencement  of  the  Session 
express  himself  with  regard  to  Canada 
in  terms  which  afforded  me  the  highest 
satisfaction.  That  noble  Lord  justified 
Sir  Charles  Bagot's  policy,  and  declared 
that  he  thought  a  country  which  could  not 
otherwise  be  held  than  by  force  of  arms, 
was  not  worth  holding.  Why  is  Ireland 
to  be  held  an  exception  from  the  principle 
laid  down  by  the  noble  Lord  ?  Is  it 
because  Canada  has  a  powerful  neigh- 
bour on  her  frontier,  that  it  is  held  unsafe 
to  treat  her  as  Ireland  has  been  treated  ? 
I  tell  you^  you  dare  not  thus  treat  any  of 
your  powerful  dependencies.  Do  you  think 
it  would  be  possible  to  govern  Hindoostan 
as  you  govern  Ireland  ?  Why,  if  you 
were  to  attempt  to  strip  Juggernaut  of 
the  60,000  rupees  that  we  were  talking 
about  the  other  night,  or  any  other  of  the 
bloody  or  filthy  idols  of  the  country-— of 
their  endowments,  and  apply  them  to 
the  support  of  our  own  establishment,  you 
could  not  hold  Hindoostan  for  a  month. 
You  are  just  to  Canada  and  to  Hin- 
doostan —  Ireland  is  excepted.  The 
system  on  which  Ireland  is  governed, 
may  be  said  to  reverse  the  boast  of  an 
Englishman,  that  the  slave  who  sets  foot 
on  British  toil  is  free ;  for  who  ever  crosses 
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the  cbanuel^  and  sets  foot  in  Ireland, 
becomes  a  slave,  as  far  as  the  forfeiture  of 
the  right  to  carry  arms  involves  slavery. 
One  other  consideration  1  would  respect- 
fully press  on  the  attention  of  the  House. 
Take  into  account  the  character,  and  posi- 
tion of  the  people,  with  whom  you  have 
to  do ;  a  people  who,  to  their  many  vir- 
tues,  have  lately  added  a  self-denial,  and 
constancy  of  purpose,  hardly  to  be  paral- 
leled in  the  annals  of  mankind; 'a  people 
ardent,  intelligent,  gifted  with  sensibility, 
and  imagination  in  the  highest  degree, 
who  treasure  up  the  memory  of  a  kind 
word,  as  if  it  was  a  benefit,  and  resent 
an  insult  more  deeply  than  an  injury. 
How  easily  might  such  people  be  go- 
verned ?  Make  a  noble  experiment.  Ad- 
dress yourselves  resolutely  to  the  task 
of  redressing  grievances  and  procuring 
benefits — spare  no  abuse  however  hoary 
with  age,  abolish  every  institution  that  will 
not  stand  the  test  of  truth  and  reason. 
Trust  the  people;  act  justly  and  generously 
towards  them,  and  you  will  have  no 
need  of  Arms  Bill  or  Gagging  Bills,  or 
any  other  clumsy  expedient  to  repress  the 
free  spirit  of  the  people ;  and  if  the  day 
of  trial  should  come,  and  the  Queen 
should  demand  the  services  of  her  Irish 
subjects,  believe  me,  they  will  answer  the 
call  lis  they  have  done  before,  and  will 
shed  their  blood  like  water,  in  defence  of 
the  country,  or  to  maintain  the  honour 
of  the  Crown. 

Mr.  Stafford  0*Brien  said,  he  had  no  in- 
tention to  stand  up  in  vindication  of  the  past 
tieatment  of  Ireland.  The  conduct  of  Eng- 
land towards  Ireland  was  a  black  page  in 
history.  Me  would  go  farther,  and  say  that 
there  was  one  part  which  he  deeply  re- 
gretted of  the  conduct  of  the  present  Go- 
vernment towards  Ireland  ;  he  meant  the 
subject  to  which  reference  had  been  made 
by  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Dun^arvan 
— the  measure  which  had  led  to  the  in- 
crease in  illicit  distillation.  He  thought 
it  unfair  in  hon.  (ienileineii  opposite  to 
press  their  arguments  to  the  length  of  say- 
ing that  it  was  an  injustice  not  to  extend 
the  same  laws  to  both  countries,  when 
circumstances  were  diilerent.  Had  not 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Dungarvan  last 
night  told  the  House  that,  in  order  to 
elicit  truth,  it  was  necessary  to  condemn 
(he  witness  at  criminal  trials  to  e  ' 
banishment,  that  being  the  only  n\**'^ 
which  their  lives  could  be  p^^ 
Hoo.  Members  might  uut  be  a^ 


It 


there  were  always,  in  every  town  and  vil- 
lage in  Ireland,  two  or  three  toriNslMit 
fellows,  whose  chief  object  was  to  obcaia 
the  possession  of  arms  for  their  own  bad 
purposes.  It  ought  to  be  the  object  af 
the  House  to  assist  the  peaceable  and  ~ 
disposed  in  resisting  such  a  tyranny; 
how  cruel  such  a  despotism  was,  thoaa 
who  had  mixed  with  the  agricoltunl 
pulation  of  Ireland  alone  coold  Cell. 
would  be  a  boon  to  the  Irish  peaaant  to 
pass  this  bill.  The  right  hon.  Member  fw 
Dungarvan  said  the  bill  wonid  have  iha 
effect  of  pressing  severely  in  its  operalian 
on  the  good,  while  it  would  offer  no  im- 
pediment to  the  designs  of  the 
minded.  He  was  convinced,  on  the 
trary,  that  if  this  bill  passcMd^  the  _ 
trates  of  Ireland  would  be  able  to  maim  it 
fall  with  a  feather's  weight  on  all  who 
were  peaceably  disposed,  while  it  woeld 
act  as  a  band  of  iron  on  those  who  tme 
inclined  to  commit  agrarian  outragea.  Let 
hon.  Members  reflect  how  muchwoald  be 
added  to  the  peace  and  security  of  the 
people  of  Ireland  by  the  increased  aaf^y 
for  life  and  property  which  the  bill  woeld 
insure;  let  them  not  confine  their  9jm» 
pathy  to  the  disloyal  and  the  ill-a&cled 
He  pleaded  on  behalf  of  fathers  of  fiunt 
lies,  who  would  be  able  to  lie  downoo 
their  beds  after  their  day's  work  witboaft 
having  their  rest  broken;  on  behalf  of  io* 
dustrious  young  men,  who  would  not  be 
dragged  against  their  will  to  join 
of  the  idle,  profligate,  and  the 
traitor  ;  of  young  women,  who  might 
saved  a  small  pittance  out  of  their  haid 
earnings,  and  who  would  not  have  to 
because  of  that  pittance^  abduction, 
brutal  violence.  He  thanked  the 
vernment  for  bringing  forward  this  bil^ 
because  he  believed  it  would  not  be  the 
only  measure  with  reference  to  Irelaad 
which  would  proceed  from  them,  and 
cause  he  thought  that^  when  it  should 
come  law  and  its  provisiotis  be  fairly 
out,  as  they  would  be  by  the 
of  Ireland,  they  wuuld  bring  to  the 
saniry  not  oppression  and  tyranny, 
benefits  and  blessings. 

.Mr.  Kaiingiott  said,  if  the  Go 
introduceil  measures  of  tliis  kind, 
forced  them  on  the  statute  book,  flhtf 
would  cause  the  law  to  be  dcfpiaed-«dm 
people  \vo»l'  it  as  an  engine  of  ep^ 

nrcsston,  ^  of  opposition  woiM 

roused  I  be  very 

1  iw  with 
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to  the  registration  of  arms  been  acted  upon  ? 
It  had  been  used  for  every  purpose  except 
that  which  the  framers  of  it  had  in  view. 
It  had  been  made  use  of  at  contested  elec- 
tions, against  troublesome  tenants,  and 
against  poachers  to  ensure  convictions  under 
the  game  laws.  When  the  disturbances 
took  place  some  time  ago  in  the  manufac- 
turing districts,  and  the  people  were  in 
possession  of  arms,  the  existing  law  in 
England  was  found  sufficient  for  the  pur- 
pose of  preserving  order ;  and  the  law  in 
Ireland,  if  properly  administered,  would 
answer  every  purpose  without  the  necessity 
of  resorting  to  a  violation  of  the  constitu- 
tion. The  otius  probandi  of  showing  the 
necessity  of  such  a  departure  from  the 
constitution  rested  on  the  Government. 
The  noble  Lord,  on  introducing  this  mea- 
sure, said,  that  its  object  was  to  continue 
the  existing  acts ;  but  he  proposed  to  ex- 
tend it  over  a  period  of  6ve  years.  There 
was  but  one  precedent  for  such  a  course, 
and  that  was  when  Ireland  was  so  much 
disturbed  twenty  years  ago.  The  noble 
Lord  said,  the  present  measure  was  similar 
to  the  one  introduced  by  the  late  Govern- 
ment He  was  not  there  to  defend  that 
Government ;  but  he  must  say,  they  did 
not  propose  to  suspend  the  liberty  of  the 
subject  in  this  manner  for  five  years.  How 
did  the  matter  at  present  stand  with  respect 
to  forges  ?  Without  carrying  out  the  pre- 
sent law  they  called  for  fresh  penalties — 
penalties  of  a  most  monstrous  description. 
Under  the  present  law  no  smith  could  be 
deprived  of  his  forge  licence  unless  he  had 
manufactured  pikes;  but  by  this  bill  he 
would  be  liable  to  lose  it  for  any  crime  or 
misdemeanor ;  nay,  even  if  he  should  be 
thought  an  improper  person.  What  would 
the  people  of  England  say  to  such  a  law  ? 
Why  should  the  Government  try  an  ex- 
periment with  the  people  of  Ireland  which 
they  would  not  attempt  with  the  people  of 
England?  With  respect  to  that  perfectly 
new  clause  relating  to  pikes,  he  must  say 
that  it  would  have  a  most  vexatious  and 
inconvenient  cfiect  He  should  be  afraid 
to  walk  with  his  fishing-rod  in  his  hand, 
for  fear  it  should  subject  him  to  disagree- 
able inquiry  under  the  provisions  of  this 
measure.  He  was  sorry  to  see  the  disposu 
tion  that  was  strongly  manifested  to  pass 
this  bilL  If  it  should  pass  they  would 
find  it  much  more  difficult  to  keep  arms 
out  of  the  hands  of  the  people  than  hereto- 
fore. What  was  the  difference  between 
England  and  Ireland  for  the  last  few  years 
that  the  Government  should  be  induced  to 


introduce  a  measure  of  this  description  for 
the  latter  country  and  not  for  the  former  ? 
Did  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Eliot)  never 
hear  of  riots  in  the  different  towns  of  Eng- 
land ?  Did  he  not  hear  of  riots  occurring 
recently  in  Staffordshire  .and  Wales  ?  The 
noble  Lord  seemed  to  doubt  these  facts; 
but  he  and  his  Friends  had  a  right  to  turn 
round  upon  the  Government  and  say,  that 
England  was  as  prolific  of  crime  as  Ireland, 
and  he  therefore  felt  he  had  a  right  to 
complain  of  the  unjust  application  of  this 
obnoxious  law  to  Ireland  exclusively. 
Every  person  remembered  the  riots  that 
had  taken  place  in  Monmouth,  when  an 
armed  mob  came  down  from  the  mines  and 
collieries  to  storm  the  town.  Did  the  Go- 
vernment of  that  day  get  hold  of  the  arms 
of  this  mob,  or  did  they  come  down  to  this 
House  with  any  proposition  of  this  descrip- 
tion ?  No,  but  they  permitted  these  rioters 
to  retire  back  to  their  respective  homes  with 
their  arms  still  in  their  possession.  Let 
them  but  consider  that  it  was  only  the 
other  day  that  a  most  serious  affray  took 
place  in  Manchester,  to  which  he  coidd  not 
now  avoid  drawing  their  particular  atten- 
tion. He  had  seen  in  the  morning  papers 
of  that  time  a  description  of  this  outrage, 
which  was  one  of  the  most  extraordinary 
description  he  had  ever  heard.  He  doubted 
whether  the  noble  Lord  would  be  able 
either  in  England  or  Ireland  to  match  this 
statement.  Upon  the  19th  of  this  month 
the  London  papers  recorded  this  outrage  in 
Manchester,  in  which  there  was  a  well 
disciplined  and  organised  mob  of  300  or 
400  persons  engaged,  armed  with  muskets, 
pistols,  and  others  arms.  There  were  ten 
volleys  fired  by  each  of  the  antagonistic 
parties,  and  a  most  desperate  strugele  en- 
sued, which  lasted  about  fifteen  minutes. 
Why,  the  reports  of  the  war  in  Algiers 
were,  in  his  opinion,  but  mere  marauding 
parties  in  comparison  to  what  had  then 
occurred  in  Manchester.  Nothing  but  the 
want  of  further  ammunition  had  put  an 
end  to  this  deadly  encounter.  He  would 
ask  her  Majesty's  Government  had  they 
ever  attempted,  or  had  they  it  in  contem- 
plation, to  bring  forward  any  bill  of  this 
character  to  prevent  these  400  men  from 
again  recurring  to  a  similar  outrage,  and 
yet  they  were  telling  the  House  that  they 
were  treating  Ireland  in  the  same  way  as 
they  treated  this  country  ?  He  considered 
that  this  was  the  most  pitiful  kind  of  legis- 
lation,  and  which  had  a  tendency  to  spread 
the  most  general  discontent  throughout  the 
country.    He  should  give  it  evesy  qpposu 
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tion,  and  as  &r  as  hu  voto  went  be  ifaould 
never  cuiuent  to  its  introduction  into  Lis 
country.  He  cautioned  the  Govemioent 
c^ainst  carrying  forwRrd  thii  obnoxioua  bill 
'  ugainst  the  will  uftbc  people.  If  they  did 
iiot  dcrist  in  time  they  would  deeply  r^ret 
it.  They  might  go  on  unmindful  of  this 
c-jution  until  they  saw  6,000,000  d*  pc(^1c 
drJTen  to  the  very  verge  of  rebellion,  when 
they  would  no  doubt  perceive  the  necessity 
of  oaring  conciliation  to  the  injured  people 
of  Ireland.  But  were  men  acting  in  such 
a  way  fit  to  gorcm  any  country?  He 
told  (he  Government  that  they  ought  to 
have  purchased  wisdom  by  the  experience 
t)f  the  past  Tho  noble  Lord,  u  a  pretext 
for  this  measure,  said  that  outrages  hot) 
taken  place  in  Ireland.  He  would,  how- 
ever, refer  the  House  to  a  record  of  the 
crime  in  Ireland  in  the  year  1837  and 
the  present  period.  The  homicides  in  1837 
were  230.  and  in  1842,  lOfi.  Persons 
charged  with  firing  at  individuals  in  1837, 
91  ;  in  1842,  74.  Aggravated  assaults,  in 
1837,  924;  in  1843,  420.  Ilobbcry  of 
arms  in  the  former  vear,  246 ;  in  the  [utter, 
138.  Attacking  houses,  in  1837,  603;  in 
1842,  337.  He  would  remind  the  House 
of  the  observations  which  had  been  made 
by  a  gentleman  of  great  eminence  in  this 
llouac  when  a  measure  of  this  description 
wo»  proposed  in  the  year  1807.  Sir  Ar- 
thur I'igott  at  that  period  said, 

"  If  tiiig  be  Uie  boon  you  arc  granling  lo 
Ircliiiid — if  ParlMinciit  iovt  not  see  the  iiccci- 
sity  und  the  wbdom  of  gorcrning  Ireland  by 
Icnicnl  anil  concihatory  measures,  and  thereby 
fulliltiDi!  Ilie  hopes  which  it  has  l.iiight  thum  to 
expect,  it  noulU  only  encile  haired  and  dis- 
i:u*t  towards  the  British  Govemmcnt,  and  I 
t:;ui  only  say  that  I  greatly  lament  your  bliod- 

Hc  must  sny,  thnt  he,  too,  lamented  tho 
hlindncra  of  the  present  Government.  He 
was  determined  to  oiier  to  the  mcuniro 
every  ojiiiositifn  in  his  power.  They 
might,  however,  succeed  in  cunying  it 
through  I'arliiinicnt,  hut  bcfon:  many 
yoitra  were  passed  by,  they  winild  lament 
this  coutvc  witli  fLx-lingn  of  the  ntmost  bit- 
Colonel  Comlly  said,  that  in  earnest 
desire  for  the  prosperity  of  Ireland — in 
anxious  regard  for  its  best  interests,  he 
could  not  yield  to  the  hon.  Member  who 
had  just  sal  down,  or  to  any  other  Gen- 
tleman on  cither  side  of  that  House.  In 
the  fullest  anxiety  for  Ireland's  Irui;  inter- 
ests be  was  prepared  lo  give  his  sup  jiort  to 
the  preieat  nieaiure.    Ai  ■  aiagia'iatc  of 


many  years'  MaDding— ■§  i  rBwdent  lAt 
gathered  his  information  from  aetnal  aad 
personal  experience,  he  would  bo  bold  |» 
say,  that  there  was  hardly  an  oSbnc*  at 
any  description,  whether  in  vblalion  of  tW 
law,  or  arising  from  the  mistaMe  maie  H 
carrying  the  law  into  eSed,  thai  wm  Mt 
created,  or  at  least  seriously  Bgpvraiad  bf 
the  habitual  resort  to'  ams  and  doafl* 
weapons.  In  the  very  ontinaty  pneMdh 
ings  of  law  in  the  aerving  of  Bodm, 
taw  papers  of  every  kind,  rewrt  lo  ■!■■ 
was  constantly  had,  and  in  alnoM  all 
those  cases  arma  were  opposed  to  uma. 
The  deplorable  retelu  of  tbi*  widely  pai^ 
Talent  practice  be  needed  not  to  deUil  to 
tbe  House,  the  existence  of  the  evil  Mt 
not  denied,  and  he  mustaay  that  do  ■»>• 
ment  hod  as  yet  been  adduced  to  weaCm 
his  firm  belief,  that  the  evil  might  be  mi- 
tigated  by  a  measure  which  would  depiite 
all  parties  of  that  facility  in  reMrting  lo 
arms,  from  which  there  were  conauinllT 
occurring  pernicious  results.  He  ognM 
with  the  hon.  Member  for  NorthaiBplaB> 
shire  (Mr.  S.  O'Brien)  in  regreitiDg  ihal 
in  many  instances  unwise  coodnct  had 
been  pursued  towards  Ireland,  and  hit, 
too,  felt  that,  in  the  two  initaacaa  IM- 
cially  advertetl  to  by  that  hon.  Gentli 
tlie  course  adopted  by  tbe  (~ 
verniuent  bad  not  been  u 
but  ha  also  agreed  with  tbe  hon.  Mea 
in  demanding  protcctioo  for  the  p 
and  well  disposed  in  Ireland.  To  that* 
he  contended  this  measure  waa  iaapas^ 
lively  called  for :  and  to  that  end  il  mm 
intnxiuced  by  the  Govemnient.  Ha  had 
listened  with  attcntion^>witb  anxielj,  Md 
he  must  add,  with  great  paia— M  ika 
addresses  of  hon.  Genllenea  opfomtta  ia 
the  course  of  this  debate ;  ba  wm  aaiTf 
to  find  the  measure  met  with  s«a;b  OOV- 
tinned  volumes  of  abuse.  Sinee  fink  k 
had  been  brought  into  the  Hoes*  by  iIh 
noble  Lord  the  Secretary  for  Ireland,  thb 
protective  measure  had  been  asniled  wUk 
the  moit  unjust  and  unfounded  riaaaar. 
Even  in  this  House  it  encountered  nribv 
and  unscrupulous  opposition.  Hon.  IImi* 
bcrs  opposite  had  indulged  in  lony  Md 
elotjuent  tirades,  but  tiradea  moat  nncaSid 
for,  and  observations  most  irreleTani-^at 
venturing  on  any  evidence  to  prorc  t 
the  bill  was  unnecessary — not  attempi 
to  show  that  it  was  uncalled  for, 
apparently  canlining  all  their  rcHoniiKli 
the  Kisertion  that  a  measure  inch  asWi 
for  \hc  prevention  of  tbe  Iri^lAd  ikap 
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of  fire-armsy  would  strengthen  the  hands 
and  would  justify  the  conduct  of  those  who 
in  Ireland  were  straining  every  nerve, 
exerting  every  influence,  grasping  at  every 
means  of  exciting  and  infuriating  the  Irish 
people.  They  were  asked  tauntingly,  by 
some,  why  there  was  any  difference  be- 
tween England  and  Ireland  ?  There  ought 
to  be  no  difference  either  in  the  law  or  the 
mode  of  its  application  in  both  countries. 
But  a  difi*erence,  a  sad  contrast  did  exist, 
and  he  feared  not  to  assign  the  cause :  it 
was  because  the  Irish  people  were  not  let, 
alone.  It  was  because  that  in  Ireland 
there  were  demagogues  driving  the  people 
to  distraction,  infusing  notions  of  jealousy 
that  had  no  foundatbn,  sowing  the  seeds 
of  social  hatred,  and  unwearyingly,  ever- 
lastingly, irritating  and  exasperating  the 
feelings  of  the  duped  and  deceived  people. 
Of  his  fellow-countrymen  he  felt  happy 
he  felt  bound  to  say — and  he  said  it  with 
a  grateful  experience  of  their  affectionate 
disposition,  when  not  misled  by  ruinous 
and  traitorous  counsels — that  they  were  as 
amenable,  as  susceptible  of  every  kindly 
impressKMi,  as  ready  in  obedience  to  the 
law,  as  the  inhabitants  of  any  other  land. 
But  they  were  never  let  alone  — their 
generous  disposition  was  abused,  their 
quick  feelings  excited,  their  ardent  imagin- 
ations fired,  by  gross  and  cruel  misrepre- 
sentations, by  relations  of  unreal  griev- 
ances and  fancied  wrongs.  He  feared  that 
he  must  inculpate  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site, the  hon.  Member  for  Dundalk  in 
particular — that  he  must  ascribe  to  those 
Gentlemen  participation  in  the  unfair  and 
unjust  means  used  to  excite  the  people-— 
those  Members  who  even  in  this  House 
displayed  so  much  beat  and  so  little  fair 
play  towards  their  oppoaents,  in  trviag  to 
keep  arms  in  the  h^ds  of  an  inAiriated 
populace.  The  most  groseaad  scanda- 
lous misrepresentations  were  being  daily 
made  to  that  people,  the  fiercest  agitation 
was  being  fostered  and  fomented— not  lor 
the  removal  of  any  positive,  demonstrable 
existing  ill,  but  for  the  visionary  attain- 
ment of  some  remote  and  unknown  good. 
Unfeeling  men  were  worrying  and  distract- 
ing the  people,  diverting  them  from  their 
ordinary  occupations  and  cares,  congre- 
gating them  in  thousands  and  holding  out 
to  them  false  hopes  upon  the  ideal  repeal 
of  the  legislative  union  —  a  speculative 
question  of  the  character  and  merits  of 
which  the  vast  majority  was  whotly  igno- 
rant, and  the  very  nsaawig  of  which  aot 


one  in  ten  understood.  The  cry  of  repeal 
was  only  a  delusion ;  it  was  raised  but  to 
mislead — it  was  meant  to  conceal  the  real 
objects  of  the  agilation.  Through  the 
assumed  concealment  he  saw-«*the  wicked 
intentions  were  seen  through  the  thin  veil, 
and  he,  in  common  with  his  class  in  Ire- 
land, knew  what  was  the  real  object  of 
attack ;  and  he  thought  he  was  justified 
in  inferring  that  even  in  that  House  the 
object  was  discernible.  He  thought  he 
was  justified  in  saying  that  the  line  of  ar- 
gument and  observation  pursued  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Rochdale  upon  this  bill 
was  a  dissertation  on  the  law  of  landlord 
and  tenant  in  Ireland.  But  that  was  a 
subject  of  a  very  tender  kind,  one  which, 
at  least,  required  calm  consideration.  It 
was  one  to  which  unguarded  language 
ought  not  to  be  addressed  ;  for  it  was  an 
exceedingly  exciting  topic  in  that  country 
—a  topic  which  had,  by  the  foulest  mis- 
statements used  in  respect  to  it,  rendered 
the  possession  and  the  use  of  arms  still 
more  dangerous.  He  thought  the  lan- 
guage of  demagogues  even  more  danger- 
ous than  gunpowder;  it  was  infinitely 
more  inflammatory  in  every  way.  Not 
alien  to  this  consideration  was  his  regret 
in  listening  to  language  used  by  Members 
of  that  House  in  relation  to  the  magis- 
tracy of  Ireland,  upon  whom  sweeping 
condemnation  was  cast,  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Dundalk  in  particular.  [Mr.  Be* 
dington  reminded  the  gallant  Member 
that  be  had  taken  care  to  make  excep- 
tions.] It  was  true  the  hon.  Gentleman 
had  admitted  there  were  exceptions,  but 
he  complained  of  the  assault  on  the  ge- 
neral body  as  unwarranted.  He  must 
protest  against  that  sweeping  abuse  of  the 
OMgistracy,  and  pronounce  ae  unfair  and 
unfounded  the  imputation,  tbal  in  the 
discharge  of  their  omcial  dutiee  under  this 
bill  they  could  lend  themselves  to  un- 
worthy roolivety  wlietlier  of  a  personal,  a 
political,  or  a  religious  aninostty.  And 
why  was  this  abuse  volunteered  ?  Because 
the  magistmey  was  the  mechaiHsni  by 
which  the  enactments  of  this  bill  were  to 
be  carried  into  effect.  Surely  this  Wis 
most  unjust.  He  had  had  the  experience 
^  many  years  acting  in  conjunction  with 
that  body,  and  from  his  intimate  know- 
ledge of  it,  he  would  blush  to  permit  sncli 
mmserved  inproach,  such  unfounded  and 
sweeping  abase  to  be  cast  on  its  Members 
without  an  hMlignant  protest  on  bin  pwt. 
Hn  said  k  witis  piida  nod  irilk  ~ 
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that  in  a  high-minded  sense  of  duty«  in 
anxious  regard  to  justice,  in  questionless 
impartiality,  that  body  was  inferior  to  none. 
He  could  not  stoop  to  vindicate  the  ma- 
gistrates of  Ireland  as  incapable—  they 
could  scorn  the  gross  attacks  of  those  who 
calumniated  them  ;  but  he  would  unhesi- 
tatingly vindicate  the  body  against  the 
charges*— the  groundless  charges — brought 
against  them  in  this  House.  He  was  glad, 
however,  that  it  was  only  as  an  objection 
to  this  bill,  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
Dundalk  had  made  his  charge  afi^ainst  the 
magistracy — he  was  glad  that  their  gene- 
ral merits  were  unassailed.  But  even  as 
regarded  the  enactments  uf  this  bill,  how 
stood  the  case?  Admitting  for  argument's 
sake — but  not,  for  one  moment  in  reality 
admitting — that  the  hon.  Gentleman's 
fears  were  well-grounded,  and  his  impu- 
tations not  utterly  unjust — supposing  that 
in  particular  localities  individual  magis- 
trates might  be  liable  to  suspicion  on  per- 
sonal, political,  or  any  other  grounds,  in 
their  official  conduct  towards  persons  af- 
fected by  this  bill,  that  objection  was 
answered  by  the  fact,  that  the  present 
measure  would  remove  the  power  to  carry 
out  its  provisions  from  the  local  benches 
to  the  quarter  sessions.  Surely  hon. 
Members  would  not  contend  that,  at 
quarter  sessions,  a  whole  bench  of  magis- 
trates would  do  that  which  was  unfair, 
improper,  or  oppressive.  Whatever  may 
be  the  calumcies  circulated  against  Mem- 
bers of  that  body,  he  had  ever  heard  the 
quarter  sessions  spoken  of  by  all  classes, 
and  all  parties,  with  all  imaginable  re- 
spect ;  that  court  was  looked  on  as  a  great 
and  indisputable  benefit  and  blessing  by 
all.  It  was  absurd — it  was  monstrous,  to 
anticipate  from  that  court  unfairness  and 
oppression,  personal  malignity  mdulged, 
or  political  antipathies  triumphant  over 
justice*  The  questions  which  would  arise 
under  the  provisions  of  the  bill  would  be 
decided  in  open  court,  where  juries  would 
be  empanuclled  on  the  following  day, 
where  every  care  had  hitherto  been  taken 
with  perfect  success,  and  where  every  care 
would  continue  to  be  taken  that  every- 
thing should  be  done  with  strict  impar- 
tiality and  unquestionable  fairness — where 
public  confidence  was,  and  would  conti> 
nue  to  be  safely  reposed.  There  had  been 
a  great  deal  of  beautiful  elocjucnce  about 
Irish  slavery.  True,  there  was  slavery  in 
Ireland.  She  was  enslaved — she  was 
tyranniied  over  by  the  force  of  an  agiu^ 


tion  to  which  numbers  were  Gompdledf 
against  their  honest  convictions  and  tbair 
secret,  earnest  wishes,  to  succumb— !• 
which  thousands  were  subdued  by  cln* 
mour,  tumult,  intimidation — who,  if  ihmf 
had  the  protection  requisite  to  individaal 
security,  would  glad(y  extricate  Ihemselfisi 
from  their  grievous  slavery.  Thai  wm  ths 
slavery  under  which  Ireland  laboared.  lb 
aid  in  rescuing  the  people  from  that  ■' 
very  this  bill  was  meant;  and  no  ji 
ground  existed  for  now  raising  thai  et 
lasting  tocsin  that  rang  so  f^ratinglj  of 
domination  and  oppressioD.  It  was  mHVm 
nonsense — nothing  short  of  thai  ofieoma 
term  was  applicable  to  the  attemplal 
analogy — under  such  circumstancei  In 
talk  of  not  treating  Ireland  in  the  tame 
manner  as  England.  Before  Ijlrntkni 
talked  thus,  let  them,  at  least,  permit 
effort  to  be  made  to  introduce  tometl 
like  an  equality  between  the  two 
tries  in  respect  to  the  security  of  Gfc 
and  property — let  law  vindicate  her  ova 
injured,  and  insulted  dignity  in  Ireland  ■ 
let  the  peaceably  inclin^  be  secured  ll 
unbroken  quiet — let  them  not,  with  tn 
bling  and  unwilling  hearts  be  forced  ii 
courses  which  they  abhor— let  ihem  ho 
rescued  from  the  indiscriminate oppreaaitB 
of  congregated  multitudes,  and  the  hoai^i 
less  machinations  of  restless  demagogMlb 
seeking  to  incite  disorder  and  wide  ipraai 
confusion,  promising  out  of  the  lunNil, 
the  realisation  of  prospects  that  are  ill^ 
sory,  and  can  only  be  ulterior  to  the  4i^ 
memberment  of  the  empire.  It  waa  Mt 
creditable  to  introduce  into  that  Howe  all 
that  sort  of  spouting  which  was  nnbapfife 
so  much  in  vogue  in  Ireland ;  and  wUak 
here  must  only  be  looked  oo  with  con- 
tempt, when  those  who  indulged  in  it 
were  enabled  to  urge  no  reletaot  or  wm» 
tional  argument  against  the  contionaMen 
of  a  measure  which  had  been  to  loag  1m 
existence,  and  which  was  of  such 
ing  necessity. 

Mr.  Carew  said,  that,  in  rising  to 
port  the  amendment  of  the  hon.  Ma 
for  Rochdale,  it  was  not  his  iolentii 
detain  the   House  by  any  details 
the  importance  of  the  measure  under 
sideration  might  perhaps  justify,  but 
to  attempt  to  impress  upon  hon*  J 
bers  opposite  a  few  important  truths 
ing  to  the  state  of  Ireland  at  pi 
truths  which,   however  well   they 
have    been    known,  however   well   ihey 
might  have  "^-^^  acknowledged,  had 
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at  all  events,  been  acted  upon  in  that 
manner  which  proved  that  the  knowledge 
of  them  had  had  the  effect  which  truth 
might  generally  be  supposed  to  produce 
in  the  minds  of  those  who  were  disposed 
to  govern  a  country  on  the  principles  of 
equity  and  on  the  principles  of  justice. 
He  felt  it  his  duty  to  oppose  the  bill  of 
the  noble  Lord,  because  he  was  convinced 
that  it  was  not  the  kind  of  legislation  that 
Ireland  wanted,  because  the  bill  itself  was 
unnecessarily  stringent  and  severe,  and  he 
thought  that  he  represented  the  feelings 
of  his  constituents  on  the  occasion,  when 
he  said  that  they  deeply  lamented  that 
the  Government  measure  as  regarded  them 
should  be  such  as  this  bill  sanctioned. 
For  the  sake  of  Ireland — the  prosperity 
of  that  country — the  well-being  of  the 
various  classes  of  which  society  was  there 
composed,  were  all  so  intimately  connect- 
ed, so  closely  bound  up  with  the  prospe- 
rity of  England^  that  in  that  House  he 
trusted  it  was  needless  to  enlarge  on  that 
point.  The  question  was,  how  did  the 
Government  promote  its  welfare?  How 
did  they  contribute  to  its  prosperity  ?  In 
what  state  had  they  found  it  ?  In  what 
state  was  it  now?  And  to  those  simple 
questions  he  feared  that  an  answer  but 
little  satisfactory  to  the  well  wishers  of  the 
country  could  be  returned  ;  and,  he  feared 
much,  should  not  a  conciliatory  policy 
be  acted  upon,  that,  before  long,  perhaps 
before  very  long,  that  answer  would  be 
still  less  so.  They  had  already  tried  the 
rigours  of  the  law ;  peoal  enactments  had, 
before  now,  been  enforced,  which  had  far 
surpassed  in  their  practical  resalts  that 
which  even  a  refined  cruelty  might  sug- 
gest. They  had  oppressed  where  they 
should  have  cherished,  and  how  could 
they  now  wonder  at  the  results  of  their 
oppression  ?  They  had  used  the  power 
which  had  been  put  into  their  hands,  a 
mighty  power  for  evil  or  for  good,  and 
what  was  the  result?  They  had  entirely 
— they  had  most  signally — failed.  Such, 
then,  being  the  case — and  he  contended 
that  it  was  undeniable — he  appealed  to 
hon.  Members  opposite  if  it  was  a  course 
•  which  might  be  considered  unwise-— or  if 
it  was  a  course  which  might  be  deemed  in- 
consistent with  an  earnest  regard  to  the 
interests  of  the  country — if  he  pressed 
upon  the  House  the  necessity  of  legislating 
upon  a  different  principle  from  that  which 
was  embodied  in  the  bill  before  the  House. 
Coercion  had  been  tried  before  now— 
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with  what  success  hon.  Members  had 
seen.  Let  them  try  what  an  opposite 
line  of  policy  might  effect ;  and  if  they 
sincerely  adopted  that  line  of  conduct,  if 
they  were  not  satisfied  with  words,  but  if 
they  acted  up  to  their  professions,  let 
them  be  assured  that  the  bill  of  the  noble 
Lord  would  be  unnecessary,  as  it  would 
be  useless.  If  example  could  have  the 
effect  of  causing  the  House  to  take  this 
view  of  the  question,  he  would  suggest 
the  difference  between  the  effects  of  the 
Government  of  Lord  Fortescue  and  the 
noble  Marquess  who  had  preceded  him, 
with  the  results,  and  the  necessary  results 
of  the  present  system.  To  illustrate  that 
statement  by  a  plain  and  undeniable  fact, 
he  would  call  the  attention  of  hon.  Mem- 
bers opposite  to  the  reception  which  the 
Marquess  of  Normanby  met  with  during 
an  extensive  tour  of  Ireland,  made  in  the 
year  1836.  Nothing  could  exceed  the 
enthusiasm  of  the  country.  Large  public 
dinners  were  given  to  the  viceroy  in  all 
the  important  towns;  addresses  of  loyalty 
and  congratulation  were  poured  in  at 
every  stage :  in  fact,  his  progress  was  a 
continued  triumphal  procession  through 
the  land.  And  was  there  no  cause  for  the 
demonstration  which,  not  only  locally, 
but  generally,  took  place?  Could  it  not 
be  traced  to  the  gratitude  which  the  Irish 
nation  felt  towards  the  sympathising  and 
conciliating  Government  of  the  day,  who 
had  pursu^  a  policy  to  which  Ireland  bad 
unfortunately  been  little  accustomed  to, 
and  which  to  demonstration  was  the  only 
policy  which  could  produce  a  lasting  and 
a  permanent  effect  in  that  country.  He 
mentioned  this  circumstance  because  he 
thought  it  strictly  illustrative  of  the  case 
in  point.  And  if  the  union,  which  bound 
Ireland  to  England,  was  to  be  more  closely 
cemented,  it  was  not  to  be  effected  by 
penal  statutes,  nor  by  a  coercive  and  dis- 
trustful legislation.  Let  them  redress  the 
grievances  of  Ireland,  and  then  they  mi^ht 
trust  her  with  arms  without  peril.  Let 
them  grant  measures  of  equal  justice,  and 
they  would  effect  what  every  well-wisher 
of  the  country  must  desire.  They  would 
establish  peace,  order,  and  their  necessary 
consequence,  prosperity;  whilst  they  would 
make  their  Government  strong,  respected, 
and,  what  it  was  not  at  present,  sne- 
cessful. 

Lord  Bernard  said,  that  it  was  with 
great  reluctance,  that  he  came  forward  to 
take  part  in  a  debate  which  had  been  mixed 


le  grat 
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up  by  hon.  Gentlemen  oppoeitc  with  thoK 
jtarty  feclingt,  which  marred  the  prosperity 
unil  retarded  the  imptOTcment  of  Ireland  ; 
hut  repreientiiig  a  mnititucncy  in  the  loutb 
of  Ireland,  and  speoliing  the  Bentimentit  of 
Gentlemen  possessiiig  a  large  stake  in  the 
raMt  important  agricultural  county  in  Ire- 
land, whom  political  circumRtanceo  pre- 
vented from  being  represented  in  tltat 
llouKC,  he  felt  bound  to  ciiinu  forward  to 
tbunk  the  noble  l^ird  and  her  Majesl^'a 
Oovcmmcntfor  not  yielding  to  the  clamour 
which  had  been  raised  out  of  doors  on  the 
present  dreadful  state  of  Irehtnd.  He  re- 
joict^d,  that  the  Government  had  not  con- 
sonled,  under  such  circumDtances,  to  with- 
<1raw  a  power  which  would  expire  at  the 
end  of  this  Sciuian  of  Parliament.  His 
right  itoD.  Friend  (the  Attorney -General 
fur  Ireland)  had  shown  the  principle  of 
the  measure  to  be  the  same  as  that 
which  was  brought  forward  by  the  Govern- 
mont  in  1&41,  when,  not  a  single  Irish 
Member  opened  his  lips.  The  speeches  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Rochdale,  and  other 
hon.  Members  opposite,  had  powerfully 
shown  that  this  measure  was  must  neces- 
sary. It  bati  been  admitted  by  them,  tliat 
the  stale  of  Ireland  was  not  satisfactory. 
The  noble  Lonl,  the  Member  for  Leitrim 
(Lonl  Clements),  hod  told  the  House  of  a 
cose  which  had  occurred  in  his  own  county, 
in  which  he  hod  induced  a  party  to  give 
up  concealed  arms.  Tlie  noble  Lord's  posi- 
tion and  influence  might  have  enabled  him 
to  An  thin,  but  was  it  probable,  that  othei 
macirtratcs,  not  having  the  safflc  influence, 
could  do  OS  much  in  crushing  the  evil 
complained  of.  What  had  the  right  hon. 
(ientleman,  the  Member  for  Dungarvan 
(Mr.  Hheil)  stated  on  a  former  evening 
relative  to  the  frightful  condition  of  the 
county  of  Tipiwrary  ?  Had  not  that  right 
hon. lien tleraan  shown,  that  witneMen,  who 
hail  given  evidence  which  convicted  the 
iiflendcr,  hotl  been  actually  expatriated  * 
Was  this  a  xtato  of  things  to  exist  in  a 
civilised  country  f  Hon.  Gentlemen  said, 
why  not  bring  forwanl  whatever  men.iuiT! 
may  be  ncceswry  for  the  diaaflectcd  yarxt 
iif  the  rountry  ?  But  those  hon.  Gentlemen 
know  that  tui'b  a  measure  would  he  inefli- 
ricnt  nnlcM  it  extended  over  the  whole  of 
Ireland.  Conncctetl  as  be  was  by  pn^rty 
with  an  agricultural  county,  which  was 
greater  in  siso  by  7IK),IH)0  lu-res  than  Tip- 
IKTiuy,  he  might  l)e  [Lskcil  why  be  suj>- 
IHirUil  the  hill.  He  did  si>  bei-.iuw,  iteiing 
that  by  the  lost  rejiorl  tlierc  were  but  nine- 
teen outrages  in  Cork,  whilst  in  Tipperarj 


there  were  itxty-eight,  he  denred  to  knoir 
why  the  exertions  of  the  county  of  Coifc 
for  the  improvement  of  the  eoantry  wen 
to  be  paralysed,  and  capital  kapt  out  ham 
employment  ?  Was  it  becauae  one  put  tt 
the  country  was  legalised  to  be  diMfiecled  ) 
To  show  the  prt^reai  which  the  ropMl 
agitation  was  making,  the  itohle  Lord  read 
a  letter  be  hod  received  (tan  a  nu^s* 
trate  in  the  county  of  Cork. 

"  I  am  sorry  lo  tell  yon,  that  the  repeal  ii 
ra|)idly  progressing,  even  in  this  remMe  iwlgb* 
bourhood,  the  pearantry  are  penoadad  lb» 
union  will  be  repealed  aL  once,  and  thai  Ihaj 
will  get  their  iliare  of  the  property  of  ih*  ooua- 
try  03  (hey  have  been  ilaves  lone  eaough.  I 
am  not  alarmed,  but  feel  laliiiied  if  PaiU»- 
ment  breaks  up  wlihoul  passing  some  meaiurci 
to  ntop  these  targe  meeliogs,  and  to  pnnU 
sediliout  lanjniage,  the  worst  reiulia  maj  b* 
apprehended." 

The  noble  Lord  then  adverted  to  tha 
injury  which  would  be  done  to  ai, 
improvement,   and   alluded    to   the 
agricultural  meeting  nt  Cotk,  md  re_ 
following  from  the  report  of  the  Agrieal- 
turol  Improvement  Society  of  Irelana. 

"  The  GouBcil  has  to  coogratuUle  ilw  infifly 
at  the  conclusion  of  its  Kcond  year,  ypoa  iht 
progreii  it  hai  made  io  public  ettimation,  at 
well  OS  ID  effinlually  cDrryiog  oat  thoae  oUeMa 
which  ware  origioally  put  fbrwatd  aa  thaniii 
of  its  insiiiutioa.  In  Uia  incratacd  mmlldiiw 
thay  bava  met  with  ia  every  qoM 

above  all,  in  the  wida  asiaadad  d 

ipread  of  agricultaral  improveBCnta,  wUA 
has  lately  displayed  iitcif  in  Ireland.  TImw 
cannot  but  sea  evldenea  of  the  practical  mm 
bmeflclal  effect  they  have  already  iimdWai. 
It  nuit  be  graiifyiaic  i«  all  who  aralalanalii 


with,  its  progreu  has  been  unifenn  and  w». 
diitucbed,  evenr  feeling  seemed  to  be  laamaJ 
in  the  one  all-absorbiag  desire  of  dincU 
iiig  the  newly  developed  energies  and  exdu- 
ment  ia  a  proper  channel,  and  to  the  paWi 

!;ood.  In  the  year  lft4t,  oaly  iwenty-tbra* 
ocal  societies  were  in  conuctioB  with  t|« 
cential  one,  in  the  year  after  iha  anmbar  InA 
increased  to  fifty-ihrae,  at  present  ikeia  Nm 
no  less  than  eighty." 

And  he  would,  therefore,  adt  theHo«Me 
wliethcr,  in  order  to  satisfy  anne  fancM 
notions  of  liberty  of  the  people  of  one  pMt 
of  the  coimtry,  they  were  to  paralyae  the  ■»* 
crtions  which  were  moile  in  the  caunbtf 
thiwjgh  such  societioi  aa  tltoae  to  whidi  ha 
had  advertul.  He  wished  to  make  a  few  oh- 
scrvntitms  with  regard  to  the  i^oeA  of  tW 
noble  l»rd,  the  Member  fnr  London,  w^ 
hod  supported  this  bill  on  what  a 
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to  him  (Ijotii  Bernard)  extraordinary 
grounds.  The  noble  Lord  stated,  that 
when  his  Government  brought  forward  a 
measure  of  a  similar  nature  they  at  the 
same  time  introduced  measures  of  concilia- 
tion. Now,  he  was  at  a  loss  to  conceive  to 
what  measures  the  noble  Lord  could  have 
alluded.  Did  the  noble  Lord  forget  that  he 
and  his  Colleagues  came  into  office*  pledged 
to  the  people  of  Ireland  to  carry  the  appro- 
priation clause  or  resign.  He  begged  to 
ask  the  noble  Lord  whether  he  redeemed 
that  pledge?  The  measure  which  in  his 
opinion  had  produced  the  greatest  dissatis- 
faction in  Ireland,  on  mistaken  grounds,  he 
admitted,  was  the  Irish  Poor-law ;  but  was 
it  not  unfair  to  taunt  the  present  Govern- 
ment, because  they  could  not,  under  the 
present  circumstances  of  the  country,  abol- 
ish that  measure,  which  had  as  yet  scarcely 
had  a  fair  trial  ?  The  whole  mischief  had 
resulted  from  the  manner  in  which  that 
bill  had  l)ccn  drawn  up  by  the  late  Govern- 
ment, and  fmm  their  mixing  it  up  with  poli- 
tics. As  in  political  questions  the  battle  was 
fought  on  the  hustings,  so  the  battle  of  the 
municipal  franchise  was  fought  at  the  Poor- 
law  boards.  In  his  opinion  too,  the  Poor- 
law  commissioners  were  by  that  bill  in- 
vested with  political  powers  which  they  ne- 
ver ought  to  have  possessed — he  alluded  to 
the  power  given  them  to  define  the  franchise 
for  roor-law  guardians,  a  difficult  question 
at  the  time,  even  for  Parliament  to  settle ; 
he  alluded  also  to  the  appointment  of  chap- 
lains. The  noble  Loni  claimed  for  his 
Government  the  whole  credit  of  having 
conciliated  the  Roman  Catholics.  He 
(Lord  Bernard)  would  yield  to  none  in 
anxious  desire  to  conciliate  that  body  ;  he 
had  always  used  his  utmost  endeavours  to 
that  end  in  private  life;  nor  was  there  any 
concession  which  he  would  refuse  them 
short  of  what  he  believed  detrimental  to 
the  Established  Church  and  the  legislative 
union.  But  when  the  noble  Lord  claimed 
to  have  made  these  concessions  to  the  Ro- 
man Catholics,  he  ought  to  have  said,  that 
he  threw  every  disgrace  in  the  way  of  the 
Protestant  magistrates,  and  endeavoured  as 
far  as  he  could  to  exclude  from  offices  of 
honour  those  who  were  opposed  to  him  in 
politics ;  and  yet  the  noble  Lord  made  it  a 
matter  of  accusation  against  the  present 
(lovomment,  that  they  had  not  appointed 
their  **  political "  opponents.  But  he  had 
yet  to  learn  why  an  hon.  Gentleman  who 
had  earned  distinction  in  political  life  was 
unfit  for  a  high  judicial  ofhce.  If  the  noble 
Lord  had  acted  upon  the  principle  he  re« 


commended.  If  there  was  one  man  moro 
respected  than  another,  of  the  highest  legal 
attainments,  it  was  Chief  Justice  Penne- 
father ;  and  his  predecessor,  in  the  seat 
which  he  now  filled  (Judge  Jackson)  had 
upon  his  first  circuit  in  Cork,  an  address 
presented  to  him,  signed  by  men  of  all 
parties,  congratulating  him  on  his  appoint- 
ment* While  he  strongly  deprecated  coer- 
cion, and  sincerely  wished  to  preserve  the 
liberty  of  the  subject,  he  nevertheless  sin- 
cerely hoped,  that  if  the  time  should  come 
when  such  a  step  should  be  deemed  neces- 
sary, the  Government  would  take  the  ear- 
liest opportunity  of  asking  Parliament  for 
additional  powers,  in  order  to  put  a  stop  to 
the  agitation  for  the  purpose  of  dissolving 
the  legislative  union.  He  could  not  look  upon 
that  as  merely  injuring  England,  it  would 
afiect  the  happiness  of  Ireland  no  leas  than 
the  welfare  a£  this  country.  It  is  mv  firm 
conviction  (continued  the  noble  Lord), 
should  this  agitation  at  the  future  time 
succeed,  that  our  children  or  our  children's 
children  will  have  cause  to  lament  the  day, 
and  live  to  deplore  the  folly  of  their  ances- 
tors ;  and  looking  back  on  their  prostrate 
strength,  the  tarnished  honour,  and  the 
departed  glory  of  what  was  once  the 
mightiest  empire  of  the  world,  will  ex- 
claim, in  the  impassioned  but  melanchoty 
words  of  the  poe^,*^ 

^  Venit  summa  dies  et  ineluctabile  tempus 
Dardanic :  fuimus  Trees,  fuit  nium,  et  ingens 
Gloria  Teucronim :  ferus  omnia  Jupiter  Argos 
Traoitulit;   incensi   Danai   dominantur   in 
urbe." 

Mr.  fV,  S.  (TSrien  opposed  the  present 
bill,  not  only  on  account  of  Its  special 
enactments,  but  also  on  account  of  its 
general  principle.  He  claimed  for  Ireland 
the  same  rights  with  respect  to  bearing 
arms  as  those  enjoyed  by  Englishmen,  the 
same  rights  as  those  enjoyed  by  the  sub- 
jects of  the  most  despotic  powers,  the  same 
rights  as  those  permitted  to  the  New  Zea- 
land savages,  who  were  lately  allowed  to 
attend  the  fiinetBl  of  the  governor  of  that 
colony  with  muskets  in  their  hands.  He 
did  not  mean  to  assert  that  emergencies 
would  not  arise  of  sufficient  gravity  to 
warrant  the  Government  in  applying  to 
Parliament  to  strengthen  their  hands;  but 
had  such  a  case  b^  made  out  ?  He  had 
expected  that  the  noble  Lord  would  have 
alleged  the  notorious  and  wide-sproad  dis- 
content in  justification  of  his  measure,  but 
the  noble  I^ord  prudently  abstained  from 
touching  upon  that  topic.  Nothing  could 
prevent  the  repeal  notation  but  a  rebel- 
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lion,  in  which  victory  could  he  scarcely  less 
disastrous  than  defeat,  or  ample,  fair,  and 
full  justice,  to  the  Irish  people.  The  only 
ground  alleged  by  the  noble  Lord  was  the 
outrages  committed  in  Ireland.  A  lamer 
case  was  never  attempted  to  be  made  out. 
On  what  testimony  was  it  founded?  On 
the  evidence  of  the  landholders  and  resi- 
dent gentry? — No;  but  on  the  authority 
of  Scotch  commissioners  of  police.  With- 
out intending  to  say  anything  to  the  dis- 
paragement of  these  gentlemen  indivi- 
dually, he  must  be  permitted  to  observe, 
that  it  was  the  uniform  tendencv  of  all 
connected  with  official  departments,  whe- 
ther in  the  Poor-law  commission  or  the 
constabulary,  to  take  to  themselves  as  much 
power  as  possible.  On  referring  to  re- 
turns, he  found  that  the  number  of  out- 
rages committed  during  the  last  few  months 
in  England  exceeded  those  perpetrated  in 
Ireland.  Did  ihe  noble  Lord  wish  to  put 
an  end  to  repeal  agitation  ?  He  would  tell 
him  the  way.  It  was  not  to  be  accom- 
plished by  an  arms  bill,  but  by  looking  to 
the  welfare  of  the  people,  lie  was  the 
last  man  to  exclaim  against  the  landholder 
or  the  rights  of  pniperty ;  but,  at  the  same 
time  he  held  it  to  be  the  duty  of  the  exe- 
cutive Government  to  endeavour  by  all 
possible  means  to  check  that  tendency  to 
depopulation  which  was  but  too  previUent 
even  with  the  head  landlords,  he  would  not 
except  himself.  Never  did  anything  raise 
so  great  an  outcry  as  this  fatal  system  of 
clearance— this  principle  of  extermination. 
Within  the  last  two  months  a  series  of 
letters  had  appeared  in  the  Irish  papers 
stating  that  Lord  Hawarden  had,  within 
a  certain  number  of  years,  turned  out  not 
less  than  200  families,  comprising  1^300 
individuals ;  and  this  was  done  in  the  most 
disturbed  part  of  Ireland.  lie  thought 
some  explanation  was  due  from  the  noble 
I^ord  himself,  or  from  some  of  his  friends, 
for  the  statements  were  put  forward  under 
the  name  of  a  Roman  Catholic  clergyman 
who  re&ided  within  two  miles  of  the  spot 
where  the  transiiction  was  alleged  to  have 
taken  place.  He  called  upon  the  noble 
Ijonl  the  Secretary  for  Ireland,  to  follow 
up  the  maxim  enjoined  by  his  prcdcrcssors, 
*'  that  pnmerty  has  its  duties  as  well  as  its 
rights."  He  found  many  unwelcome  no- 
velties in  the  present  bill,  such  as  the 
branding  of  arms  and  the  ne<*essity  of  up- 
plying  to  petty  sessions  in  rase  of  losing  the 
liivmHS  to  keep  arms,  with  other  similar 
vt^xutious  regulations.  I'he  statu li*  at  pre- 
Beui  in  force  was  coni|)aratively  an  inno- 


cent measure,  and  if  the  renewal  of  that 
had  been  proposed,  it  would  moat  UUk 
have  passed  without  any  observation.  Hit 
objection  to  the  bill  now  before  the  HniMi 
was,  that  it  would  have  the  effect  of  dia- 
arming  all  the  respectable  people  of  Ire- 
land. Persons  of  the  most  unezceptiooafab 
character  would  be  prevented  from  havii^ 
arms  or  ammunition*  Should,  such  as 
enactment  be  passed,  the  first  thing  he 
should  do,  would  be  to  send  his  arms  to  the 
constabulary,  and  beg  them,  to  keep  then 
in  safe  custody  until  the  law  should  hata 
expired.  But  the  greatest  objection  to  the 
measure  was  this,  that  whilst  it  woidd  he 
operative  on  all  the  respcctaUe  clasaes^  it 
would  be  utterly  nugatory  upon  all  the 
disreputable  classes.  It  would  lender  their 
disposition  more  confirmed  to  disobey  the 
existing  law.  But  while  it  would  he 
utterly  nugatory  as  a  measure  of  rigour  for 
the  repression  of  crime,  it  woidd  he  anj- 
thing  but  nugatory  as  affecting  the  feelingB 
of  the  people.  It  had  already  excited  gnat 
discontent.  It  was  only  yesterday  that  ha 
met  a  gentleman,  well  known  to  many  ia 
that  House — Mr.  Bianconi.  That  gentle- 
man had  hitherto  been  adverse  to  a  rneal 
of  the  Union,  but  the  first  effect  oTUa 
reading  the  Arms  Bill  was  to  induoe 
to  send  in  his  subscription,  in  oider 

he  might  be  registered  a  Ilepealer.     ' , 

gentleman  said,  that  his  reason  for  doiiigaa 
was,  that  when  he  first  came  to  Iielaiifha 
saw  so  much  oppression  and  persecatioB  ha 
the  administration  of  simihir  measures,  thlfe  / 
he  was  determined  to  do  all  he  could  te  . 
prevent  any  Government  in  future  dmaa  te. 
enact  such  a  law.    In  conclusion,  he  mmlA 
once  more  implore  the  noUe  Lord  to  ah* 
stain   from   pressing  this  measure     Bat 
should  the  noble  Lord  persist,  he  wool! 
find  his  opiK)sition,  so  long  as  be  had  a  aast 
in  that  House,  a  determined  one.  Heooold 
tell  the  noble  Lonl,  that  not  only  he,  hot 
many  whose  sentiments  he  spoke,  would. 
divide  not  only  on  every  stage  of  the  VHBi^ 
but  uiK)n  every  clause. 

Captain  Layard  said,  that  for  hit  pan 
it  was  not  so  much  against  the  diffeml.' 
clauses  of  the  bill  now  before  the  lloov 
that  he  mt-unt  to  object,  as  that  he  ok 
jceted  to  the  bill  entirely  and  altogether. 
He  fell  that  a  more  dangerous  meaaan 
could  not  be  brought  forward  at  anj  tiaaa^ 
and  particularly  at  the  present,  when  lea. 
land  was  known  to  be  in  such  a  fearful  r 
state  of  excitrmrnt ;   and  he  did  trust  thoi». 
her  Majesty's  Ministers,  finding  boweK*. 
tremely  unpopular  such  a  measure  wouU 
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he,  and  how  likely  a  perseverance  in   it 
was  likely  to  lead  to  consequences  the 
most  deplorable,  would  at  once  and  with- 
out further  delay  abandon  it,  and  by  that 
means  show  to  the  people  of  Ireland  that 
it  really  was  their  intention  to  govern  that 
country    with    justice    and    impartiality. 
But  should  the  Government  remain  deaf 
to  all  warning,  and  determine  to  take  the 
heavy  responsibility  upon  themselves,  he 
still    trusted   that  the  love   for  fair  play 
which  was  supposed  to  govern  Englishmen 
would,  upon  this  occasion,  make  a  large 
proportion  of  that  House  at  once  step  for- 
ward, and  by  their  votes  record  that  they 
would  be  no  parties  to  the  passing  of  a 
law  which  was  an  insult  to  the  feelings  of 
the  people  of  Ireland,  as  well  as  a  cruel 
injustice.     He  asked  the  Government,  he 
appealed  to  the  right  hon.  Baronet  at  the 
head  of  that  Government,  if  when  the 
people  of  this  country  in  the  late  disturb- 
ances not  only  had  arms,  but  used  them, 
if  they  dared  to  bring  forward  a  bill  like 
the  present  ?     He  asked  hon.  Members  if 
they  believed  such  a  bill  would  have  been 
submitted  to  in  this  country  ?  He  appealed 
to  the  Members  for  Scotland  if  they  be- 
lieved such  a  measure  could  have  been 
carried  into  effect  in  their  country,  and 
what  right,  he  asked,  had  any  Government 
to  bring  in  a  bill  for  Ireland  that  the  peo- 
ple of  Scotland,  that  the  people  of  Eng- 
land would  not  submit  to  ?  Was  this  even- 
handed  justice  ?     Was  this  what  Ireland 
had  a  right  to  expect  P    The  right  hon. 
Baronet  had  told  them  on  coming  into 
office  that  Ireland  would  be  his  chief  diffi- 
culty ;  it  must  and  would  continue  to  be 
so,  if  different  laws  were  thus  to  be  thrust 
upon  the  Irish.     If  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
found  he  could  not  govern  the  country, 
why  not  resign  ?     There  were  those  who 
had  governed  it,  as  Lord  Normanby  and 
Lord    Fortescue,  who  by  mild   and  yet 
firm   measures  had  made  Ireland  happy 
and   contented.     He  knew  he  should  be 
told  that  there  was  always  an  Arms  Bill, 
but  this  bill  was  more  stringent.     But  he 
objected  to  an  Arms  Bill  at  all.     He  ob- 
jected  to   any   and   every   measure  that 
could  for  a  moment  make  the  people  of 
Ireland  believe — which,  alas,  they  had  too 
much  reason  to  do— that  they  were  to  be 
treated  differently  to   this  country.     He 
believed  this  bill  to  be   unconstitutional 
and  in  every  way  adverse  to  the  liberty  of 
the  subject.     It   was  said  —  but  by  the 
commonest  observer  it  would  be  treated 
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with  ridicule — that  this  bill  was  to  prevent 
assassination.     Now  did  any  man  in  his 
senses  believe  that  it  would  ?     Certainly 
not.  When  those  wretched  men  attempted 
the  life  of  her  Gracious  Majesty,  did  the 
Government  think  it  advisable  to  bring  in 
such  a  bill  ?  or  when  the  life  of  that  unfor- 
tunate gentleman  (Mr.  Drummond),  whose 
fate  all  must  deeply  deplore,  fell  a  sacri- 
fice to  the  hand  of  the  assassin  ?  But  those 
fearful  crimes  did  not  seem  to  the  Govern* 
ment  a  sufficient  reason  for  bringing  for- 
ward such  a  measure.      He  could  assure 
them  that  Irish  Gentlemen   wanted   not 
their  kind  interference,  and  for  his  part  he 
thought  that  life  was  not  worth  haying  if  it 
was  to  be  protected  and  enjoyed  only  under 
such  a  law  as  this.     But  the  fact  was,  that 
Government  had  other  fears ;  and  which 
fears  he  believed,  only  treat  the  people 
with  common  justice,  would  be  found  to 
be  perfectly  groundless.     He  felt  assured 
the  people  of  Ireland  had  no  wish  or  inten- 
tion to  break  the  laws  of  the  country.    He 
believed  that  the   spread  of  temperance 
(that  most  wonderful  of  all  reformations) 
would  make  it  impossible  that  anything 
like  an  outbreak  could  or  would  take  place. 
The  voice  of  the  nation — the  voice  of  the 
Irish  people  was  against  this  bill.     For- 
merly it  was  said,  Vox  populi,  vox  Dei, 
Do  not  let  it  be  said  in  this  case.  Fox  po- 
puli est  nihil.      He  had  been  quartered  in 
most  parts  of  Ireland  and  had  resided  ther)B 
for  some  years.  He  had,  therefore,  an  op- 
portunity of  bearing  witness  to  the  many 
excellent  qualities  of  the  people,  amongst 
which  a  sincere  love  of  justice  was  one  of 
the   most  prominent.     He  could   hardly 
express    his    astonishment  and    dismay, 
when  he  first  saw  this  bill,  knowing,  as  he 
did,  the  fearful  effect  it  must  have  on  the 
minds  of  an  easily-excited  people.     He 
called  upon  the  House,  he  entreated  hon. 
Members,  not  to  do  so  foul  a  wrong  as  to 
pass  this  measure.     What !  are  those  who 
have  carried  your  arms  to  the  furthest  parts 
of  the  world  with  honour  and  renown-— 
who  have  offered  their  lives,  and  spent 
their  best  blood  in  defence  of  your  liber- 
ties— are  they  to  have  this  cruel  indignity 
passed  upon  them  ?    It  was  said  by  the 
ancients     that     those    whom    the    gods 
meant  to  destroy  they  first  allowed  to  go 
mad.    For  his  part,  he  believed  the  Go- 
vernment must  be  bordering  on  that  state, 
to  bring  forward  such  a  measure  at  such 
a  time,  a  measure  that  could  have  no 
practical  good    result,  but    would    only 
20 
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serve  to  ioflamc  men's  minds.  If  the  Go- 
vernment wished  to  play  into  the  hands  of 
their  enemies,  they  could  not  more  effec- 
tually to  do  so  than  by  bringing^  forward 
such  a  measure.  He  could  tell  them  the 
effect  it  would  have ;  it  would  drive  men 
to  become  what  they  never  had  been  and 
never  intended  to  be.  For  his  part,  he 
believed  this  bill  to  be  contrary  to  the 
British  constitution — a  constitution  from 
which  men  drank  in  that  spirit  of  indepen- 
dence which  forms  the  foundation  of  every 
moral  and  political  virtue ;  for  let  it  be  re- 
membered that  moral  and  political  virtue, 
properly  understood,  are  the  same.  For  who 
ran  be  a  lover  of  morals,  of  virtue,  and  of 
God,  thai  would  oppress  his  fellow  men,  or 
give  his  voice  in  favour  of  a  measure  that 
so  evidently  had  that  tendency  ?  He  con- 
jured them  to  consider  well  before  they 
voted  in  favour  of  this  measure;  and  at 
any  rate  he  trusted  that  no  Irish  Member 
would  be  found  voting  for  a  measure  that 
was  so  directly  contrary  to  the  liberty, 
and  therefore  the  welfare  of  his  country. 

Mr.  Watson  said,  that  although  an 
Englishman,  as  an  Irish  Member,  he 
thought  it  his  duty  to  offer  some  objections 
to  a  bill  the  operation  of  which  was  to 
place  8,000,000  of  their  fellow  citizens 
Ixcyond  the  pale  of  the  constitution.  It 
was  a  bill  destructive  to  liberty  and  con- 
trary to  the  constitution  of  the  country. 
It  was  acknowledged  by  the  Bill  of  Rights, 
which  being  declaratory  was  part  of  the 
common  law,  that  every  citizen  had  a 
right  to  possess  himself  with  arms  for  any 
lawful  purposes^  and  that  bill  was  as  ap- 
plicable to  Ireland  as  to  England.  When 
he  tlrst  read  the  present  bill,  he  could 
hardly  conceive  such  a  measure  could  bo 
submitted  to  the  Legislature  of*  this  coun- 
try. What  were  the  arguments  in  favour 
of  it  9  The  noble  Lord  (Lord  Eliot)  offered 
two  reasons.  The  first  was  the  reports  of 
several  persons  connected  wiih  the  police 
in  Ireland.  Now,  he  would  not  pass  a 
bill  of  this  nature  on  the  report  of  all  the 
persons  connected  with  the  police  in  Ire- 
land, because  he  knew  that  the  police 
in  every  country  always  acted  in  restraint 
of  liberty,  and  always  represented  the 
powers  given  to  them  as  not  sufficiently 
strong  to  enable  them  to  perform  their 
ilutivs.  Before  they  were  called  on  to  pass 
:i  measure  so  dostructive  of  the  lirst  prin- 
I'ipies  of  lil>orty  they  should  have  (he 
i»|»inioiis  of  ina^iittnilfs,  nohhMnon,  and 
LLt'iitlemen  resi<lont  on  their  estates,  :uid 


not  rely  solely  on  the  opinionB  of  tha 

constabulary.     Another   argameiit 

that  acts  substantially  the  same  had 

in  operation  many  years.    The  firal  of 

these  had  been,  be  believed » fouod  in  the 

cabinet  of  a  predecessor  of  the    noUt 

Lord,  and  was  brought  in  bv  the  Wkis 

Government  in  1806.     It  had  been  im 

that  these  measures  differed  from  that 

fore  the  House,  but  he  had  looked 

all  of  them,  and  found  them  all  ao 

dically  and  entirely  bad,  that  he 

not  waste  the  time  of  the  House  by 

paring  and  collating  them.    The 

Lord  stated,  as  one  of  the  argumenia 

favour  of  the  bill,  that  there  was  a 

dent  for  its  introduction.    The  wont  of 

all    reasons,  that  of   a  precedent,  waa 

offered  as  a  satisfactory  reason  to 

House  for  demanding  its  assent  to  a 

sure  of  the  tyrannical  nature  of  the 

under  consideration.     The  Oovei 

was  doing  that  in  1843  which  had 

done  in  times  of  not  and  disturbancOt 

the  only  argument  brought  forward  in 

fence  of  this  measure  was»  that  a 

one  had  been  introduced  by  the  hto 

vernment  and  sanctioned  by  the 

Why,  there  was  not  any  species  of  tyianif 

and  coercion  which  could  be  put  in  f 

against  a  people  that  miffht  not  be  j 

Bed  by  reference  to  what  oad 

in  former  periods  of  danger  aad 

ance.  He  could  not,  consistently  vilk 

view  which  he  conscientioinly  took  of 

question,  support  a  measure  so  Moeh  0^ 

posed  as  the  present  to  the  libertiaa  of  2a 

people.    The  eloquent  and  logfeai 

of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  ] 

for  Dungarvan  had  been  followed  by 

hon.  and  learned  Member  the  Atia 

general  for  Ireland,  and  all  whidi 

right  hon.  and  learned  Gentl 

urge  in  defence  of  the  measure 

a  similar  bill  was  proposed  and  carriai  If 

the  late   Whig  Ministry.     "" 

these,  if  admitted,   might    be 

subservient  to  the  justification  of 

milar  act  of  oppression ;  and  aimplj 

cause  Whigs  and  Tories  had,  during  malw 

years,  alternately  oppressed  Ireland  ft/m 

treatment  was  to  be  perpetuated, 

chains  which   hung   round   that 

|>eople  were  to  be  rivetled  ckiaer. 

House  and  the  country  had  henid 

of  the  refieal  movement  going  on  ii 

land  :  but  who,  let  him  ask,  waa  : 

head    of    tint   agitation  ?— whose 

might  l>e  pointed  (o  as  that  of  Iht 
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most  contpicaooi  a>  the  promoter  of  re- 
peal 1  Wbi  it  QOt  that  of  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  at  the  head  of  the  Government. 
So  long  as  the  Ooverainent  acted  fairly 
toward!  Ireland,  the  repeal  movement 
made  no  progrea* ;  but  the  moment  coer- 
cive and  harsh,  as  well  at  unjust,  mea- 
smnes  were  adopted  towards  the  people  of 
that  country, the  repeal  agitation  advanced 
so  rapidly  that  it  had  every  prospect  of 
being  carried  into  successful  operation, 
and  that  not  by  the  people  of  Ireland, 
but  by  means  of  that  Oovernment  which 
would  not  legislate  for  them.  Prom  the 
year  1841  to  1843,  what  conciliatory 
measures  bad  been  adopted  towaids  Ire- 
land ''.  None.  What  was  (he  purport 
of  the  right  hon.  Baronet's  recent  declara- 
tion respecting  repeal?  It  was,  that  her 
Majesty's  GovernmeDt  was  resolved  upon 
putting  down  that  movement.  Let  him  tell 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  that  the  piesentwns 
themoment  when  the  repeal  agitation  could 
be  most  successfully  suppressed.  Let  the 
noble  Lord  (Lord  Eliot)  be  permitted  to 
do  justice  to  Ireland  as  he  believed  was 
the  noble  Lord's  wish  and  disposition,  and 
that  course,  if  persevered  in,  would  con- 
ciliate the  people  and  strengthen  the 
bonds  of  union  between  ihem  and  this 
country  ;  whereas  all  the  attempts  to 
curb  and  intimidate  them  by  QMBni  of 
bayonets  and  cannon  would  only  excite 
then  10  make  still  itioager  efforts  to 
relieve  themselves  frxn  their  oppression, 
lie  would  give  his  determined  opposition 
to  the  bill. 

Lord  Claude  Hamiltoti  said,  that  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  who  had  just 
sat  down  had  talked  as  if  the  bill  before 
the  House  was  an  entirely  novel  measure, 
and  Bs  if  it  had  been  first  brought  under 
the  nottiM  of  Members  by  the  noble  Lrad 
in  the  present  year  1843.  He  must,  bow- 
ever,  remind  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
that  the  provisions  of  the  bill  were  of  very 
nncicnt  date  in  the  legislative  bistwy  of 
Ireland,  and  they  had  been  otMisidered  to 
be  abfiolutelj  indispensable  hj  every  Go- 
vernment tJiat  bad,  during  many  yean^ 
ruled  the  country.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  had  talked  of  rivetting  the  chains 
of  the  pe<^le  of  Ireland  by  means  of  the 
present  bill,  but  he  must  take  the  liberty 
of  uljterving  that  neither  the  principle  upon 
wliirli  ihe  measure  was  founded,  nor  the 
provisions  embodied  in  the  vaiious  clauses, 
wen.'  novel :  but,  on  the  contrary,  Uiey 
were    long    recognised,    and    had   been 


112« 
sanctioned  by  repeated  acts  of  the  Legisla- 
ture. The  inoonvenienceK,  as  well  as  the 
unconstitutional  nature,  of  the  provisions  of 
the  bill,  had  been  mud)  dwelt  on,  but  it 
ought  to  be  recollected,  that  every  class  of 
persons  was  equally  treated  by  it,  and  he, 
as  well  as  the  poorest  man  in  Ireland, 
would  be  obliged  to  submit  to  the  restimnls 
which  it  imposed.  The  bill  made  no  dis- 
tinction in  persons,  whether  rich  or  poor, 
high  or  low  ;  nor  was  there  any  distinc- 
tion drawn  between  persons  professing  dif- 
ferent religions — in  fact,  it  wsa  perfectly 
impartial  in  its  application,  and  it  would 
be  far  better  if  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber had  shown  where  the  rivets  that  he 
spoke  of  were  to  be  found  in  the  bill,  than 
to  indulge  in  meredealamation.  The  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  opposite  had  also  put 
the  question  to  hon.  Gentlemen  who  repre- 
sented Scotch  and  English  constituencies, 
whether  they  would  submit  to  have  such  a 
measure  as  the  present  carried  into  opera- 
tion in  their  own  districts  or  counties.  It 
was  obvious  that  laws  were  meant  to 
remedy  sodol  evils,  and  to  impose  whole- 
some restraints  upon  all  classes ;  and  if  the 
evils  for  which  a  measure  sueh  as  the  pre- 
sent was  introduced  did  not  exist  in  the 
countries  referred  to,  with  what  justice 
could  such  ft  remedy  be  said  to  he  necessary 
there?  The  right  hon.  Gentleman,  the 
Member  for  Dung^rvan,  had  drawn  s  vivid 
and  eloquent  picture  of  what  the  feelings 
of  the  people  of  Yorkriilre  would  be  if  such 
a  bill  as  the  pieaent  woe  to  be  enforced  in 
thst  district.  But  until  that  ria^t  hon. 
Gentleman  could  show  that  York^ire  was 
in  a  state  thai  needed  such  restrainUas 
much  as  Ireland  did,  he  could  not  admit 
that  there  was  any  parallel  existing,  It 
such  a  state  of  things  could  be  shown  to 
exist  in  Yorkshire,  as  unhappily  was  wit- 
nessed in  Ireland,  then  he  would  be  the 
first  to  join  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in 
his  demand  for  an  equal  application  to  that 
county  of  the  measure.  Who  that  had 
heard  the  eloqissnt  and  ftvcibic  speech  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who  did  not  feel 
that  there  was  a  total  dissimilarity  between 
the  two  cases  drawn  by  him,  and,  there- 
fore, that  identity  nf  measures  could  not 
be  said  to  be  equal  justice  ?  What  Im 
meant  by  equal  justice  was,  that  it  was 
essential  to  afibra  protection  to  the  inno- 
cent and  peaceaUe,  and  to  punish  and 
deter  the  guilty  botji  in  Ireland  and  in 
Yorkshire;  and  if  dicumstances  rendered 
it  necessary  to  have  recourse  to  «  different 
mode  of  proooediiig  in  (WW  coiiBty  to  that 
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which  was  adopted  in  another,  it  would  bo 
extremely  wrong  to  say  that  injustice  was 
(*oiiimittcd  by  this  difiereiicc  of  proceeding. 
If  hon.  Members  were  to  apply  themselves 
to  allay  the  irritation  and  to  calm  the  pas- 
sions of  the  people  with  half  the  energy 
which  they  displayed  on  behalf  of  Ireland 
in  that  House*,  there  would,  he  apprehended, 
l)e  a  very  ditlerent  state  of  things  observa- 
ble from  what  was  now  seen  there.  He 
did  not  mean  to  imply  by  this,  that  they 
did  the  reverse,  but  it  was  a  natural  conse- 
quence for  men  when  wrapped  up  in  and 
engrossed  by  their  own  thoughts,  to  neg- 
lect other  distant  and  less  pressing  matters. 
Let  him  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  the 
Member  for  Dungarvan,  whether  he  would 
for  an  instant  put  the  county  of  Tipperary 
(m  a  footing  with  Yorkshire  in  point  of 
internal  tranquillity  or  security  of  jxnrson  ? 
Did  not  that  right  hon.  Gentleman,  in  the 
height  of  his  indignation  at  that  clause  of 
the  bill  which  provides  that  any  person 
convicted  of  the  illegal  possession  of  arms 
in  Ireland  shall  be  subject  to  seven  years' 
transportation — did  he  not,  even  whilst 
denouncing  that  proviso,  afford  an  ample 
proof  of  its  necessity,  by  stating,  that  he 
was  obliged  to  use  his  influence  on  one 
occasion  in  Ireland  to  procure  a  safe  asylum 
for  some  witnesses  on  a  prosecution,  before 
they*  would  Ikj  induced  to  give  their  evi- 
dence ?  and  was  this  course  not  necessary 
for  their  safety,  as  otherwise  they  would 
have  been  shot  bv  the  friends  of  the  con- 
victed  party  ?  This  was  the  reason  why 
it  was  nect^ssary  to  deprive  the  people  of 
Ireland  of  arms.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Limerick  had  objected  that  the  bill  would 
only  deprive  the  peaceable,  well-conducted, 
and  honest  classes  in  Ireland  of  their  arms, 
whilst  it  would  leave  the  ruffians  and  tur- 
bulent part  of  the  population  in  possession 
of  theirs,  for  the  former  would  give  up 
their  weapons,  whereas  the  latter  would 
secrete  and  preserve  them.  Why  should 
this  Ikj  the  necessary  ccmscquence  of  the 
bill  ?  Why  should  the  honest,  ]x?aceable, 
and  well-c4)ndurted  |)e}isant  or  farmer  in 
Ireland  l)c  deprived  of  his  arms  ?  He 
could  retain  them  upon  applying  for  a  cer- 
tificate ;  and  what  shame  would  there  be 
in  applying  for  that  which  the  first  noble- 
man in  the  land  would,  etpinlly  with  him- 
self, have  to  ])rovide  himself  with  ?  Who 
but  the  |K'rs(m  that  meant  to  make  a  bod 
and  revengeful  use  «f  his  fire-arms  would 
neglect  to  provide  himself  with  a  rertifi- 
rute,  or  wouhl  S(H*k  toecmceal  his  |Missi>s8i(m 
of  such  a  weap<m  P     The  {mrticulur  arms 


I  sought  to  be  obtabed  under  tbe 
'  not  those  used  in  sporting,  but  were 
kets,  rifles,  and  other  firelocks  of  a 
dangerous  description,  and  it  was  fiw  Om 
House,  therefore,  to  cansider  what  pun 
those  arms  were  destined  to  serre  wi 
their  owners  would  at  all  liaiaidi 
them  from  observation,  and  reftiK 
to  give  them  up,  or  to  obtain  a  iegjtl 
mission  for    their    retention.      Tlie 
should  have  his  hearty  support. 

Mr.  C.  Buller  :  If  this  bill  were  intra^ 
duccd  without  reference  to  immediate  objeel^ 
I  confess  I  .should  not  feel  a  deep  intei 
its  fate.  This  bill,  under  otber  di 
stances,  and  as  the  mere  continuance 
law  as  it  formerly  stood,  need  excite 
little  interest  in  this  House,  or  out  of  iL 
That  such  must  be  the  case,  is  shown  hf  At 
conduct  of  the  Irish  Members*  when  Ail 
bill  was  proposed  by  the  late  Govemnoit, 
and  when  it  was  accepted  as  a  matter  of 
course,  without  the  slightest  objection  toita 
provisions.  I  shall  not,  io  order  to  deftai 
the  present  conduct  of  those  Memheii^ 
maintain  that  there  is  any  difierenea 
tween  the  provisions  of  this  bill,  and 
formerly  introduced.     I,  mjaelf»  an 

solved  to  defend  my  conduct  on  far 

general  grounds,  and  I  say  frankly,  that  IF 
this  bill  were  brought  in  by  Lord  Moraad^ 
and  if  the  powers  to  be  exercised  nnoer  tt 
were  to  be  exercised  by  Lord  Morpeth,  Mli 
so  unquestionably  enjoyed  the  eonfdeiiM 
of  the  Irish  people,  I  should  think  thfa '!■ 
a  matter  of  perfect  indifTerenoe.  Bnl^  Sft^ 
I  hx>k  to  what  hands  the  powert  gboi  Vf 
this  bill,  arc  to  be  committed.  It  conM 
be  denied— the  Gentlemen  opponte  ha$m 
admitted — that  it  is  lestrictiTe  of  Khuiy^ 
that  its  provisions  go  to  enlarp^e  the  poi 
of  the  executive.  Is  it  illogical,  that 
fore  I  assent  to  grant  such  powert,  I 
ask  in  what  spirit  they  are  to  be  ezc 
and  whether  they  arc  to  be  entrusted  . 
Government  having  the  confidence  of 
majority  of  the  Irish  people,  or  only 
a  minority  detested  by  that  people }  Q| 
this  plain  gnmnd  I  rest  my  oppodtion  W^ 
bill,  of  which  I  thought  nothing  whfllJl 
was  formerly  brought  before  PaiiiaanHb* 
Tlic  Ciovemment  to  whom  I  fwmeily  gfc 
trusted  the  powers  of  this  hill  waa  a  Oli^- 
vernmcnt  which,  amongst  other  adTaotM|li4 
exerted  the  whole  of  its  adminfaMfllS 
powers  in  accordance  with  theieeliagrtf 
the  Irish  people.     If  it  could  not 

i)lete  its  good  intentions  by 
egislation,   it    was  not  its  fault. 
the  Irisli  people  attributed  their 
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comings  to  the  ab6ence  of  power.  Sit,  the 
present  Government  wants  no  such  power. 
They  have  a  majority  in  this  House,  they 
have  a  majority  in  the  other  House,  ready 
to  assent  to  any  measure  brought  forward  by 
them  for  the  remedy  of  the  evil$  of  Ireland. 
Even  on  the  avowal  of  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite,  the  Arms  Bill  by  itself  does  not 
propose  to  remove  those  evils.  It  was  put 
very  ingeniously  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northamptonshire — whose  speech  gave  a 
promise  of  good  feeling  and  ability,  which 
I  am  sure  future  opportunities  will  amply 
fulfil  —  that  this  bill  was  intended  to 
protect  the  well-conducted  portion  of 
the  people  against  assassins*  Does  not 
experience  show  the  miserable  futility 
of  such  measures  for  the  suppression 
of  outrage.^  Have  not  secretary  for  Ire- 
land after  secretary  given  us  details  of 
the  invasion  of  houses,  the  destruction 
of  property,  and  the  reckless  sacrifice 
of  human  life  ?  All  that  time  vou  had  an 
Arms  Act.  Is  there  the  slightest  evidence 
that  it  ever  prevented  any  number  of  out- 
rages ?  I  must  confess  it  seems  to  me  to 
be  the  universal  characteristic  of  such  a 
measure,  that  it  disarms  the  victim  without 
putting  any  serious  difficulty  in  the  way  of 
the  assailant  Do  not  suppose  that  they 
who  wish  to  commit  deliberate  murder ; 
who  plan  it  as  they  do  in  Ireland,  for  days, 
weeks,  and  months ;  who  come  from  dis- 
tant parts  of  the  country  to  localities  in 
which  they  are  unknown ;  who  are  assisted 
by  a  band  of  ruffians — do  not  suppose  that 
such  men  will  ever  fail  from  want  of  arms 
when  they  come  to  a  house  to  pillage,  or 
to  massacre  an  aged  man  (as  was  referred 
to)  in  the  midst  of  his  family,  or  to  assist  at 
the  abduction  of  a  young  woman  from  the 
house  of  her  parents  }  Why,  these  outrages 
have  been  committed  during  the  operation 
of  bills  founded  on  allegations  of  violence,  far 
more  startling  than  those  adduced  by  the 
noble  Lord.  But  I  must  confess  that  I 
should  have  taken  little  part  in  those  de- 
bates, if  I  looked  to  nothing  but  the  bill 
before  the  House.  I  look  at  it  in  connec- 
tion with  the  government  of  Ireland. 
Under  pretence  of  protecting  one  part  of 
the  peasantry  against  another,  the  real  ob- 
ject is  to  protect  the  Government  against 
insurrectionary  movements.  I  want  to 
know  by  what  means  you  intend  to  prevent 
them  ?  Is  it  by  an  Arms  Bill  that  you 
arc  to  quiet  the  Irish  people  ?  Or  is  it  by 
such  a  policy  as  will  deprive  them  of  all 
inclination  to  rise  against  the  law?  I 
perfectly  admit,  that  the  late  accounts  are 
calculated  to,  inspire  the  utmost  terror;  I 


believe  such  an  organizi^tibn  for  effecting  a 
change  in  the  constitution  was  never  before 
witnessed  in  any  country,  and  could  never 
be  allowed  to  go  on  without  succeeding.  It  is 
quite  clear,  that  it  is  the  determination  of 
the  Irish  people  to  reject  all  offers  from  the 
Government ;  it  is  quite  clear  they  have  no 
confidence  in  them.  It  is  quite  clear  that 
they  look  to  nothing— that  is,  nine  out  of 
ten  of  the  Irish  people — but  legislative 
separation  from  England  as  a  remedy  for 
all  their  evils.  Now,  it  is  needless  for  an 
English  Member  to  argue  against  such  a 
doctrine.  None  of  us  can  say  a  word  in 
favour  of  it.  It  must  be  fraught  with 
unmixed  evil;  it  would  be  an  end  to  the 
existence  of  a  great  and  powerful  em- 
pire, by  making  hostile  neighbours  of 
those  who  ought  to  be  our  peaceful  fellow- 
subjects.  One  would  think,  supposing  the 
Irish  people  were  well  governed,  that,  as 
the  weaker  and  the  poorer  nation,  they 
ought  to  feel  a  horror  at  separation  much 
more  than  we  do.  If  the  union  had 
been  productive  of  good  Government, 
the  degradation  of  the  empire*  which 
must  ensue  from  the  repeal  of  it,  might 
be  expected  to  fall  most  heavily  on  that 
poorer  portion  which  ought  to  have  en- 
joyed the  benefit  of  our  superior  civili- 
zation, strength,  and  wealth.  And  when 
the  lamentable  fact  is  brought  before  you^ 
that  in  spite  of  all  these  reasons,  the  people 
of  Ireland  wish  (and  no  one  can  doubt  it) 
for  the  Repeal  of  the  Union,  I  ask  you  to 
explain  this  ?  I  ask  you  what  remedy  you 
propose  for  such  a  state  of  things  ?  Is  it 
by  such  a  bill  as  this,  that  the  disease  in 
the  mind  of  the  nation  is  to  be  cured  .'^ 
Do  you  think  it  is  by  Arms  Bills  you  can 
be  restored  to  the  affections  of  the  Irish 
people }  Expand,  then,  the  far  more  im- 
portant remainder  of  your  policy.  Tell 
us  what  other  and  larger  measures  of 
a  remedial  nature  you  have  in  store.  It 
must  be  a  preliminary  in  discussing  any 
measure  which,  on  the  face  of  it  can 
afford  but  temporary  and  partial  relief, 
that  yoii  should  say  how  you  mean 
to  go  to  the  root  of  the  evil;  how  you 
mean  to  ameliorate  the  condition  of  the 
Irish  people;  and  reconcile  them  to  the 
laws  and  institutions  under  which  they 
now  live.  On  the  one  or  two  occasions, 
that  I  have  spoken  on  Irish  subjects  I  have 
used  a  frankness  which  has  given  rise  to 
astonishment.  I  wiU  say,  on  the  present 
occasion,  that  the  Government  of  England 
in  Ireland  has  been  for  centuries  our  scan- 
dal in  the  eyes  of  Europe.  We  must  not 
diflguiae  these  tlmigs;  we  cannot  hop^  If 
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a  mere  denial  ^  to  remove  from  ourselveii 
wliaL  all  the  world  ngrccs  in  dcsigQating  as 
our  greatest  disgrace,  I  appeal,  not  merely 
to  works  of  a  permanent  character ;  but  to 
the  periodical  literature  of  every  nation  of 
l'1uro])e,  that  the  opinion  of  the  world  is, 
tliut  there  is  no  Christian  state  which  has 
suiicred  such  misgovemment  as  Ireland,  by 
you.  Do  I  say,  that  without  the  corrobo- 
ration of  such  circumstances  as  must  carry 
conviction?  1.ook  at  the  material  condi- 
tion of  the  Irish  people  ?  Is  there  in  £u- 
roiw  poverty  so  wretched  ?  Is  there  u 
country,  the  physical  condition  of  whose 
|HK)plc  is  so  bad  P  Has  not  that  condition 
deteriorated  during  the  present  century, 
while  all  Europe  has  made  rapid  strides  ? 
I  am  going  to  appeal  to  statistical  autho- 
rity, whicu  you  ought  to  respect,  in  as 
much  as  you  have  legislated  u^xm  it.  If 
you  say,  that  the  pniducc  of  Ireland  has 
increased— that  the  agriculture  of  the  coun- 
try is  greatly  impn)ved — 1  do  not  deny  it. 
The  fact,  the  shameful  fact  is,  that  during  tlie 

last  century,  the  prtxluce  luis  been  doubled,  _ 

while  the    condition  of  the    ]KX)plc    has    neighbours.     I  am  personally  ignonmt  wt 


the  condition  of  the  people  bas  been  dei^ 
growing  worse  and  worse.  And  if  of  kte 
some  improvements  can  be  ohKrved  in  the 
cottages  and  in  the  appearance  of  the  poopl^ 
this  change  is  not  to  be  attributed  to  tlie 
care  of  the  Government,  or  the  kindneH  wt 
the  wealthy,  but  simply  to  the  cneigioi  wt 
one  excellent  individuad,  who  has  uaed  hk 
priestly  character  to  reclaim  the  Iriah  people 
from  that  vice  which  had  beco  the  csim  ef 
half  their  misery.  And  what  endfoam 
have  you  to  show  of  good  GovernmeDt  m 
the  institutions  of  the  countiy  i  I  do  Ml 
believe,  tliat  such  an  experiment  was  evar 
before  attempted  in  the  drilised  warldt  ai 
your  experiment  of  governing  a  oountiy  \f 
no  other  instrument  of  rule  than  an  am^ 
and  an  armed  police.  Who  are  the  maim 
of  the  people  }  What  leaders  have  ioej  to 
win  confidence  for  the  Government  ?  In 
other  countries,  and  I  must  saj  in  Ab 
country,  whatever  political  disHites  I  mtj 
have  with  them.  1  never  will  denj,  that  a 
great  part  of  the  gentry  promote 
civilizaticm,    and    charity   amongst 


Ireland,  but  deriving  my  information  fioat 
the  concurrent  testimony  of  all  writers  anl 
travellers,  I  assert  that  the  great  mas  af 
the  proprietors  (I  don*t  deny  that  thsR 
are  lionourable  exc^tionst  including  of 
course  all  the  landlords  of  Irdand  in  tkis 
FIousc)  present  the  grcatc9t  contrast  to  the 
English  gentry  which  can  be  oonee 
In  any  other  country  the  influence  of 


deteriorated.  I  refer  for  my  authority  not 
to  the  vague  declarations  of  Irish  agitators, 
but  to  the  rei)ort  of  tlie  Poor-law  coniniis- 
sioiiers,  sanctioned  by  every  local  commis- 
sioner who  litis  inquired  into  the  clothing, 
iirin<;,  and  food  of  the  Irish  jioor.  I  have 
not  tlie  slightest  intention  of  reading  those 
re[)orts,  hut  I  shall  be  borne  out  uy  the 
recollection   of  all  who  have  read  them, 

that  they  testify  to  the  fact,  that  no  other  ■  gion— of  a  clergy  trusted  by  the 
people  are  liuddled  together  as  the  Irish  i  ment)  and  honoured  by  the  people^ 
are,  while  their  AkkI  has  universally  detc-  |  have  some  salutary  influence  in 
riorated.  Contradict  that  if  you  can.  You  :  order  and  attachment  to  the  executive 
cannot,  though  you  might  have  done  so  ;  You  have  an  Established  Church 
when  we  had  not  this  evidence  seven  or  ■'  which  is  an  insult  and  eye-aorc  to  tbc 
oi^ht  years  ago.  Arthur  Young,  ctmi-  '  niunity.  Yes,  I  say  the  Church  of 
paring  the  state  of  Ireland  with  that  of ;  rity  is  imposed  on  a  reluctant  people  hf 
England,  said  coinphiint  is  made  of  the  :  army,  and  by  Arms'  Bills.  You  have  to! 
Irish  being  Ixullynfl*  but  I  must  remark  this,  the  funds  destined  by  the  bounty  of 
that  while  the  ICnglish  p(x>r  cat  bread  and  !  ancestors  for  religious  instruction 
i*hct\sc  they  have  rarely  a  sufliciency,  while  ]  the  rightful  owners^  and  expend  t^ 
tlie  Irish,  who  use  potatoes,  have  not  only  clergy  living  either  in  uisgraoeful 
iMiougli  for  themselves  but  for  the  beggar  scnteeism,  or  being  more  dcplonihly 
who  asks  their  charity.  Now  what  is  tlie  cliievous  from  residing  in  Ireland.  Tan 
slateineiit  of  thecomniissioners?  That  the  have  also  a  real  Chun*h,  whuae  pricrtsaaa 
quantity  uf  i>otatoes  now  used  is  scanty,  iHiwerful  from  their  influence  over  the 
and  the  ([uality  has  notoriously  deteriorated,  pie  ;  belonging  to  a  religion  that  must 
I  may  remind  you  of  the  passage  by  repeat-  dily  allies  itself  with  the  State  ; 
iiig  a  particular  phrase  which  struck  me  in  hotwl  that  have  '«^'**nys  been  found  Hit 
reading  that  rejKjrt ;  the  general  cov^^     **,    ling  agents  o  ^•■'^y  and  Govcvni 

was,   they   were  reduced   io   "  lu"  What  have  ^  th  n«rd  to 

which  formerly  were  given  only  i  ?     l)y  lution*  jou 

Such  is  the  evidence  of  the  effeetj  them  ptation^and 

lish  (ioveniment — that  while  the  vof  nL     Than  is  ( 

ui'  Irt'luud  ami  tbc  rcnM  h^yc  M\9mAmJI$ 
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.  fluepoe  C»r  gftoi  gmmmeat.  I  own  the 
palilii*!  Iwden  of  tlui  p«q1»-i1uj'  wli 
have  advocated  tbeu  "Wn,  wd  glwiously 
won  their  biUtli,  Upon  what  prilii^ililc 
httvs  jou  acttd  tofnid*  them  )  Vog  liave 
decreed  fiirtluni  a  bt^eloM  «xG)umn  of  all 
dure  in  tbeBDvernmaptoftiiBirpmi 
trv  10  long  BB  the  Covanuaeot  of  £ii);laiid 
u  BHUtlMlted  as  at  pmwnt-  Cw  the  peo- 
ple Lava  coDfidencti  in  (be  adniowtration 
of  the  Igw  wM  tbfif  «Be  Qwigt 
raised  to  the  b^cb  of  iiutioe,  and  c 
ttffitx  of  the  ma^itracy  filled  i>j  thaw  whont 
Uiey  look  on  M  ibait  VBtma  f  h  it  by 
remoTing  from  the  Gonmiwon  of  tfiQ  ]Kace 
all  those  who  hsTQ  evbued  Wf  attv^mcnt 
to  the  pt^br  cMiae,  that  thij  are  to  be 
Gonciligied  ?  Sudi  ineawi^  at  all  tiuua 
most  have  caused  dlsiaflbelion ;  and  jour  pe- 
rils are  greatly  faicieaacd  by  the  experiment 
which  baa  been  recentlj  made.  I  acknow- 
ledge, that  to  remedy  the  eviU  of  iKlund, 
must  be  a  work  of  great  patience  aati  lui- 
nest  intenlion-  Thelate  Oorcnuiwiit  made 
oae  great  step  towards  amdiontlon.  The 
late  Government  were  pTOTeqted  from 
making  the  laws  which  thof  propoaed  for 
removing  ineqtulitiea  which  had  beeti  jca- 
loudj  maintmned  ;  but  there  was  one  tiling 
which  fou  could  not  hinder  iriiile  tliey 
held  the  rein  of  the  executive  |  aad  that 
was,  govembg  through  <he  leaden  at  tbc 
people.  This  efibrt  to  secure  the  efiectioni< 
of  the  peofde  had  iu  retnra,  for,  from 
1835,  when  Lnd  Hdboun  took  oHicc, 
down  to  the  period  ^  hii  rengnation,  you 
had  the  easKUion  ef  dinAiation ;  700  bad 


Ml 


tu< 


rfoUXuaUiM  ia  yfelling 
obedienoe  to  die  law  and  thwlwaAw  ut  the 
people  and  their  ptieathood,  thp  agecu  of 
order  and  good  govennBant.  AaA  now 
what  change  bava  jrou  efieclad  1  Fnui  the 
time  of  your  eomiag  ialo  offiaa  jnan  allied 
younelraa  with  the  Onaguam  of  Ireland, 
[iSir  Ririiert  Peel  «xpne«Hd  4ineal,]  The 
ri^  bfcn.  BaiDnet  deniM  tW;  hat  I  wish 
he  would  point  out  ifao  jiftwwe  boLween 
Toryism  and  OnngciMDr  It  i*  aild  that 
they  who  arraign  the  conduct  of  Govern- 
ment for  the  ^tpointneot  of  the  judges, 
must  ^re  eridaicc  a£  d^berate  and  sys- 
tematic acts  at  iniustloe  by  thoae  Auwtiua- 
aries.  ^,  when  we  vi^  (o  ctmqtur  the 
feelings  of  the  Irish  peapU^  Wfi  nmU  use 
no  such  teat.  You  muat  bxJk  to  human 
nature  at  large,  and  placiAg  ounelres  in 
the  poution  «  tlie  tndi  people^  ask  what 
our  feelings  would  be  if  ao  tiatfed?  TIiltc 
were  two  Gentlemen  in  this  Htnue,  Dr. 
Le&oy  and  Mr.  Seigeiot  ffddfm,  moic 


gentlemanly  or  agntvUe  men  iq  private  I 
never  met,  but  I  moit  say  that  never  on  an 
Irish  quL'stiun  (an^  tfaey  both  MOokti  often, 
and  one  m  great  length)  have  I  (eaid  than 
expre^  it  feelii^  of  sympathy  fbr  the  nun 
of  their  countrymen,  ana  Jierer  did  J  hear 
uiiy  two  Gen[]emB&  who  were  more  qon- 
stantty  inclined  tp  expM«HOns  id  religinu 
bigniry  iiml  milionsl  aninoN^,  Tun  twdc 
thc!>e  'men  on  the  ordliWT  priqc^hR  of 
gngljiili  [larty  politic^  and  QOt  CQnwd^ring 
tbc  difference  as  m^ied  to  Iidand,  you 
raised  them  to  thnhwich  becanae  tb^  wne 
your  supported  in  tbii  HofUB.  ind  tlw  re- 
prescnUtiveHdftbarpartrinlrdDDd.  We 
are  not  very  tideiwt  of  ttong  pvty  vrn 
iu  England,  wben  niied  to  mdi  poptmw, 
but  what  must  be  the  feoUsg*  of  the  IrUh 
Catholics,  rucdllectiDg  the  wntJiBpnti  they 
uttered,  tlio  politw  diey  anppartfld,  tllie 
party  with  which  they  Were  anodated,  and 
the  measures  whi(^,  tp  the  detaitatiim  of 
the  irii>h  {Hwple,  tb^  pnJWOted  ?  1  sak 
what  must  be  the  belipgi  of  ap  Iridi  CJa- 
ihulic  on  seeing  such  neo  m  tbo  benci. 
Could  he  be  cmepted  to  have  cenfideAoe  in 
the  adminititruico  of  justice  hg  tho  pro. 
Iiouiiderti  iif  siich  doctriaea  f    1  have  ■)- 


radysuid.Uiatlhaveiu 

But  I  received  ft  portiao  of  ny  palitjcal 
edueution  in  a  potwitry  wbfro  dissensoas 
buve  rageil,  though  not  for  a  tenth  part  of 
the  duration  of  thoae  id  Ii^and«  and  where 
the  baired  of  mco  is  not  embitteeed  fay  the 
animosity  of  religko,  I  know  how  jweate 
is  the  work  of  legMlation  fiir  audi  a  ooun- 
try — tkow  easily  pr^udloes  an  ejxUed,  and 
bow  easily,  and  cpiBpMely  thsy  are  allay^ 
by  govcmuig  Gv  the  bewi^  of  the  nfm  of 
the  people.  Cei^are  more  m  4etMl  than 
my  right  hon.  Fneqd  the  Member  tot  Dun- 
giirvan  did  last  night  your  pdi^air(|(Mi4s 
Canada  and  Iielapd.  The  Ton  faifX  «Mne 
into  power  by  a  mfttori^  in  Engjind,  In 
Ireluid,  as  a  aeatwrj  oooaei^iienee  of  that 
triumph,  every  ftiena  of  tha  pyiUr  party 
was  removed  flmn  oUee,  and  emqr  vacancy 
supplied  by  Manhwa  of  the  nuaonty. 
Louk  across  tlie  Atlantii^  and  you  m  toe 
ministry  <Minipaaad  of  tli*  Fcendi,  the  €»• 
tlioUc,  and  the  doHmtip  party.  Thoo^ 
Tories  in  ^o^lu4  ypu  koM  at  CWaa 
with  Caoadian  ^e%  and  you  placed  in 

?Dwer  those  oj/f/ofei  to  your  own  pplitici. 
'ou  go  further,  yog  bUe  a  man  wba  has 
distiuguishal  himaalf  under  the  late  Qo- 
vernmcnt,  and  you  OBod  OlK  an  EogUsh 
Liberal  to  admiiUMor  the  afiaiia  of  Canada, 
in  canjuuction  with  a  libeal  Canndiw  ni- 
i^atry.     Now,  do  ROt  f/fvm  ib^  I  Vf 
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going  to  say  B  word  in  favour  of  the  repeal 
of  the  Union  ;  do  not  suppose  tliat  I  am  at 
all  inclined  to  tliat  retrograde  and  liurba- 
rous  step  fur  wcakeniag  the  empire,  but 
put  yourselvcK  in  the  place  of  the  Irish 
people,  and  suppose  jrou  were  sulijcctcd  to 
tlic  govcmincat  of  a  Tory  minority,  not 
bocause  you  bad  changed  your  minds,  but 
the  £ng1ish  theirs ;  and  then  looking  at  tlic 
different  measure  meted  out  across  the  At- 
kntic;  lay,  whether  you  would  not  prefer 
a  domestic  Legislature  and  a  Government 
reajionsiblc  to  your  own  people,  instead  of 
a  Government  dictated  by  England,  and 
representing  only  an  odious  minority. 
These  are  lessons  not  thrown  away  on  the 
people  of  Ireland,  and  tbcy  are  not  thrown 
away  on  the  people  of  England.  There  is 
a  great  change  since  you  last  raised  the  No 
Popery  cry.  People  ask  why  you  have  not 
tried  in  Ireland  the  experiment  that  has 
succeeded  in  Canada,  and  wliich  was  al- 
ready successful  in  Ireland.  If  you  wish 
to  fight  successfully  against  the  repeal  cry, 
you  must  put  it  down,  not  by  Arms'  Dills, 
but  by  acting  as  Ijird  Norraunby  acted  in 
Ireland,  and  Sir  Charles  Uagot  in  Canada, 
1  speak  earnestly,  for  I  look  on  this  as  a 
|^;rcat  crisis  in  the  aflairs  of  Ireland.  I  ne- 
ver, in  addressing  myself  to  the  right  lion. 
Baronet  have  done  so  in  tern 
acerbity  and  injustice.     I  think 


professions — ^by  ft  larger  qtirit  of  legUfr 
tion — an  Arms'  Bill,  as  the  only  BMiMn 
of  legislation  for  Ireland. 

Mr.  Shaw  said  the  speech  of  tb*  hoa. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Herabcr  fa 
Liskeard  (Mr.  Buller],  like  much  of  thi 
debate  previously,  had  «r>Ddned  froa  tka 
bill  immed lately  before  the  Hoiue,  to  tka 
general  state  of  Ireland.  He  was  happf 
to  have  heard  the  hon.  and  learaed  (Urn- 
tleman  declare  that  be  had  never  httm  m 
that  country.  Tor  in  the  rerairks  wilfc 
which  the  bon.  and  learned  Henbcr  had 
favoured  the  House,  with  regard  to  Am 
gentry,  the  peasantry,  the  habiU,  ih* 
feelings,  and  (he  general  conditioa  if 
Ireland,  the  hon.  and  learned  GbbiImmb 
having  spoken  so  freely  of  his  (Ik 
Shaw's)  country,  and  many  of  hit  pmoMt 
friends,  must  allow  him  to  uj,  that  M 
reference  to  every  one  of  tboie  topics,  ths 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had  exhibilid 
the  profoundest  ignorance.  As  the  dcbM 
had,  as  he  had  already  observed,  divtrgrf 
into  a  general  discussion  upon  the  piCMHl 
state  of  Ireland,  he  trusted  that  he  afaoJi 
be  borne  with  while  he  ofieied  s  few  ok 
servatioos  to  the  House  on  that  queadM 
which   was  at  that  moment  one  of  alt 

.  u.e  ng.u  nou.    absorbing  interest.     He  bad  hitherto  i». 

SH  S.    ^^  from  taking  part  in  the  iucid- 


;nccd  by  higher  motives  than  those  which 

move  inferior  statesmen.     I  rcmeniber  bis 

avowal,  that  he  was  actuated  by  the  pro- 

I>able  ojiinion  of  iwsterity,  and  by  a  desire 

for   [KiBthuinous  fame,     I   ask,    how  will 

))osterity  decide  when  the  right  hon.  I)ar 

net  summ<nicd  to  its  bar,  is  asked  how  1,^  .      .■ 

W  governed   irelaiul  ?     lie  must  say,  1    might  he  plcasmg  or  to  whomdispleaMafc 

found  her  on  my  iuxaaon  contented  and    ["'»  >^i'h  the  single  view  to  what  be  W> 


refeicnces  which  bad  been 
subject  in  the  House;  but  he  felt  that  iha 
time  was  come  when  it  became  his  deto, 
as  an  Irish  representative,  to  give  to  ni 
House  and  the  country  the  beat  c 


^   which  be  was  capable  of  formiag;  bixmi  i^ 

s^askcdhow  "lie    w'.'''0"t  reference   to  partj,  to  wbooi  it 


obtMient  to  the  law,  hut  in  onu  year  :md 
half  of  my  rule  I  mutiaged  to  ulicnatv  the 
l<i.ti|ile  of  Ireland  from  diose  of  I'Jigland.  I 
niaiiuged  to  mise  the  cry  of  repeal,  which 
had  completely  diul  away.  And  when 
asked  what  nieusna's  he  brought  forward 
to  improve  the  eiuiditkni  of  the  i)cople,  ht 
must  reply,  I  |>ro[)oscd  as  ]iniofx  of  my  sa- 
gacity and  wisihnn,  the  Irish  Spirits'  Bill, 
and  the  Iri.th  Arms'  Hill.  I  do  think  the 
right  hon.  Barona  means  something  belter 
for  Ireland.  He  hax  only,  however,  given 
us  a  hint  of  the  woRtt  jKirt  of  his  jMiIicy, 
this  measure  of  coercion,  lie  has  oinitted 
to  say  wluit  iniiLsure  for  the  inipniVL'nicni 
uf  tlie  maicrbl  condition,  and  the  alleviu- 
tiiiii  of  the  moral  and  siH.'ial  stale  of  tlu- 
[KKiple  he  means  to  intrtKluce.     I  will  not 


lieved  sincerely  to  be  the  truth, 
sorry  (o  be  obliged  to  say,  io  tbe  Hitt 
place,  that  be  considered  the  present  ««■• 
dition  of  Ireland  most  uniBtisTsctory— ^ 
might,  he  feared,  truly  add,  alsraiwt 
In  bis  recollection  —  and  he  ipoko  tta 
experience  ,of  much  older  men  when  ka 
said  io  theirs— the  general  man  of  tia 
[Mpulatton  were  never  so  violeotij  agl. 
tated,  and  all  other  classes  so  depnaad 
and  dejected  ;  each  thus  operating  UMB 
the  other,  as  both  cause  and  cSecL  Vm* 
rious  had  been  the  reasons  auignsd  tm 
dillerent  sides  for  this  stale  oftfaJBi*.  Ba 
believed  it  arose  from  n  combinatioD  «f 
causes  not  yet  adverted  to  ;  at  all  eviM^ 
io  that  House.  'I'ticre  was,  Brst,  Aa 
general  depression  of  the  Bgricultnrd  ^ 


ailopt— until  1  see  tb.-  viudicatiuD  of  you£ J  toest,  aSectiof  •    «  'a  u  muA  hi  ht» 
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yond  what  happened  in  England)  every 
grade  of  society,  from  the  highest  to  the 
lowest  in  Ireland,  greatly,  though  he 
admitted  not  entirely,  caused  by  the  en- 
actments of  last  year  respecting  the  Corn- 
law  and  the  tariff—still  more  by  the  panic 
which  succeeded  them ;  and  then,  he 
must  say,  in  some  degree  stimulated  by 
the  Canada  Corn  Bill  then  before  the 
House,  the  importance  of  which  he  be- 
lieved had  been  exaggerated ;  bat  still  it 
was  a  further  concession  in  the  direction 
against  the  agricultural  interest ;  and  he 
could  not  help  thinking  that  it  was  most 
imprudent  and  unwise  so  soon  again  to 
stir  an  exciting  question  which  had  been 
considered  as  settled.  Next  there  was  the 
temperance  movement.  Now,  he  could 
not  allude  to  that  without  joining  with  the 
hon.  Member  (Mr.  Buller)  in  bearing  tes- 
timony to  the  great  bene6t  which  it  had 
conferred  on  Ireland,  and  to  the  sincerity 
and  honesty  of  the  motives  with  which  it 
had  been  promoted  by  the  rev.  Mr. 
Mathew.  Within  the  jurisdiction  over 
which  he  presided,  he  was  convinced  crime 
had  been  reduced  one-third  within  the 
last  few  years  owing  to  the  change  in  the 
habits  of  the  people  from  intoxication  to 
sobriety;  but,  alasl  in  that  unhappy 
country,  even  the  blessing  of  temperance 
was  turned  to  a  curse ;  the  bands,  the 
symbols,  and  the  organisation,  he  had  no 
doubt,  Mr.  Mathew  himself  now  deplored, 
as  having  been  originally  indiscreet, 
though,  perhaps,  well  meant ;  it  was  cer- 
tain, however,  that  they  had  since  been 
turned  by  designing  persons  into  a  nucleus 
of  most  extensive  and  alarming  organiza- 
tion for  other  and  far  different  purposes. 
There  was  then  the  removal  of  the  Whigs 
from  office,  which  necessarily  took  off  the 
drag  which,  as  regarded  their  adherents 
and  expectants,  they  had  put  upon  the 
repeal  movement  by  makiirg  all  participa- 
tion in  it  a  ban  to  any  share  of  their  pa- 
tronage. He  must  now  come  to  what  was 
to  him  a  more  painful  part  of  the  subject. 
The  party,  which  for  shortness  he  might 
call  Protestant,  although  containing  within 
it  many  Roman  Catholics— that  was  the 
Conservative  party  in  Ireland— had  un> 
doubted ly,  up  to  a  very  recent  period, 
been  apathetic  and  almost  indifferent  to 
the  present  agitation,  to  a  degree  most 
unusual,  and,  indeed,  unprecedented, 
amongst  them.  They  had  shared  largely 
in  the  general  agricultural  depression, 
but  there  were  other  reaaona^    A  cry  had 


been  most  artfully  raised  by  those  whose 
object  was  to  embarrass  the  present  Go- 
vernment, It  was  still  continued  in  that 
House,  and  had  been  especially  mentioned 
by  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Lon- 
don and  the  Member  for  Liskeard  in  that 
debate,  viz.,  that  the  Irish  Conservative 
party  desired  extreme  measures,  and  would 
be  content  only  that  the  country  should 
be  governed  for  them  alone.  There  never 
was  a  more  unfounded  assertion.  When 
the  present  Government  came  into  offiee, 
there  was  not  a  class  of  men  in  the  United 
Kingdom  of  more  moderate  views  than 
the  great,  the  overwhelming  majority  of 
the  Irish  Conservative  party.  ILaughterJ] 
Yes,  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  might 
laugh,  and,  in  the  absence  of  argument 
or  any  foundation  in  fact  for  the  assertion 
to  which  he  was  referring,  that  kind  of 
sneer  was  one  of  the  means  taken  to  im- 
pose upon  the  too  great  credulity  of  Eng- 
lish gentlemen  upon  that  subject  on  both 
sides  of  the  House,  but  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  who  came  from  Ireland,  however 
much  they  might  assist  in  the  deception, 
knew  right  well  that  he  was  stating  nothing 
but  the  truth,  when  he  declared  that  the 
great  and  influential  portion  of  the  Con- 
servative party  in  Ireland  desired  nothing 
more  than  to  see  the  country  firmly  but 
temperately  governed — the  laws  impar- 
tially and  equally  administered — and  no 
favour  or  distinction  shown  to  any  man 
on  account  of  his  religious  creed — but 
while  they  did  not  desire  the  country  to 
be  governed  either  for  or  by  a  party,  they 
certainly  were  not  such  children  in  poli- 
tics as  to  fall  into  the  Utopian  notion, 
that  a  representative  Government  could 
exist  in  this  country  without  a  party  to 
support  it— or  without  bestowing  on  its 
own  supporters,  with  discrimination  and 
every  regard  to  the  competency  of  the  in- 
dividual, but  still  upon  its  own  supporters, 
the  patronage  which  that  Government  had 
to  dispense.  This  was  a  Quixotism — a 
very  favourite  piece  of  political  sentimen- 
tality with  the  Whigs,  so  far  as  the  preach* 
ing  it  in  theory  went ;  but  they  took  good 
care  most  religiously  to  eschew  it  in  prac- 
tice—>and  of  all  the  Governments  that 
ever  existed  in  Ireland,  that  with  which 
the  noble  Lord  (Lord  John  Russell)  was 
connected  made  the  most  unscrupulous 
partisan  appointments  —  witness  Lord 
Campbell  and  the  offer  of  the  highest 
judicial  authority  to  the  man  who  was 
tlien*4iilttcbiDg  the  peace  of  the  whole 
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couDtry.  Also,  the  appoiDtment  of  a 
right  hon«  Geotleman  oppotkc,  the  Mem- 
ber for  CloDDiel  (Mr.  Pigot)  who,  though 
undoubtedly  bis  subsequeot  conduct  had 
been  uuexcept  ion  able,  was,  at  the  time  of 
his  appointment  to  the  office  of  legal  ad- 
viser to  the  Irish  government,  au  active 
member  of  an  illegal,  or  at  least,  an  un- 
constitutional association.  The  noble 
Lord,  with  a  most  amusing  ingenuoutuess 
and  simplicity,  asked  his  right  hon.  Friend 
(Sir  R.  Peel)  would  he  have  appointed  Sir 
M.  O'Logblen  as  a  judge.  No,  to  be 
sure,  he  would  not.  From  the  time  that 
Sir  M.  0*Loghlen  became  a  judge,  no  one 
resfiected  his  judicial  character — it  was 
universally  respected — more  than  he  did ; 
but  before  he  was  a  judge,  he  bad  been 
opposed  to  him  both  at  elections  in  that 
House,  and  there  was  not  in  the  Whig 
party  a  more  thorough-going  partisan 
than  Sir  M.  O'Loghleo.  The  noble 
Lord  was  a  great  stickler  for  equal  laws 
aud  equal  practices  for  England  and 
Ireland ;  but  suppose  the  noble  Lord  to 
change  places  with  his  right  hon.  Friend, 
and  that  any  Member  of  that  House  had 
the  lace  to  get  up  and  ask  the  noble  I«ord 
did  he  mean  to  appoint,  say,  for  instance, 
the  present  Solicitor-general  to  a  judge- 
ship— what  woujd  be  the  noble  Lord's 
answer? — why,  he  would  put  him  down 
by  a  sneer,  amidst  tlie  laughter  and  deri- 
sion of  the  House.  The  noble  Lord,  by 
the  disparaging  observations  he  had  made 
on  such  men  as  Daren  Lefroy  and  Judge 
Jacksou,  might  gain  a  cheer  in  that  House ; 
but  depend  upon  it,  such  observations 
would  be  regarded  as  an  insult  by  the 
whole  bar  of  Ireland,  whatever  their  poli- 
tics—for they  knew  the  character  and 
professional  qualilications  of  those  truly 
amiable  and  learned  men.  He  could 
scarcely  trust  himself  to  answer  the  unjust 
and  ungenerous  attack  which  had  just 
been  made  upon  them  by  the  bon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  (Mr.  Duller^*  That 
hon.  aud  learned  Gentleman  asserted  that 
neither  of  these  two  learned  judges,  while 
Members  of  that  House,  had  ever  spoken 
witli  reference  to  Ireland,  except  in  the 
language  of  religious  animosity  and  na- 
tional antipathy.  He  in  the  strongest 
terms  the  usages  of  that  House  would 
permit,  denied  the  truth  of  that  assertion, 
and  he  defied  Uie  hou.  and  learned  Gen-j 
tlcman  to  produce  a  single  tittle  of 
dciicc  in  support  of  it.  If  he  spoke  i 

he  uusted  ikQ  UUnim  iMNikl  | 


in  consideration  that  he  did  so  ia  llii 
dication  of  absent  friends,  who  hod 
grossly  maligned.  Jm^^i)  Jackaoa 
ever  been  the  friend  of  Rooinn 
emancipation,  and  both  be  aod 
Lefroy  had  all  their  lives  been  rei 
for  the  kindness,  the  good  fetliof, 
the  active  benevolence  they  had 
towards  every  class  of  their 
Had  not  the  noble  Lord  promolod 
political  supporters.  Sir  M.  O'J 
Judge  Perrin,  aod  Judge  Boll  ?  ond 
was  the  difference  of  the  ooblo 
liberality  from  that  of  hit  opponents  t 
had  contended  with  thorn  men  laariy  m 
political  opponents,  when  tkef  liora 
ticians  we  took  no  objection  to  limir 
pointments,  and  found  no  fault  with 
on  the  bench*  Let  not  the  noblo 
suppose  that  that  arose  from  any 
hension  of  bringing  them  inio  piofs 
comparison  wUh  such  ■ames  nt 
buroe  and  Penoefather,  Lsftoy 
Jackson.  No,  but  be  might  tnm 
the  noble  Lord  and  ask  him  who 
such  scruples  in  making  politictl 
pointments  to  the  bench,  Whj 
not  his  government  appoint  aoch  m 
Pennefatber,  Blackborne,  and  Wi 
preeminently  the  first  men  in  tbo 
sion,  and  who  had  never  taken  ony 
part  in  politics? — Nay,  it  wns  Mi 
that  the  noble  Lord's  GovernnMnt  vii 
something  like  a  very  solcmo 
Mr.  Blackburne,  on  the  plea  tbof  ho 
sen  ted  for  a  short  time  to  serve  in  o 
fessional  office  under  the  Goveimnaat  of 
his  right  hon.  Friend,  Sir  R.  PosI  s  Hi 
now  the  noble  Lord  had  the  ■odssi|tS 
taunt  his  right  hon.  Friend  fornotsoHK 
his  appointments  from  amongst  hissMrilh 
political  opponents.  But  to  lolnm  # 
the  present  state  of  Ireland  ond  db 
causes  which  had  combined  to  nsodnoofc. 
The  Conservative  party  of  Imnnd,  w| 
ther  rightly  or  erroneously. 


the  impression  that  that  imaginary  dmtfm 
cunningly  presented  to  English  pn^JHill 
had  imposed  upon  the  Irish  d 
and  where  their  Irish  supportcn  in 
part  of  the  country  felt  that  they 
confidence,  they  thought  that  Ihsy 
treated  with  distrust  and  suspicion, 
produced  the  natural  result  of 
duct    on  generous  minds— they 
into  themselves*  and  in  their  turn 
distant  aud  r'^  They  looked  on 

Oder  au'  at  Jm  hIinitnMnrf 
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pteseot  AgilaiioD,  but  tbey  would  not  itep  I  wants,  the  feelings,  the  wUlie^  or  (be 
unJDvited  bejood  the  liiniti  of  Iheir  own  circumstancei  of  the  people  of  Ireland, 
peculiar  duties  —  they   would  not  intiude    These  impressiona  of    feebleneas   in    the 


opinions  ibat  were  not  sought,  and  i 


Irish  executive  encouraged  the  eril-doers. 


prubably   apprebeDsi?e  that  if  tliey  did,    the  agitators,  the  dliturben  of  the  public 
they  would  be  uoheeded,  and   bring  upon    peace,  while,  in  the  same  proportion  they 


tbentaelvGs  the  imputation  of  ultra  poii 
cians  and  of  being  the  advocates  of  un- 
necessary coercion.  It  could  not  be 
disguised  either  that  thfoughout  all  parlies 
in  Iceland  there  existed  a  prevailing  opi- 
nion that  there  was  a  want  of  vigour  and 
indepeadeot  power  of  action  in  the  execu- 
tive Government  of  Ireland.  For  indivi- 
duals composing  that  Government  every 
personal  respect  was  entertained ;  no 
person  who  had  the  slightest  intercourse 
with  the  distinguished  nobleman  who 
filled  the  highest  place  in  that  Govern- 
toeut  could  doubt  of  his  ability,  high- 
mindedoess,  aod  excellent  intentions. 
But  the  truth  was,  in  times  of  any  emer- 
gency, the  Lord -lieutenant  of  Ireland 
was  a  most  anomalous  otGce — it  was  a 
painful  position  for  any  man  of  high  and 
independent  qiirit;  lie  bad  neither  the 
irresponsibility  of  the  Crown  nor  the 
power  of  a  minister.  He  was  controlled 
iu  what  bis  own  better  iudgmeot  would 
dictate  ;  and  constantly  blamed  for  what 
be  had  notauthority  tooontral.  Here,be 
it  observed,  he  (Mr.  Shaw)  spoke  of  the 
nature  of  the  office,  and  not  of  the  prac- 
tice pursued  towards  the  individaal  Lord- 
lieulenant.  Then  as  to  his  (Mr.  Shaw's) 
noble  Friend  the  Secretary  for  Ireland, 
nothing  could  exceed  his  oourteay  aitd 
politeness,  and  his  disposition  to  please 
everybody,  and  to  do  all  that  he  thongbt 
for  the  good  of  the  country;  but  men  of 
business  and  irrespective  of  party,  com- 
plained that  there  seemed  no  indefieodent 
power  bebnging  to  the  office.  What 
was  agreed  to  in  Dublin  might  or  might 
not  be  ratified,  or  even  heard  of  in 
London.  The  care  of  our  public  inatitti- 
tions— the  legislation  for  local  objects — 
measures  for  opentog  the  internal  re* 
sources  of  the  country,  and  giving  labour 
to  an  unemployed  populatioa,  and  the 
general  and  anpolitical  interests  of  the 
country,  appeared  to  be  postponed  to  the 
more  pressing  and  urgent  business  of  the 
deparlments  in  England  through  which 
Ireland  was  indirectly  governed.  It  was 
dilTiuult  to  know  where  Irish  boaineas  was 
done,  or  omitted  to  be  done — an  unMen 
hand  was  supjMMcd  to  direct  it,  aod  that 
of  one  who  was  aoac^iuwed  »itb  tht 


discouraged  and  depressed  the  wdl-di*- 
posed  and  peaceable  of  all  classes  and 
creeds  in  that  country.  Tbey  were,  how- 
ever, at  length,  all  aroused  and  alarmed. 
The  Government  itself  had  awoke  to  the 
real  state  and  danger  of  the  country,  and 
it  was  equally  the  duty,  the  mtarest,  and. 
be  trusted,  the  inclination,  of  all  wbo 
valued  the  security  of  person  and  pro- 
perty in  Ireland,  to  aid  in  allaying  that 
agitation  which  was  spreading  as  a  flame 
through  that  country.  In  bis  opinion, 
there  was  no  danger  of  bb  outbrakk  so 
long  as  the  leaders  could  prevent  it — how 
long  that  migbt  be,  if  their  career  was  not 
checked,  be  could  not  say.  Mr.  O'Connell 
— [Order,  Order.]  He  was  aware,  that 
generally  speaking,  it  was  out  of  order 
to  refer  to  a  Member  of  that  House 
by  name:  hnt,  in  that  instance,  he 
thought  he  might  with  greater  propriety 
speak  of  the  hau.  and  leenied  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Cork,  in  bis  capacity  of 
Irish  agitator,  than  as  a  Member  of  that 
House,  the  functions  of  which  office  (ke 
hoD.  Gentleman  seeoted  lo  have  re- 
nounced. Well  then,  Mr.  O'Connell,  in 
one  of  his  last  speeches,  speaking  of  pby 
sical  force,  exclaimed:^ 

"I  know  a  tiidL  worth  two  of  that — what  I 
want  is  to  organise  the  entire  of  Iratand  by 
meam  purely  consiitutional." 

In  the  same  paper,  a  leading  one  of 
that  party,  and  one  conducted  with  great 
ability — Tht  NaUim — there  was  a  pro- 
gramme of  tkeir  intealsow,  and  nn  inti- 
mation ot  the  nseana  by  wMcb  they  were 
to  be  eiected.  Having  spoken  of  the 
Eaglish  people  ai  their  eoBmiei,  the  para- 
graph runi, — 

"  No !  Inshmcn  I  owwdvcs,  ounetres  slone. 
Go  on  organstas — oontriWte  to  the  repeal 
tieasn^— M>t  ■uddcsi))'  to  Make  a  show  lot 
jronr  oMoly  or  paiish,  but  gradtull;  «d4 
regularlf .  Work  haavM  and  earth  ta  coad- 
liat«  the  Protastanti,  and  to  show  your  armed 
brethren  in  red  aod  green  coals  that  Ireland 
iswo-begone,  and  will  unite;  will  be  mighty, 
and  worth  serving.  Meet  bj  myriads,  meet 
with  your  tempenranee  nuiio — the  badye  of 
your  Bcw  virtne— ineal  in  •tder,  and  lefMraM 
ia  oniec.  Obey  your  leader*,  laara  aH  Am 
iltpm^afMniM»ttimw«iadaa)alg)[iidte 
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real  dan^r  in  the  present  iatuaet  ih 
that  the  whole  country  is  beiof  orgurini 
in  passive  resistance  to  the  laws;  bat  lib 
peal  18  only  the  pretext  for  collectiBf 
masses  together }  and  what  are  tha 
jccts  set  forth^  as  if  to  be  carried  bjRpaai^ 
but  really  to  be  dreaded  withont  it,  itikk 
systenaatic  organisation  be  not  atoppad? 
What  is  fixity  of  tenure  as  deacribed  kg 
Mr.  0*ConneU  ?  No  rent  without  twuaHa* 
one  years'  leases— then  that  rent  tD  If 
fixed  by  the  tenants  themseWea  or  a  jai} 
of  their  neighbours ;  and  do  party  toljia 
evicted  except  on  the  paymeut  of 
sum  as  the  same  parties  may  award 
as  compensation.  Fixity  of  tenan 
be  a  high-tounding  name  for  sach  a 
tern,  but  in  plain  English  it  meant 
cation  of  property.  Then  they  are  to  pa] 
no  tithes,  no  rates,  no  cess,  in  abort,  t&jf 
arc  to  be  released  from  all  the  obliratiavB 
of  civilised  society.  It  was,  in  tmelkf  a 
combination  of  the  Roman  Catholic  damp 
and  the  masses  who  have  no  |Mupart| 
against  property  and  law.  Mr.  QrCammk 
expresses  his  greatest  delight  to  be  ia  wil* 
ncssing  the  union,  at  the  maltitadiaaaa 
assemblages  he  is  drawing  togetbcTv  af 
numbers  of  the  people  and  of  the  ~ 
Catholic  clergy.  He  would  say 
of  that  clergy  but  what  they  say  Ibr  t 
selves.  Witness  Dr.  MacHale  aad 
low.  subscription  in  his  own  woida 
**  The  ofTeriog  of  101  devoted  eccl 
on  the  altar  of  their  coontry.**  Dr.  Htol 
gins  proclaims,  that  from  shore  to  aban 
the  hierarchy  are  all  repealera;  aad  db 
find  them  by  hundreds,  and  eightieat  iii 
fifties,  assembling  at  Mullingar,  Corfc^dS 
Cashel.    It  is  possible  that  many 


fearless  of£Dgland;  organize,  observe  the  law 
agitate  and  be  patient* 

But  how  long  would  they  meet  in  order 
and  separate  in  order,  if  they  met  in  myri- 
ads, with  military  organization,  with  mili- 
tary music,  obeying  their  leaders,  and 
learning  the  elements  of  what  was  there 
called  success.  Dr.  Johnson  it  was,  he 
believed,  who  said,  "  I  don't  care  who 
makes  the  laws,  if  I  could  but  write  the 
ballads ;"  and  what  were  the  ballads  cir- 
culated by  that  their  most  widely  circuialcd 
print  ? — ^There  was  one  in  the  next  column 
to  what  he  had  read  : — 

"  The  music's  read,  the  morning's  bright, 
Step  together— left,  right— left,  right; 

Wc  carry  no  gun. 

Yet  devil  a  one 
But  knows  how  to  march  in  Tip'rary  ,0! 
By  twelves  and  sixties  on  we  go, 
Rank'd  four  deep  in  close  order,  O ! 

For  order's  the  way 

To  carry  the  day — 
March  steadily,  men  of  Tip'rary,  O ! 
We'll  get  repeal  in  a  year  or  so. 
If  we're  active  and  true  to  each  other  O ! 

Then  the  rents  will  be  low. 

And  the  taxes  also. 
And  Ireland  will  be  a  great  nation,  O !" 

If  there  was  any  doubt  of  that  here 
was  another  he  (Mr.  Shaw)  had  copied 
that  morning  from  the  last  number  of  the 
same  paper,  which  spoke  more  plainly  : — 

'*  The  Saxon  and  the  Dane 
Our  immortal  hills' profane, 
May  destruction  seize  the  twain. 

Says  the  Shan  Van  Vocht. 

And  what  are  we  to  do  i 
To  nerve  our  hearts  auew 
And  to  treat  the  hireling  crew 
To  a  touch  of  Brian  Boru, 

Says  the  Shan  Van  Vocht 
They  came  across  the  wave 
But  to  plunder  and  enslave. 
And  should  tind  a  robber's  grave. 

Says  the  Shun  Van  Vocht.*' 

As  to  repeal  of  the  Union,  talked  of  as 
a  practical  measure,  it  was  a  mere  delu- 
sion. In  Ireland  no  one  was  du|)cd  by  it, 
except  the  nnfortunatc  ignorant  beings 
who  were  collected  by  masses  in  its  name. 
He  was  astonished  when,  in  the  first  in- 
stance, the  declarations  of  her  Majcstv*s 
Ministers  were  directed  against  that  as  if 
it  were  the  real  danger.  .\s  well  might 
the  wily  incendiary,  after  he  had  applied 
the  torch,  and  the  contlagration  was 
spreading  through  the  premises,  attempt 
to  persnade  the  owner  that  the  danger  he 
had  to  provide  against  was  from  some  dis- 
ant  tbunder-etofaa  or  earthquake.    Tha 


V 


been  carried  on  by  force  or  the  popaftv 
clamour,  and  may  find  it  easier  to  m3 
than  to  check  the  movement ;  bat 
any  disrespect  to  them»  or  accoaiaf 
of  being  worse  than   other 
under  the  same  circumstances  be,  it 
not  be  overlooked  that,  as  a  body,  |Im| 
have  not  the  same  domestic  relatioaa  ia3 
endearing  ties  to  bind  then  to 
which  restrain  other  men.    Then,  is 

nexion  with  the  Koman  Catholie  , 

hood,  he  might  be  permitted  to  afliaiaia 
the  attack  of  one  of  that  body  apam  M 
noble  Fnend  of  his.  Lord  Hawardea^a^ 
that  ni^ht  pointedly  referred  to  by  hiahaft 
Frif^nd.  ihe  Member  for  Limerick  (Mr.  Bm 
0*Urien\  His  hon.  Friend  referred  la^ 
more  newspaper  report,  aad  he  mm 
imed 


1145       Arm^  (Inland)  mi^       {Mav30}         -AdjoMied  DOmie.  \    114ft 

ways  of  peace,  to  put  forward  such  a 
statement  against  a  resident  landlord  in 
his  neighbourhood.     Even    bad  it  been 
true,  was  that  any  reason  for  referring,  in 
the  same  letter,  to  forfeited  estates,  and 
an   ancestor  of  Lord   Hawarden  having 
been  on  a  jury  that  convicted  a  Roman 
Catholic  priest  nearly  eighty  years  ago  ? 
Lord   Hawarden  never  heard  of  such   a 
circumstance,  and  believes  it  never  occur*- 
red  ;  but  suppose  it  had,  would  that  justify 
an  exasperating  allusion  to  what  happened 
near  a  century  past,  and  for  which  Lord 
Hawarden  could  be  in  no  degree  respon- 
sible?  Alas!  this  was  but  a  part  of  the 
system  for  driving   landlords  from   their 
properties,  in  order  that  others  might  gain 
|x>sses8ion  of  them.     Such  persons  as  this 
Dr.  Davern  declaimed  against  absenteeism 
as  a  curse,  yet  were  they  not  labouring  to 
bring  a  curse  upon  every  proprietor  who 
resided?  There  was  Lord  Hawarden,  a 
man  of  ample  fortune,  and  most  amiable 
disposition— spending  large  sums  of  mo- 
ney amongst   the  labouring  poor  in   his 
neighbourhood— looking  after  their  wants 
and  improving  their  condition.    A  man 
might  be  brave  as  a  lion — ready  to  force 
the  cannon's  mouth  in  battle,  or  meet  any 
open  danger  unflinchingly,  but  there  was 
no  man  whose  mind  was  so  constituted  as 
that  he  would  not  prefer  the  humblest 
cottage,  in  peaceful  retirement,  in  this 
country,  to  living  in  a  palace  where  he 
was  to  be  pointed  at  as  the  prey  of  the 
assassin^  where  his  family  could  never  en- 
joy a  moment's  ease  of  mind  while  he  was 
outside  his  door,  lest  he  should  be  cat  off 
by  the  hand  of  some  wretched  hireling 
murderer  lying  in  a  place  of  lurking  con- 
cealment.   He  knew  no  class  in  Ireland  so 
alarmed,  or  who  cried  so  loudly  for  protec* 
tion,  as  the  respectable  Roman  Catholic 
laity  and  the  Whig  party  residing  in  that 
country;  it  was  in  that  respect  no  secta- 
rian or  political  question  ;  and  what  they 
most  dreaded  was,  that  if  not  aided  quick- 
ly, they  would  not  much  longer  be  able  to 
resist,  but  would  be  carried  before  the 
torrent  which  was  threatening  to  devastate 
the  country.     This  state  of  things  could 
not  continue.     It  was  in  vain  to  say  that 
meetings  of  from  300,000  to  500,000  men 
quickly  succeeding   each    other,  in    all 
parts  of  the  country,  suipending  all  week- 
day occupation,  and  desecrating  the  Sab* 
bath,  so  that  the  peaceable  inhabitants 
could  not  attend  their  different  places  of 
worship-^but  by  terror  were  led  either  I0 


countenanced  so  serious  a  charge  without 
having  made  some  inquiry  as  to  its  truth. 
He  would  read,  upon  Lord  Hawarden's 
authority,  the  answer :— 

"  Of  the  whole  143  families  mentioned  by  Mr. 
Davern,  nine  only  have  been  ejected  during 
the  last  eighteen  years  ;  and  it  was  necessary 
to  resort  to  the  sheriflTin  four  cases  only  out  of 
these  nine,  in  one  of  which  the  tenant  had  no 
family  residing  on  the  land ;  fifty-six  families 
included  in  his  list  have  not  been  tenants  of 
Lord  Hawarden  during  the  last  twenty-one 
years;  three  families  are  twice  mentioned; 
twenty-nine  left  of  their  own  accord,  and  re- 
ceived compensation  on  quitting ;  twenty-two 
exchanged  for  other  holdings  on  the  estate,  and 
twenty^ne  families  held  as  undertenants  to 
lessees,  to  whom  they  surrendered  their  lands, 
and  not  to  Lord  Hawarden,  which  accounts  in 
a  summary  manner  for  the  whole  of  the  143 
families  mentioned  by  Mr.  Davern,  the  details 
of  each  individual  case  being  stated  in  the 
foregoing  remarks,  opposite  to  their  names.'* 

Ami  how  was  that  charge  introduced  by 
a  minister  of  religion  in  those  times  of  ex- 
citement against  a  resident  landlord  ? 

"  Since  the  above  period  (1662),  it  appears 
your  ancestors  have  enjoyed  legal  and  undis- 
turbed possession  of  these  forfeited  estates. 
The  character  they  have  bequeathed  to  poste- 
rity shows  them  to  have  been  distinguished  for 
their  rank  bigotry,  rabid  intolerance,  and  rigid 
enforcement  of  the  penal  laws  against  the  un- 
fortunate Catholics  of  their  day.  Was  not 
your  Lordship's  immediate  relative  the  fore- 
man of  that  sanguinary  jury  who,  in  the  year 
1765,  promoted  the  legal  conviction  of  a  Ca- 
tholic priest — the  rev.  Father  Sheehv — for  the 
murder  of  a  man  who  viras  known  to  have  lived 
for  many  years  afterwards."  ^  Before  I  con- 
clude," says  the  rsv.  Mr.  Davern,  "  I  cannot 
avoid  making  a  short  appeal  to  the  humane 
and  tender-hearted  of  the  public  to  enlist  their 
sympathies  and  commiseration  for  the  misfor- 
tunes of  these  afflicted,  forlorn  families,  whom 
agrarian  legislation  made  victims.  Their 
houses  were  burnt  and  demolished,  and  they 
themselves  were  driven  as  outcasts  on  the 
highway.  The  expulsion  took  place  in  the 
dearth  of  summer,  as  well  as  the  inclemency 
of  winter.  Among  the  ejected  were  to  be  | 
found  persons  of  every  age  and  every  sex,  the 
widow  and  the  orphan,  the  aged  and  infirm, 
the  wife  in  the  throes  of  labour,  and  the  bus* 
band  in  the  rage  of  fever." 

Now,  if  the  latter  statement  were  true— - 
he  would  be  the  last  man  in  the  House 
that  would  stand  up  to  say  one  word  in 
its  defence ;  but  when  Lord  Hawarden  de- 
clares upon  his  honour  as  a  gentleman, 
that  it  is  untrue,  what  is  to  be  thought  of 
a  clergyman  whose  duty  it  was  to  restrain 
an  excited  populace,  and  lead  them  in  the 
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mingle  in  the  roast  or  bide  theroseWet  in 
their  own  houses — it  was  in  vain,  he  said, 
to  deny  that  such  meetings  were  danger- 
ous to  the  public  peace,  created  terror  in 
her  Majesty's  loyal  subiects,  and  were 
against  the  law.  He  believed  the  consti* 
lutional  law  of  the  land  was  strong  enough, 
and  he  was  very  sure,  that  if  the  law  was 
not,  or  was  not  made,  strong  enough  to 
put  them  down,  that  they  would  very  soon 
put  down  both  the  law  and  the  constitu- 
tion.  He  was  against  coercion  bills  and 
enactments  suspending  the  constitution ; 
till  all  the  powers  of  the  existing  law  had 
failed  ;  and  he  had  every  confidence  in 
them  if  vigorously  administered.  He 
knew  not  whether  the  dismissal  of  the  ma- 
gistrates might  have  a  good  effect ;  but  he 
could  wish  it  had  been  earlier  done. 
The  remedies  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man wer&— banish  the  Orangemen  from 
Dublin  Castle.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man knew  well  no  official  was  there  who 
was  or  ever  had  been  an  Orangeman,  ft 
was  ungenerous  thus  to  refer  to  the 
Orangemen,  who  had  given  up  their 
cherished  habits  in  obedience  to  not  only 
the  letter,  but  the  spirit  of  the  law — and 
now  thought  with  bitterness  over  their 
meetings,  with  tens  and  hundreds,  their 
few  ribands,  and  their  favourite  tunes, 
when  they  saw  parties  of  tens  of  thousands 
marching  in  derision  by  them,  playing 
party  tunes,  and  flapping  in  their  very 
faces  their  flags,  inscribed  with  rebellious 
mottos,  with  impunity.  Then  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  said,**  reform,*'  by  which 
he  meant  destroy,  **  theProtestant  Church" 
— **  conciliate  the  Roman  Catholic  priest, 
hood*'— and  both  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man and  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
(Mr.  Duller)  vehemently  nrged  as  the 
panacea  for  all  the  ills  of  Ireland,  to  Ca- 
nadiaiiize  that  country.  That  he  supposed 
meant— make  Mr.  O'Connell  Attorney- 
General — subvert  the  Protestant  Church, 
remove  our  Primate,  our  Archbishop  of 
Dublin,  and  bishop  of  Meath  from  the 
Privy  Couucil,  and  replace  them  by  the 
right  rev.  titulars,  Doctors  Mac  Hale, 
lliggiiis,  and  Kennedy.  Admirable  cx- 
|)edient  for  preserving  Ireland  to  the  British 
Crown,  and  making  that  ill-fated  country 
peaceful,  prosperous,  and  happy.  He 
thanked  the  House  for  the  kindneu  with 
which  they  had  heard  him.  He  felt  deeply 
for  the  unhappy  couditiuii  uf  .hiit  country, 
and  lie  had  spoken  as  he  Celt.  He  saw 
her  bicsicd  with  every  aataiml  resource— 


her  population  overflowing  and 
ployed,  yet,  from  the  insecnrity  of  ps»- 
perty  and  person,  capital  drifcn  fhMi.lMr 
shores,  ana  men  of  science  and  of  ddi^ 
together  with  the  proprietors  of  tht  mmI, 
deterred  fVon  residing  whece  tbey 
spread  employment,  comfort,  and  ci 
tion  around  them.  He  had  not  spok«a 
a  sectarian  or  partisan*  The  hon. 
learned  Gentleman    (Mr.  Bailer) 

probably  maintain  that  he  too  wasn 

by  animosity  against  his  Roman  CatheSe 
countrymen ;  but  no,  he  had  always  lh«l 
upon  terms  of  good  will  with  tbeoi.  Fshs 
his  earliest  childhood  he  had  aeen  tlm  poir 
around  him,  without  distioctkui  of  ralig;iMg 
treated  with  benevolence  and  ■ffnrtino, 
and  kindness  returned  witi^  altaclMMnt 
and  gratitude.  He  had  himself  rmplojod 
Protestants  and  Roman  Catholics  in  eoM* 
mon — he  had  been  favourable  to  liio  Mp 
moval  of  civil  disabilitei  on  sccoont  ef 
religious  belief,  and  he  might  be  permillBi 
to  say  that  for  fifteen  years  he  bed  ad- 
ministered the  law  to  thousands  of  Roi 
Catholics  annually,  and  that  be  did 
believe  there  was  one  amongst  that  m 
who  thought  that  he  wascapaUe  of 

them  an  injustice.     He  had  not  add 

the  House  as  a  party  man,  for  he  appsac 
bended  that  what  he  had  said  was  Bole»*. 
tirely  pleasing  to  either  of  the  great  paitim 
into  which  that  Hooae  was  mTidert  hi 
he  believed  that  in  the  capacity  of  asi  io^ 
dependent  representative  ne  had  epokM 
the  sentiments  of  the  eonstitnency 
had  sent  him  there— naosely,  the 

the  professional  men.  and  the  c ^ 

classes  of  Ireland  generally.  As  an  Iridlp 
man  it  was  that  he  had  especially  deafail 
to  speak.  He  loved  bia  country  as  tmUkf 
fully  as  those  who,  on  the  other  aide,  ai 
greater  professions  of  patriotisia.  All 
property,  that  belonged  to  his  family 


himself,  were  at  stake  there.  His  ttriiei| 
and  dearest  remembrances  were  rnnnffjiil 
with  that  country,  and  he  prixed.  Car  afaqB|. 
all  considerations  of  sect  or  partye  tk 
should  have  peace  for  his  hoaw,  and 
piness  about  his  dwelling  with  the 
of  peacefully  transmitting  those 
to  bis  children.     With  regard  la  tks 

before  the  House  he  would  vote  for  ^ 

second  reading,  without  bein^  pledged  Ig 
all  its  details,  until  they  shaU  have 
fully  discussed  in  committee.     He. 
ever,  thought  that  a  measure  foaaded 
the  priuciple  of  the  bill  was  aeoeeaa 
the  pctscnt  stale  uf  IreUad;  and  il 
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little  more  than  ft  transcript  of  the  bill  hi> 
troduced  by  the  late  Government. 

Mr.  M,  J.  O^Connell  was  certainly  be- 
holden to  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle, 
man  for  having^,  at  the  end  of  a  speech 
full  of  irrelevant  matter,  given  one  sentence 
in  reference  to  the  bill  before  the  House. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  said  that 
Mr.  Baron  Lefroy  was  a  mild  politician. 
Now,  he  would  beg  to  refpr  to  the  speech 
of  that  learned  personage  in  1829,  wherein 
he  declared  that  the  King  would  sacrifice 
his  right  to  the  throne  if  he  gave  his  assent 
to  the  Catholic  Emancipation  Bill,  and 
the  Duke  of  Northumberland  who  was 
then  the  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  in  conse- 
quence of  that  speech,  thought  it  his  duty 
to  abstain  from  employing  him  to  sit  on 
(he  bench  in  the  absence  of  the  judge. 
l*he  noble  Lord  opposite  said  that  there 
was  nothing  new  of  any  importance  in  the 
present  bill;  yet  he  would  remind  the 
noble  Lord,  that  in  a  former  year  the  noble 
I^rd  the  Member  for  North  Lancashire 
moved  a  bill,  one  of  the  clauses  of  which 
contained  a  provision  for  the  branding  of 
arms  in  Ireland,  and  that,  sach  was  the 
unanimous  expression  of  discontent  on 
the  subject,  the  proposition  was  rejected. 
Yet  this  most  offensive  proposition  was 
renewed  in  the  present  bill.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  said,  that  this  bill 
was  identical  with  the  bill  introduced  by 
Lord  Morpeth  in  1838 ;  but  such  was  not 
the  case;  it  differed  from  it  in  several 
material  particulars.  The  very  first  clanse 
gave  great  additional  trouble  in  the  pro- 
cess of  registering  arms,  requiring  the  co- 
operation of  two  hoQseholders,  which 
caused  not  only  delay,  but  inconvenience. 
But  the  main  complaint,  in  his  mind,  was 
against  the  proposal  to  brand  all  the  li* 
censed  arms  throughout  the  country,  in- 
dicating,  by  means  of  numbers  and  letters, 
the  district  and  individual  to  whom  every 
one  belonged.  He  really  thought,  that 
hon.  Gentlemen  who  had  been  silent  in 
reference  to  this  matter  on  former  occa- 
sions, might  ground  their  opposition  to 
this  bill  upon  these  very  registering  clauses 
alone ;  an  additional  grievance  of  which 
was,  that  they  were  so  dovetailed  into  one 
another  throughout  the  measure  as  to 
render  the  act  doubly  difficult  to  comply 
with,  and  doubly  penal  into  its  conse- 
quent effect.  But  even  supposing  the 
bill  to  be  the  same  as  previous  ones,  was 
there  any  reason  for  continuing  such  a 
measure  ?     Were  those  who  coottdefed 


that  this  measure  was  an  invasion  of  the 
constitutional  rights  of  the  people  of  Ire- 
land, to  be  met  with  the  tu  quoque  re- 
joinder, <<  You  let  it  pass  before,  and  there- 
fore you  should  do  so  now  V  With  re- 
spect to  the  former  occasion,  he  admitted 
frankly,  that  he  and  his  friends  had  t>een 
too  remiss  upon  this  subject.  The  bill, 
however,  had  been  brought  in  at  the  end 
of  the  Session.  And  why?  Simply  lie- 
cause  all  the  measures  for  the  relief  of 
Ireland's  grievances  which  the  Government 
had  proposed,  had  been  opposed  and  pro- 
tracted in  their  career  by  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite.  That  was  one  reason  for  their 
comparative  inattention  to  the  previous 
measure  on  this  subject.  The  other  rea- 
son was,  that  they  had  great  confidence 
in  the  Government  who  introduced  the 
measure.  But,  if  this  law  was  only  a  re- 
newal of  an  old  law,  why  had  it  been 
allowed  to  remain  ;  why,  iUo^  had  so 
little  been  done  for  the  relief  of  the  griev- 
ances of  the  country  ?  He  read  history, 
as  Lord  Plunket  did,  and  he  agreed  with 
a  remark  of  his,  when  he  said  that,  as 
evidenced  by  this  measure,  only  the  most 
severe  points  of  the  old  laws  were  retained 
for  Ireland.  He  referred,  for  instance,  to 
the  blacksmith's  clause.  For  thirty-five 
yean,  this  clause  had  been  in  eiistence, 
compelling  erery  blacksmith  to  reeister 
every  forge  he  bad.  But,  he  woMldask, 
was  there  one  magistrate  in  Ireland — was 
there  one  on  the  bencbei  opposite^  who 
had  convicted  a  man  for  a  neglect  of  this 
tyrannical  enactment?  And  why  not? 
Simply  becaose  the  law  was  one-too  eevere 
for  the  ordinary  course  of  rural  despotism 
to  wield.  He  woold  ask,  if  the  law  were 
now  enibroedy  would  the  people  bear  il  ? 
Would  it  be  borne  that  no  man  should 
carry  on  the  trade  of  blacksmith  without  a 
licence  from  a  magistrate  at  Quarter  Ses- 
sions? Indeed,  what  was  the  necessity 
for  such  precaation  ?  The  trade  of  a 
blacksmith  was  one  which  oould  not  be 
carried  on  by  stealth;  it  oould  not  be 
carried  on  without  noise  and  smoke,  and 
the  parish  blacksmith  must  be  as  well 
known  to  everybody  as  the  parish  priest. 
He  would  ask  hon.  Gentlemen  whether 
they  tho«ght  Englishmen  would,  under 
any  circumstances,  bear  such  a  measare 
as  this  ae  applied  to  themselves.  Bad 
and  tyrannical,  however,  as  the  measvre 
was  in  itself,  it  was  particularly  unibrta- 
nate  in  the  time  at  which  it  was  brooght 
forwMrd«-a  tine  when  magislralea  were 
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dismined  from    the  commissioD  of  the 
peace    for    attending    political   meetings 
which   were  admitted  not  to  be  illegal. 
Supposing  that  Ireland  were  the  predo- 
minant  power  in  the  union,  and  that  she 
endeavoured  to  enforce  such  a  measure 
against  England,  as  England  now  imposed 
upon  her — he  asked,  would  they  be  as 
patient  under  it  as  the  Irish  had  been. 
The  Attorney^general  for    Ireland  said, 
that  the  bill  referred  to  "what  was  called" 
the  common  law  right  to  carry  arms.  Now, 
he  would  ask,  had  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  any  doubt  as  to  the  existence 
of  this  right  at  common  law?     For  his 
part,  he  had  always  been  led  to  believe 
that  the  common  law  in  the  two  countries 
was  identical,  and  by  the  bill  of  rights, 
the  right  to  carry  arms  for  self-defence 
was  not  created  y  but  declared  as  of  old 
existence.      This,   indeed,   was  the  first 
time  when  Ift  had  heard  any  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  get  up  in  that  House, 
and  insinuate  that  the  common-law  rights 
of  the  two  countries  were  different.     He 
had  listened  to  the  speech  of  the  noble 
Lord,  the  Member  for  London,  with  min- 
gled feelings  of  pleasure  and  regpret.     In 
great  part  of  what  the  noble  U>rd   had 
said    he  cordially  concurred ;    he    only 
regretted  that  the  noble  Lord  should  have 
felt  himself  coerced  by  the  false  position 
in  which  leading  Members  sometimes  were 
placed,  to  promise  his  vote  in  favour  of 
this  bill.     He  could  not  help  thinking, 
that  if  the  noble  Lord  had  looked  a  little 
more  attentively,  not  only  at  the  prin- 
ciples, but  the  details  of  this  measure,  he 
must  have  Toted  differently.    All  he  could 
hope  was,  that  those  who  saw  the  record 
of  the  vote  of  the  noble  Lord,  would  also 
read  the  speech  by  which  that  vote  was 
accompanied.     If  the  noble  Lord's  con- 
duct  on  this  occasion  produced  no  more 
fatal  result,  it  would  lead  to  this,  that  the 
people  of  Ireland  would  begin  to  see,  that 
from  neither  side  of  the  House  was  there 
anything  to  be  hoped  for  in  their  behalf. 
For  his  own  part,  whatever  might  be  the 
result,  he  should  give  this  bill  his  most 
strenuous  opposition.     He  knew  it  would 
be  said,  that  some  of  the  most  strenuous 
friends  of  Ireland  had  been  absent  during 
those  discussions.      He   regretted    their 
absence,  which,  however,  was,  he  believed, 
occasioned  in  a  great  measure  by  the  feel- 
ing, on  their  part,  of  the  utter  hopelessness 
in  the  present  constitution  of  the  House, 
lo  give  effectual  opposition  to  any  measure 


of  oppression.  [Laugkier.]  This  _ 
be  a  matter  of  merriment  to  tome ;  httl  li 
him  it  was  a  matter  for  mdancholy 
tion,  that  so  large  a  party  in  that  a 
was  reduced  to  a  conviction  of  the 
lessness  of  obtaining  any  good  for  Irabwi, 
or  any  measure  to  mitigate  theevibof  At 
Union.  As  he  said  before,  he  did  odmm 
this  bill  in  all  its  details.  If  carriedwi» 
law,  so  far  from  promoting  the  peace  wmi 
harmony  of  Ireland,  it  woold  ODly  pem^ 
tuate  the  ill-feeling  and  misery  which  Ml 
so  long  prevailed  there. 

Sir  W,  Barron  moved  the  adjowiUMMl 
of  the  debate.  , 

Mr.  F.  Stuart  hoped  he  mighi  fee- 
allowed  to  say,  that  he  differed  friMB  hh 
hon.  Friends.  He  thought  there  m  « 
necessity  for  some  such  measure  aa  tkii 
in  Ireland.  At  the  same  time«  he  thflMJiil 
some  of  the  clauses  objectionable*  KaA 
they  could  easily  be  ameoded  ia 
mil  tee. 

Sir  R.  Peel  put  it  to  the  Hoiue  wl  _ 
there  was  any  reasonable  gronnd  for  _ 
journment  (at  about  a  quarter  to  tweittt^r- 

Again  were  the  galleries  aboot  to  ' 
cleared,  when 

Viscount  Palmerstan  pat  it  to  the 
hon.  Baronet  whether,  as  many  M< 
on  both  sides  were  prepared  to  epeakp 
would  be  possible  to  divide  to-oigfats 
if  not,  whether  it  were  wise  to  watte 
in  debating  adjournments  ! 

Sir  R.  Peel:  No  one  is  lees  dbpeaad; 
waste  time  in  debating  and  dividi^.^np 
adjournments;  hot  I  must  say,  ih^  fa| 
wish  generally,  and  not  alone  ta 
to  this  particular  case,  that  when  it  ia 
evident  wish  of  the  great  majority  to 
ceed   with  the  debate,  the  minority 
yield  to  the    general  opinion,  and 
"  waste  time    by  dividing."*     The 
Member  who  wishes  to  speak,  would 

been  most  attentively  listened  to*    I 

heard  a  debate  with  leu  disposition  to  i 
terrupt.    But  I  saw,  certainly,  no  mgtm 
that  disposition   to  address    the    Hoi 
which  is  now  represented  to  exist  ia 
minds  of  many  on  the  other  side. 
Debate  adjourned. 
House  adjourned  at  half-paat  I 
o'clock. 


u«pt 


HOUSE  OF   LORDS, 
Wetlnesday,  May  31,  1848. 

MiviTB^l    BriiA.    r^blif.^iUctimd the  M^^ 
RifiitniMi  4iC  Voitni   TMtaHBy  to  dto 
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for  granted  by  their  rulers,  that  some 
evil  was  at  work  which  required  to  be 
closely  examined,  with  a  view  to  its  cor- 
rection. Such  a  measure  as  that  now 
before  the  House,  would  not  meet  the 
case,  and  before  proposing  it  to  Parlia- 
ment, Ministers  were  bound  to  show  that 
no  other  remedy  would  meet  it.  The 
noble  Lord  the  Secretary  for  Ireland  had 
read  a  long  list  of  outrages,  which  he 
said  had  been  committed  in  several  dis- 
tricts in  that  country.  He  would  admit 
the  fact ;  but  then  he  would  beg  the  atten- 
tion of  the  House  to  another  fact  con. 
nected  with  them, — that  these  outrages 
were  not  for  the  sake  of  plunder  or  gain 
in  any  way.  They  were,  most  of  them, 
committed  in  anger,  and  from  a  sense  of 
injury  by  some  local  or  general  oppression. 
Had  there  not  been  such  outrages  in 
many  parts  of  England  ?  Let  hon.  Mem- 
bers look  to  the  reports  made  df  the  state 
of  many  parts  of  England  in  1 839.  There 
were  then  large  assemblies  of  men  with 
arms,  and  other  offensive  weapons,  in 
Cheshire^  Shropshire,  in  Cornwall,  in 
Kent,  and  other  counties.  It  was  ad- 
mitted that  the  inhabitants  of  many  dis« 
tricts  owed  the  safety  of  their  property 
rather  to  their  own  watchfulness  than  to 
any  protection  they  received  from  the  law. 
Here,  then,  were  offences  in  England 
similar  to  those  which  existed  in  Ireland, 
and  it  would  be  unfair  to  say  that  such 
offences  were  indigenous  in  the  latter,  or 
that  the  Irish  were  organically  violators  of 
the  law;  but,  whatever  had  been  the 
causes  of  the  outrages,  the  two  countries 
were  not  treated  alike.  Thettmedy  now 
proposed  would  not  have  answered  in 
England,  and  it  would  turn  out  to  be 
equally  inoperative  in  Ireland.  The  Arms 
Bill  would  be  injurious  only  to  the  peace- 
ful and  industrious  farmer  who  needed 
them  for  his  protection.  It  would  be 
inoperative  for  good,  but,  it  would 
be  a  fruitful  source  of  evil.  Other  reme- 
dies should  be  sought  for  before  this  was 
tried.  Government  should,  in  the  first 
place,  seek  out  the  causes  of  the  present 
discontents  in  Ireland.  One  great  cause 
of  them  would  be  found  in  the  demand  of 
high  rents  for  land  and  the  putting  out 
men  long  in  possession,  either  to  get 
higher  rents  from  others,  or  for  the  pur- 
pose, as  it  was  called,  of  *< clearing''  the 
lands.  Mr.  Sadler  and  others  who  had 
made  their  observations  on  the  state  of 
Ireland  daring  a  residence  in  it,  and  by 
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Quaen't  Banch  Ofileei;  Turnpike  Roads  (Irelind) ;  St 
James'i  (Westminster)  ImproTement. 

Prfno^.— S*-  Edinburgh  and  Glasgow  UiUoo  Canal  {  Bel- 
ikst  and  CavehiU  Railway. 

Reported.''LoTd  Gray's  Estate;  Haddenham  Indoiure; 
Clarence  Railway. 

Reedved  the  Royal  Assent, — London  and  Brighton  Rail- 
way; Northern  and  Eastern  Railway  (Newport  Exten- 
sion); Favenham  Navigation;  Leeds  Gas;  Newport 
(Monmouth)  Gas ;  Preston  Waterworks ;  Norland  Estate 
Improvement;  Bethnal-Green  Improvemoit;  Portsea 
Improvement;  Ixmdon  Cemetery;  Bourn  Drainage; 
Anderton  Carrying  Company ;  Glasgow  and  Three-Mile 
House  Road;  Caswall*s  Disability  Removal;  Cliflfe-cum- 
Lund  Inclosure. 

HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Wednesday,  May  31,  1843. 

MnrvTKS.]    Bill.    Private,,-^!*'  Todhuntei's  Divorce. 

PsrmoNB  Prjibkhtsd.  By  Sir  E.  Fihner,  fttxn  Holling- 
boumc  Union,  for  Altering  the  Rating  of  Small  Tene- 
ments, and  against  the  Sale  of  Beer  Acts. — ^By  Mr. 
T.  Duncombe.  firom  Bolton,  for  Liberating*  Cooper 
and  other  Chartista.^-From  Lous^borougfa,  against  the 
Irish  Arms  Bill;  and  for  the  Repeal  of  the  Union.— By 
Messrs.  Hindley.  Lawion,  B.  Smith,  Brotherton, 
Thomely,  Watson,  S.  Crawford,  O.  Wood,  P.  Howard, 
Stansfleld,  BeneCt,  and  W.  EUis,  and  Sir  J.  Y.  Buller, 
f^om  an  immense  number  of  places,  against,  and  by  Mr. 
W.  O.  Stanley,  fhxn  Holyhead,  in  fiivour  of  the  Facto- 
ries BilL— By  Mr.  ScholefieM,  Arom  Birmfaigbam,  for 
carryhig  out  Rowland  Hill's  plan  of  Poat-Offlce  Reform. 
—By  Mr.  Shaw,  fh>m  Kilooleman,  against  the  system  of 
National  Education. — By  Mr.  J.  O'Brien,  flpom  Limerick, 
for  Relief  ftom  Taxation.— -From  Clare  Abbey,  against 
Che  Com  and  Provisions  Act  (Ireland).— From  Warmins- 
ter, against  the  Canada  Com  Bill— From  Ifandiester,  in 
fiivour  of  Sdentifle  Societiei  BUL 

Abms  (Ireland)  Bill — Adjourned 
Debate — Third  Day.]  Mr.  Wyte  in 
resuming  the  debate  said,  that  he  took  on 
some  points  a  different  view  of  this  mea- 
sure from  many  who  had  preceded  him. 
He  looked  upon  it  not  as  a  bill  of  police, 
but  as  a  political  measure  likely  to  be 
fraught  with  the  most  serious  conse- 
quences. He  would  admit,  that  such  a 
bill  might  have  been  called  for  by  some 
sudden  and  unlocked  for  emergency,  that 
it  might  have  been  required  by  some 
violent  or  revolutionary  outbreak  ;  and  if 
such  a  case  had  been  made  out,  however 
sacred  the  right  to  bear  arms  for  self-pro- 
tection might  be,  he  should  feel  it  his 
duty  to  support  a  measure  which  such  a 
necessity  called  for.  He  would,  in  such  a 
case,  at  once  admit  the  propriety  of 
acting,  on  the  principle  of  solus  populi 
suprema  lex.  But  had  such  a  necessity 
been  made  out  by  the  supporters  of  the 
bill  ?  Nothing  of  the  kind.  Not  even  a 
temporary  case  had  been  made  out,  which 
would  justify  the  application  of  such  a 
remedy.  The  disease  to  which  it  was  to 
be  applied  was  of  a  chronic  nature  ;  and 
when  such  a  disease  existed  amongst  the 
people  to  a  large  extent  it  might  be  takea 
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clowly  noting  whattook  place  within  their 
own  knowledge,  >ll  bon  testimony  (o  the 
many  avIIb  which  had  flowed  from  thii 
system  of  "clEaring."  But  these  evili 
did  not  arise  so  much  from  the  "  clearing  " 
itself)  as  from  the  muiner  in  which  it  was 
effected.  Instead  of  removing  the  tenants 
gradually,  whole  masses  of  them  were 
turned  looge  at  once,  without  any  means 
of  subsistence.  He  was  acquainted  with 
the  circumstances  of  one  estate,  on  which 
a  course  had  been  adopted  that  he  thought 
would  be  a  good  eiarople  for  every  landed 
proprietor  in  Ireland.  The  lease  of  a 
middleman  on  that  eslale  bad  expired. 
The  landlord  said  to  the  tenantry  on  the 
whole  estate,  "  You  must  be  as  well  aware 
as  1  am  that  the  estate  cannot  maintain 
more  than  a  certain  number  of  tenants ; 
there  is  now  a  certain  quantity  of  land 
available;  but  the  whole  system  on  which 
the  estate  has  been  managed  must  be  re- 
modelled :  chooie,  then,  aEDOOgst  yonr- 
selves  which  shall  remain  and  which  shall 
go,"  The  tenantry  made  their  election 
accordingly;  butdidthelandlord  aendout 
into  beggary  the  people  who  thua  were  to 
be  regarded  as  the  surplus  population? 
On  the  contrary,  he  collected  them  io< 
gether  with  a  pstemal  hand ;  he  guided 
them  in  person  to  the  coast ;  ha  paid 
their  passage-money  to  America;  he  gave 
them  an  advance  for  the  purpose  of 
enabling  them  to  eslabliah  themselves  ii 
the  United  States,  and  be  returned  home 
to  enjoy  the  jutt  reward  of  his  wisdom 
and  his  benevolence.  On  bis  estates 
there  were  no  disturbances  ;  in  his  neigh. 
bouibood  the  voice  of  discontent  was  not 
heard.  That  was  the  conduct  to  be 
tsted ;  but  did  any  one  suppoae  that  inch 
a  meBBurc  as  the  Arms  Bill  would  effect 
improvements  of  that  kind?  Then  as  a 
measure  of  realriclive  polit 
thing  of  no  sort  of  efficacy  or  value.  In 
using  this  language,  however,  he  hoped 
it  would  not  be  supposed  that  he  was  tied 
un  to  the  principle  of  repeal  by  any 
pledges.  In  the  year  1832  he  refused  the 
repeal  pledge  at  Waterford  and  lost  his 
election,  though  he  might  have  come  in 
for  Tipperary  (  hut  he  did  not  blame  the 
people  who  then  voted  against  him,  neither 
could  he  altogether  blame  the  present 
Government  for  the  evita  ai  Ireland- 
they  were  only  the  inheritors  of  a  long 
syslom  of  mi»ide;  hut  the  people  of 
Ireland   bad    at   length  delcrmined   thi 


mgeroin  dMMftA 


that  aysleni  iliuuld  < 


there  noir  were  tvo  ] 
posed   to  each    ot 
armies,  and  the  quarrd  wu  mat  A 
of  opinion,  but  a  " 
which  the  rich  wm 
poor  St  another,  withoM  uy  IbI 
class  to  miligats  tboir  Mitili^     H 
state  of  thinga  was  oacaiio««d  by  4 
mode  in  which  Ireland  wn  gtwwtJL-  * 
r  years  ago  then  wu  no  BMdd*  A 
Ireland  to  restrain  the  peoyh  IkHI  -4 
commission   of   violence.      It  warn  m 
.tely  that   the  Catholics  wen  tkt»- 
acquire  property.     Fomerly,  the  C«tll 
who  acquired  •  little  property,   a 
igrated.     A  differeW  Riite   of 
1    commenced;    edacaiiou    waa   i 
going -on,   and   the  nolla  I^ 
knew  how  sacceMfully.     He  certainly  4 
not  apprehend,  that  tbe  iliiruKiun  at  « 
cation   would   give  the  [u-opla  a   gn 
disposition  to  disorder,     (jinlf   the  i 
trary.     But  he  believed   ihc  llritisli 
liament  would   find  itMlf  n 
if  it  imagined,  that  improved  educatitw 
would   not  give   the   people  orgmniiMiM 
and   increased   power.      7'1ie   tratb    ««, 
that  they  must  govern  Ireland  acconliig 
to   the  realities  of  its  Condittmi,  ■nd  kr 
according  to   fiction.      Tliey    must   I 
the  seven  or  eigbtmilli  on*  of  its 
as  they  found  them,    Wult  fr-<>lin 
interests     like    their    own.     wjib 
increasing   every  day,  with   a  li*»ly  t 
mory  of  the  past,  smI  ardent  aspin  ' 
for  the  future,  that  they  were    »  | 
population  in  the  land,  and  r' 
not   be  removed   f^Mn   i 
vemment  of  this  country  ought  li 
those  masses  according  to  ihd 
right.     He  did  not  tA  to  ha<ra  d 
lie  Church  in  the  asc«ii<Iiin 
desired   to   have  the   Pm 
placed  on  a  footing  in   Ireland  4 

its   exigencies— to  havi'    Irejand'i       

respect  placed  on  the  aamo  footteg-^ 
SooUand.  When  the  present  GovumsMl 
came  into  power,  the  people  of  lidaarf 
were  willing  to  give  tbst  UovrtnraeM  t 
fair  trial.  They  believed,  a«  h»d  bvi 
said  of  the  Bourbona,  Ihat  ihs  ti^hi  |t«ik 
Baronet  and  his  Friends  bad  l««Ml 
much  and  fo^otlea  much, 
soon  undeceive],  and  the  Arvt  | 
undeceived  them  were  me  legll' 
ments,  which  had  been   made  s 

complaint   last  night.     He  had   i 

I  plaint  himself  to  mako  :  ^nst  citltcr  Ms. 
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1157 


Dibaie 


(Mat  31} 


{Third  Day,. 


1158 


he  was  ready  to  speak  of  them  in  the 
highest  terms.  Nor  did  the  people  of  Ire- 
land complain  that  two  roost  amiable  men 
had  been  placed  on  the  bench,  but  the 
people  did  complain  that  those  who  had 
constantly  expressed  the  strongest  poltti* 
cal  hostility  to  them  should  have  been  the 
first  to  be  selected  for  judicial  preferment. 
He  did  not  expect  a  Government  to  select 
its  ofticers  from  tbe  ranks  of  their  political 
opponents,  but  the  Government  might 
have  made  less  objectionable  selections 
from  among  their  own  ranks.  The  right 
hon.  Recorder  himself  afforded  the  strong- 
est  refutation  to  that  argument.  That 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  not  have 
been  unacceptable.  [Mf.  Shaw:  But  I 
would  not  have  accepted  an  appoint- 
ment.] Shortly  afterwards  an  appoint- 
ment of  a  right  rev.  Prelate  was  made, 
that  was  calculated  to  excite  the  most 
painful  feelings  in  Ireland ;  and  the  right 
rev.  Prelate  took  an  early  opportunity, 
after  his  appointment,  to  let  the  public 
know  that  he  retained  all  his  former 
opinions.  Hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  might 
taunt  them  by  asking  what  the  late  Go- 
vernment had  done  more  than  they ;  but 
it  must  not  be  fbrgotten  thai  the  late  Qo- 
Ternment  was  constantly  obstructed  in  its 
measures  for  the  benefit  of  Ireland ;  aye, 
and  avowedly  obstructed.  The  present 
Government  had  no  such  excuse  to  make, 
and,  therefore,  he  did  feel  that  thej 
merited  reproach  for  having  brought  to  no 
measure  for  the  improvement  of  Ireland- 
no  Irish  measure,  In  short,  but  this  coer- 
cive measure— no  large  measure  for  agri- 
cultural improvement— no  large  measure 
for  the  promotion  of  emigration  ;  no  mea- 
sure for  the  enlargement  of  the  franchise ; 
no  measure  to  enlarge  the  system  of  edu- 
cation ;  and  in  the  absence  of  all  these 
measures,  he  would  maintain  there  was 
abundant  reason  why  the  people  of  Ire- 
land should  complain.  Every  paper  that 
came  from  abroad  was  full  of  allusions  to 
the  present  condition  of  Ireland,  but  this 
was  not  the  Brst  time  that  the  state  of  the 
Irish  people  had  excited  the  attention  of 
all  the  statesmen  of  Europe.  He  would 
take  the  liberty  of  reading  to  tbe  House 
the  remarks  of  Niebuhr  on  this  subject, 
one  of  the  most  observant  and  philosophi- 
cal historians  of  modem  times.  His 
words  were  these : — 

"  The  relations  of  Irehnd  to  France,  in  her 
very  pardonable  national  hatred,  roust  conti- 
nue to  be  still  a  cause  of  danger.    But  that 


very  warmth  of  blood,  which  makes  the  injur* 
ed  Irishman  an  object  of  peril,  renders  it  more 
easy  to  win  bis  attachment.  The  only  true 
and  firm  guarantee  which  can  retain  a  people 
not  to  be  despised,  is  a  hearty  and  thorough 
reconciliation  and  union,  not  through  any 
forced  assimilation,  but  through  common  ac- 
quired interests,  common  conquered  dangers, 
and  common  enjoyed  honours.  Should  Eng- 
land not  change  her  conduct,  Ireland  may 
still  for  a  long  period  belong  to  her,  but  not 
always,  and  the  loss  of  that  country  is  the 
death-day,  not  only  of  her  greatness,  but  her 
very  existence.  Tlie  means  to  avoid  tliis  dan- 
ger are  numerous  and  easy,  but  must  not 
slowly  be  put  in  operation ;  the  Irishmen, 
above  all  things,  to  whom  Burke  and  Swift 
were  compatriots,  roust  not  be  hated,  and  can- 
not be  despised." 

It  was  not  by  throwing  all  magisterial 
power  into  the  hands  of  one  set  of  men 
that  the  people  of  Ireland  would  be  con- 
ciliated ;  not  by  the  increased  inarshalling 
of  troops — not  by  additional  fortifications, 
or  by  severe  denunciations  from  that 
House,  unaccompanied  by  measures  of 
conciliation — but  let  conduct  be  tried  simi- 
lar to  that  of  which  they  had  had  a  recent 
example  in  the  legislation  and  administra- 
tion of  Canada.  Let  Ireland  be  treated 
in  the  same  spirit,  and,  in  the  words  of 
Mr.  Burke, 

'*  Let  us  identify,  let  us  incorporate  our* 
selves  with  the  people.  At  present  all  is 
troubled  and  cloudy  and  distractedy  and  full 
of  anger  and  turbulence,,  both  abroad  and  at 
home;  but  tha  air  may  be  cleared  by  this 
House,  and  light  and  fertility  may  follow  it. 
Let  us  give  a  raithful  pledge  to  the  people  that 
we  indeed  honour  the  Crown,  but  that  we  be- 
long to  them;  that  we  are  their  auxiliaries, 
and  not  their  task-roasters ;  the  fellow-labour- 
ers  in  the  same  vineyard,  not  lording  it  over 
their  rights,  but  helpers  in  their  joy.'' 

Viscount  Jocelyn  said,  he  should  sup- 
port the  measure  of  his  noble  Friend,  and 
trusted  that  the  importance  of  the  question 
would  be  considered  sufficient  apology  for 
occupying  the  attention  of  the  House  for 
a  very  few  moments.  In  giring  support 
to  the  measure  he  did  so  because,  although 
he  was  not  sanguine  enough  to  believe 
that  it  would  be  entirely  effectual,  he  sin- 
cerely hoped  that  it  might  in  some  measure 
render  less  frequent  those  outrages  which 
disgraced  his  country  in  the  history  of 
civilised  Europe.  Would  any  hon.  Mem- 
ber on  either  side  of  the  House  deny  that 
it  was  the  duty  of  the  €k)Temment  to  give 
security  to  the  loyal  and  wellafiected  por- 
tion of  her  Majesty's  subjects,  and  to  enable 
them,  without  risk  of  assassinatioil,  to  make 
2P2 


\m     Am»  CTreland)  BiU^      {COMMONS} 


AdfOktttin 


Mse  of  their  rights  as  landlords,  and  to  hold 
their  political  opinions,  although  differing 
from  the  majority  ?  If  it  was  unconstitu- 
tional to  put  a  stop  to  the  expression  of  poli- 
tical feeling,  at  all  events,  it  was  the  duty  of 
the  Government  to  render  that  expression 
as  little  dangerous  as  possible  to  the  public 
peace ;  and  if  from  timidity  and  weakness 
tliey  feared  to  carry  out  the  power  vesteil 
in  their  hands,  they  became  themselves 
responsible,  and  in  the  sight  of  God  and 
man  they  were  answerable  for  the  innocent 
blood  that  fell.  Had  any  argument  been 
adduced  by  hon.  Gentleman  on  the  oppo- 
site side  to  show  that  stringent  measures 
were  not  requisite  to  insure  public  tran- 
quillity? On  the  contrary,  had  it  not 
been  tacitly  admitted  by  all  who  had 
spoken  ?  The  arguments  of  hon.  Gentle- 
men had  been  directed  against  the  whole 
policy  of  the  Government.  They  had 
attacked  the  Government  appointments  in 
the  Church  and  on  the  bench ;  they  had 
stated  no  opinions  against  the  necessity  for 
an  Arms  Act,  or  that  a  measure  of  this 
stringent  nature  was  not  requisite  at  the 
present  moment.  As  they  had  endeavoured 
to  give  the  House  their  opinion  of  the 
cause  of  all  the  evils,  he  (Lord  Jocelyn) 
wished  to  take  the  opportunity  of  stating 
his  views  on  the  subject.  As  long  as  the 
people  of  Ireland  were  taught  to  consider 
as  their  foes  those  who  would  quench  the 
flame  of  discord  and  prevent  its  devouring 
and  destroying  everything,  and  those  as 
their  friends  who  would  fan  the  flame, 
and  pour  in  every  poisonous,  every  inflam- 
matory ingredient,  to  render  it  more  viru- 
lent, so  long  would  there  be  danger  to 
social  order,  and  there  must  be  stnngent 
measures.  When  at  every  meeting  lan- 
guage the  most  inflammatory  was  made 
use  of,  adapted  to  the  character  of  the  Irish 
people,  allusions  were  made  to  their  power 
and  physical  force,  and  that  their  object 
was  to  be  obtained  through  that  power, — 
when  they  were  taught  to  consider  them- 
selves aK  conquered  slaves,  and  their  land- 
lords as  oppressing  tyrants,  with  their 
minds  accustomed  to  the  idea  of  bloodshetl 
and  violence,  was  it  to  be  wondered  if  they 
looked  for  the  attainment  of  their  wishes 
on  the  field  of  revolution  ?  Would  the 
law  be  obi'yed  when  they  were  taught  to 
despise  the  legislature?  Would  the  tic 
between  landlord  and  tenant  be  preserved 
when  they  were  taught  to  consider  him  as 
the  only  bar  to  the  attainment  nf  their 
just  rights?  Was  it  to  be  wondered  at  if 
an  individual  of  narrow  intellects  and  cir- 


cumscribed Tiews,  leaving  one  of  fihtm  au 
citing  meetings,  and  encoimtmng  m  tki 
first  individual  the  representative 
whom  he  had  been  taught  to  look 
the  only  object  between  him  mad  hu 
took  the  first  opportunity  of  ridding  1 
self  of  the  hated  object  ?    It  miffht  K^ 
his  language  was  strong,  but  wnat  wh 
language  that  had  been  emplogred 
of  the  opposite  party?      Mr.    ' 
in  addressing  a  multitude  the  other 
said:— 

**  The  people  are  ready  and  anxioea  t»i 
their  duty,  and  ihey  'bear  and  fbrbaar/. 
wait  for  the  good  time  patiaotlj, 
every  outrage  and  insult,  but  tbey 
a  hope  of  success.  What  did  I  W9t 
rock  of  Cashel  ?  A  population  of  ptaniail 
power,  which,  if  placed  in  the  hands  ot  fuff^ 
ieon,  would  hnve  enabled  him  to  ooM 
Europe.  He  marched  from  Boalogea  iiiSe< 
centre  of  Hungary  with  a  smallar 
force  than  surrounded  me  yetlaidaj, 
he  had  no  such  army  in  reserve  as  1  saw 
on  my  way  towards  Nenagh.** 


The  noble  Lord,  the  Member  for 
don,  took  credit  for  having  gained  for 
self  and  his  late  colleagues  in  power  t^ 
love  and  gratitude  of  the  Irish  pta^^ 
At  what  period  was  that  ?  In  183S^.lh 
noble  Lord  and  his  coUeaguea  weeaie 
power,  and  in  that  year  it  was  that  ML 
O'Connell,  in  addressing  a  meeting,  inb 
of  the  noble  liord  and  his  CoUeaguip  ■ 
''the  brutal  and  bloody  Whig^  Jb 
1834,  in  a  letter  to  Lord  DuncannoOj  ML 
0*Connell  said  >— 

''The  Irish  people  allege  tral^vtheli 
thing  hat  been  done  by  the  Whigs  to  ' 
and  insult  tlie  Irish  people.*' 


And  on  October  11,  1834,  in 
letter  to  Lord  Duncannon,  he  said  :^ 


"  Ireland  had  nothing  to  expect 
Whigs  but  insolent  contempi  and  i 
but  treacherous  hostility." 

Another  accusation  brought  by  tlie 
Lord  opposite  against  her  Majesty*! 
advisers  was,  that  in  their  appoint 
judicial  offices  they  had  not  been 
by  a  wish  to  consult  the  opinions 
ings  of  all  classes  of  the  Insh  people.  W^ 
he  (Viscount  Joscclyn)  would  ask  wbad|lk 
the  Government  to  which  the  nnhle  Ilfi 
Ix'Ionged  had  showed  impartialitj  or  vjjk 
dom  when  they  oifered  the  hufhesa  wtttSm 
the  judicial  bench  to  the  Craitlen^artf 
whom,  on  the  28th  of  April,  183^  ^ 
year  before  the  otter  was  made»  Lmd  Up 
tleton,  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Iiefe^L 
spoke  as  follows :—  i^r 
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"  Up  lo  the  pariod  whea  Ireland  accom- 
plished the  victor; of complele  religious  cmaii- 
cipalion,  Mr.  O'Coanell  rendered  most  im- 
portant services  to  his  country ;  but  since  thiit 
period  —  I  say  this  from  my  own  officitil 
silualion,  with  sometliing  of  authority,  for  I 
(ay  it  with  knowledge — he  ha»  proved  a  moai 
unfortunate  obstacle  to  the  social  happiness 
and  progressive  improvenicnt  of  Ireland," 

After  that  period  the  Lichfield  Hou&c 
compBct  was  entered  into,  and  Ireland  was 
delivered  over,  bound  hand  and  foot,  to  the 
hon.  Member  fur  ('urk.  But  evi 
period,  bo  called,  of  tranquillity,  when  thai 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  was  thwarted 
in  his  views,  the  Whigs,  he  remembered, 
were  again  termed  ba«e,  bloody,  and  brutal. 
Thus,  in  the  same  letter  already  quoted, 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  said  :— 

"Of  what  value  is  it  to  Ireland  that  Lord 
Grey  should  have  retired,  if  he  has  left  to  hi?; 
successors,  the  same  proud  and  malignauL 
hatred  he  appears  to  entertain  towards  thi- 
Irish  nation.  I  know  Lord  John  Russell 
cherishes  feelings  of  a  similar  description. 
Tlie  Whigs  are  enduring  the  hale,  and  some  of 
the  contempt,  of  the  Irish  people." 

Again,  in  a  letter  to  Lord  Durham, 
dated  October  21,  1834,  Mr.  O'Connell 
wrote  thus  :— 

"Tlie   Whigs  have  found  no   difficulty  in 
offering  insult  10  Ireland.    The  Whigs,  I  am 
satisfied,  would  have  refused  to  give  any 
form  to  Ireland,  if  they  possibly  could." 

Again,  in  a  speech  at  Cork,  November 
17,  1834:— 

"We  owe  nothing  lo  the  Whig*;  it  is  ou 
own  vigilance  and  activity  thai  enabled  us  t< 
turn  theirimbecilily  and  hypocricy  to  account 
for,  believe  me,  that  if  their  necessities  and 
anxieties  to  keep  themselves  in  office  had  not 
wrung  it  from  them,  ihey  intended  noihiog  for 
Ireland." 

He  had  endeavoured  to  show  that  the 
accusations  made  by  the  noble  Ix)rd  relatiTe 
to  the  Judicial  appointments  of  the  present 
Government  were  much  better  merited  by 
that  Government  which  had  shown  how 
little  they  look  into  consideration  the  real 
interests  of  the  people,  by  offering  the 
highest  judicial  appointment  in  Ireland  to 
a  gentleman  of  whom  the  Chief  Secretary 
for  that  country  had  spoken  in  the  terms 
he  had  quoted.  He  diould  give  hia  nip- 
port  to  ^c  motion  of  his  noble  Friend,  not 
because  he  was  sanguine  enough  to  believe 
that  it  would  entirely  put  a  stop  to  those 
evils  which  unfortunately  bad  for  so  lung 
a  time  previuled  in  Ireland,  but  he  did  mn- 
cerely  hope  that  it  would  in  no  small  degree 
mitigate  them. 
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Mr.  John  (fBrim  :  1  oppose  the  wcond 
reading  of  the  bill  before  the  House,  I  do 
so  from  a   full  conviction  that   it   is  un- 
constitutional in  its  principle,  offensive  to 
the  feelings,  and  uncalled  for  by  the  con- 
dition  of   Ireland.      I  oppose   it   because 
there    are   other    and    better    means    to 
achieve  its  professed  objects,  and  to  secure 
the  pacification  of  the  country.     It  is  true 
that  individual  outrages  have  been  perpe- 
trated, but  ousting  laws,  in  my  opinitM), 
are  fully  able  to  repress  the  further  pro- 
gress  of  crime ; — 'lis   true,  that    popular 
[its  are  now  in  action  to  achieve 
important  changes  in  the  political  cotuii- 
lution   of  the  empire ;  but  it  is  not  lets 
so  that  these  manifestations  have  been  un- 
accompanied by  any  infraction  of  the  law 
which  can  Justify  this  invasion  of  the  con- 
stitutional rights  of  the  people.     England 
has  been,  and  recently,  the   scene  of   a 
widely-organised  conspiracy,  matured  into 
crime,  and  threatening  in  actual  outbreak 
the  existence  of  its  social  and  political  in- 
utitutions  ;  it  has  not  been  thought  advisa- 
to  make  such  an  experiment  upon  the 
unbroken  spirit  of  that  country,  and  why 
should   Ireland  be  placed  in  humiliating 
contrast,    why    will     you    proclaim    the 
nffcniive  announcement  that  wc  are  unfit 
for  the  enjoyment  of  national  and  constitu- 
tional rights?    If  such  be  our  position,  huw 
(rumpet-tongued  does  it  not  speak  of  the 
character  of  your  past  policy  ;  for  centuries 
we  have  been  subjected  to  your  authority, 
you  were  the  maslers  of  our  destiny,  and 
upon  you  rests  the  responsibility  of  that 
condition,  which,  as  you  proclaim,  imposes 
the  necesNty  of  this  act  of  severe  and  un- 
mitigated legislation.      I    shall   not  ana" 
lyie  its  provisions,  they  strike  the  most 
superficial  inspection,  they  were  so  various, 
30  complicated,   and  so  penal,   that  they 
amounted  to  an  almost  practical  prohibi- 
tion of  the  right   of  arms,  they   induce 
u  system  of  constant  espionage,  they  sug- 
^'Cst  temptations  to  private  muice,  no  rank, 
no  character,  no  object,  however  legitimate, 
can  protect  you  from  the  searching  penal- 
tiesof  this  offensive  bill ;  and  Ireland,  after 
a  legislative  union  of  nearly  half  a  century, 
is  treated  with  all  the  suspicion  and  all  the 
indignity  of  a  subjugated  province;  this 
wilt  not  be  held  by  the  country  as  a  reali- 
zation of  the  hopes  inspired  at  the  advent 
of  the  nobb  Lord  to  office,  as  the  practical 
'   relopment  of  that  great  prindple  of  equal 
tice  to  all  parties  so  fully  announced  at 
the  accearion  of  the  present  Ministry   lo 
power. .  This  bill  you  cannot  carry  into 
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cflfect  in  the  north  of  Ireland.  A  Conser- 
vative magistracy  wiU  not  disarm  the  par- 
tisan yeomanry  of  Ulster— you  reserve  its 
terrors  for  the  Catholic  peasantry  of  the 
south.  This  disarming  of  the  people  I 
hold  as  an  inauspicious  omen,  as  prophetic 
that  as  the  past  has  been  so  shaJl  be  the 
future  character  of  your  policy — that  you 
will,  as  heretofore,  rule  by  the  few,  and 
for  the  few,  and  that  you  will  abandon  the 
li^timate  devotion  of  a  people  for  the 
venal  attachment  of  party.  It  is  not  by 
measures  such  as  these  that  you  can  ap- 
pease the  discontent  of  Ireland  ;  in  her 
regard  you  have  long  tried  a  coercive 
policy,  would  it  not  be  well  to  make  an 
experiment  on  her  affections,  to  manifest 
some  generous  sympathy  in  her  well  being, 
to  interfere  with  timely  foresight  and  res- 
cue her  from  that  perilous  agitation  in 
which  she  is  now  involved,  fraught  as  you 
say,  with  danger  to  the  destinies  of  Ire- 
land, and  menacing  with  a  fevered  strength 
the  integrity  of  your  empire.  I  shall  not 
.stop  to  analyse  the  justice  of  this  description, 
but  admit  its  correctness,  and  with  what  an 
emphatic  i^peal  docs  it  not  call  upon  the 
British  Government  to  ascertain  what  it 
is  which  thus  confederates  the  people  of 
Ireland  in]  the  prosecution  of  objects  so 
hazardous  or  so  impracticable.  Nor,  Sir,  is 
this  movement  limited  to  the  physical 
]K)wcr  of  the  country ;  it  is  latterly  sus- 
tained by  a  considerable  proportion  of  its 
intelligence  and  its  wealth  ;  nor  can  it  be 
supposed  that  this  latter  class  is  insensible 
to  the  character  of  the  movement  but  with 
or  without  a  hope  of  success,  they  adopt  it 
iLs  the  most  distinct  announcement  of  na- 
tional sentiment,  as  the  most  emphatic  de- 
chiration  of  their  discontent  with  that 
jH>lioy  which  condemned  by  its  fruits  has 
i>een  found  inconsistent  with  the  happiness, 
the  rc)X)se,  and  the  welfare  of  Irelamid.  It 
is  idle  to  explain  this  formidable  agitation 
by  a  reference  to  the  ambition  of  individuals 
it  is  not  in  reason,  nor  docs  history  warrant 
the  supiiosition,  that  an  intelligent  people 
forcwamed,  and  with  deliberation  will  em- 
hark  in  all  the  evils  of  social  and  domestic 
(1i>traction,  without  some  adc(|uate  and 
ini{)ellin<;  cause ;  popular  leaders  may, 
conliiig  to  their  respective  abilities, 
the  foremost  station,  but  the  wrongs  of  a 
country  are  the  elements  of  their  power, 
and  the  Government  which  refuses  a  com- 
))Iiance  with  just  demands  is  morally  ns 
s|K)n5ible  for  the  subso(]Uont  excesses  of  a 
pci>ple  annplaining  of  wrong  and  hopeless 
uf  redress.      It  it  ctjually   unufailing  to 


refer,  as  has  been  done,  io  tenuofi 

ragement  to  the  Roman  Catholic       _ 

Ireland.     It  cannot  be  denied*  duU  Hi  l^i 

present  popular  manifestaticRii  nuuaj  of  ll|ii| 

respected  body  have  accepted  %  ranpMiiK 

station ;  but  let  ub  not  misuke  tbo  wmiL 

of  thdr   poution  for  a  lolimtaiy  fimk^ 

cipation  in  the    political    ftwilimtin—   eC 

the    oountiy  ;    whatever     nuj    )ie  •  Iki 

strength    of    their   opbioiis   they   tivKp 

not  been  intniave  vdimteeni  uidledl  4i 

the  people  by  identity  of  leligjkNia  bd^C 

and  long  community  of  suflSering*  grateltf 

to  that  people  for  a  devotion  witSoiUlUhl 

as  it  is  without  example,  they  ooidl  wt^ 

withhold  their   sympathy,   they  ulmji^ 

they  did  not  give  the  national  isqpuln  mtA 

could  not  if  uiey  would  redsk  the  popAv 

movement ;  it  is  unwise  to  depvecate  Ae 

infiuenoe  of  that  body  whidi  in  wlMintir 

result,  whether  in  the  attaintment  crin 

the  frustration  of  national  peMyona  tamtUr 

tute  our  beat  security  for  the  PRaoBt  ■■Akr- 

and  the  ultimate  happiness m  InfauML  .\ 

fear  that  the  policy  of  the 

ment  has  been  imperfectly 

condlitate  the  confidence  of  the  muiiUji^  I 

fear  it  has  suggested  to  die  CatUiai.if 

Ireland  the  not  unwarranted  a        ~ 

that  thou^  emancipated  by  law  ihef 

still  practically  proscribed,  that  the  i 

of  a  past  ascendency  yet  mrvivc^  anA 

they  or  those  who  represent 

shall  continue  indefinitely 

the  honors,  the  privileges,  and  the 

tions  of  the  state,  it  will  not 

say,  that  such  is  but  conautent  with  4^ 

rules  of  party  tactics.    Such  naj 

the  partisan,  but  it  will  not 

pie,  and  it  is  at  best  hot  a         _ 

doctrine  to  announce  to  n  country 

your  policy  places  in  opposition  to 

Government,  and  whose  pontioB  jmm 

adduce  as  an  argument  to  ymHaif 

exclusion  from  the  pnctical 

the   constitution ;    it   is  not  nw 

use  the  language  of  cxaggmitw^ 

appreheml  it   will   be  found  that, 

the  accession  of  the 

power,    the  popular   or 

section  of  the  country  has  been 

tially  excluded  from  the  Ikvor^  dbe 

age,  and  tlie  confidence  of  the 

tlus  may  be,  from  their  poiitieal 

cies,  strictly  in  accordance  with  dbe 

of  party  tactics,  but  it  is   not 

less  a  source  of  diasatisfecdon  snl 

plaint  with  the  people  of  Inlaai. 

do  I  find   that   the   pnismuniett    (§y^ 

am  justified  in  usbg  the  phnse)  if  |Bf 


Me6 

niiMlr  or  U^mt  dun*  tf  lh«  Bational 
party  u  acoomintikd  (fod  they  would 
^adly  h»ve  acotyted  tlw  atoaemeat)  In 
■DMUuiw  calculated  to  adnace  the  well* 
being  of  the  great  body  of  ibe  people.  The 
leverw  ha<  Men  tlie  ctM*  Ih^  Mve  been 
icAued  in  »  Mmewbat  peranptoiy  nauKri 
the  aid  of  Britiih  e^vtol  ia  the  eMa- 
Uiahment  of  nilwiqn.  The  Poor-law 
Amendment  Bill  waa  well  fitted  to  bur- 
then theotcnpybig  tentatry  in  aid  of  the 
abaentee  and  landed  ollnfel^  ef  ' 
try,  no  intention  hai  Seen  anno 


the  part  of  Ooretnniem  to  fanpntve  tbe 
existlog  rclaUoqa  batween  lanuord  via 
tenant,  but  they  are  threatened  with  a 
registiy  fail!  to  precipitate  the  extinctum  of 
the  ex[ririiig  fmdbm  of  Iidand,  and  It  ii 
clear  that  tiie  Chnfch  EttaUlibroent  i* 
to  be  maintuned  In  all  tta  oppreidve  u* 
grandisemBQt'  deriving  its  reduttilant,  ita 
almost  unccriptuial  wenlih  ftaatba  contri- 


9  |wa|de,  by  than 


feeiinn  <tf  intenae  averrioBf  aa  tho  badga 
of  thor  fuljocdaa,  the  aonmMnt  of  thdr 
watif^^■^  bunllialiaa,  and  to  ilniri  the  aan> 


nmr  eallad  on  to 
MKraulet  the  libertiea  of  the  eonnt^  under 
the  deluUTe  name  of  an  armt  bilL  1 
will  not  be  a  party  to  a  pvUey  that 
genentles  the  evili  which  U  would  anbae* 
qnently  and  uoavailin^j  oomctt  I  will 
withhold  aa  &r  as  in  ma  liea  the  power 
and  the  tenptationi  of  niiijiiiiaiiinnil 
I  will  not  BtnngtheQ  the  handa  of  a 
ainiitry,  which  looka  to  f«ce  alone  «■  Iha 
corrective  for  ■w*!"^  dJacontant;  I  will 
endeavour  to  Goapd  then  to  the  adaptioa  af 
nMasurea  of  wim  eoMiliatitn  of  juit  apnea*' 
■ioa.  I  will  otnmetheaaaoDdRndiDgof  the 
bill,  and  1  will  ap|xiM  it  in  all  iti  itagea, 

Mr.  A,  Hap»  aaid,  the  coBpliinU  «f 
hOD.  Gentlemen  sppoaiie  abont  the  want 
of  auendance  of  gMtlamaa  of  the  ooool j 
on  petty  jariea  would  be  pat  an  end  to  by 
ihia  meaaore.  The  abaeoot  of  those  gan. 
tlagscn  was  caused  by  the  dialorhad  aUle 
of  the  country,  and  for  ibat  slate  of  the 
country  the  proposed  Arms  Bill  waa  a  rem- 
edy. No  roan  waa  mora  bonnd  up  with 
Inland  (ban  be  was,  and  be  sapportad 
this  bill  because  h«  looked  on  it  as  a 
strong  measure  neoasaari  Cor  the  aui^m^ 
sion  of  a  great  «vil,  and  oe  did  bopCr  that 
when  the  meaioie  wH  passed,  EaglaBd 
and  Itelaod  would  be  united  together  in  a 
real  and  substantial  onion— of  which  iha 
legislative  wt  pused  af  the  **gtfT'lg  of 
the  ceotttfy  waa  bat  d|«  -'' — ■-— '- 


Captain  AnuW  aaid  no  aaScient  na- 
siw  had  been  adduced  for  the  ioflictioa  of 
this  odious  jneawre  upou  Iielind.  The' 
real  caoae  of  the  diatntsances,  to  mnoh  to 
be  d^4oced,  was  the  want  of  gympathv 
batwof  D  the  nleta  and  the  nled.  Coold 
the  Government,  whidiao  well  nndorstood 
th«  value  of  a  majaiit|  in  that  Howe, 
ilBiagine  that  ibej  eoidd  govern  k«l«i>d  by 
a  minority?  The  right  hon.  Baronet  nt 
j^ie-head  of  the  Oovammeot  had  cMae 
down  10  the  House  and  decbrcd  that  it 
was  the  determination  of  Oovernment  to 
maintain  by  every  means  in  their  power 
tbe  Legislative  onion  between  the  two 
oonntries.  But  tho  right  hon.  Baronet 
L.J  L-ij • ■.>___*  .L.  -._.  <:_ 


had  held  ovt  no  hopes  at  the  same  tian 
of  mdreuing  the  gnevancea  of  the  Ptopl* 
of  Ireland,  and  attaching  them  to  Bntiah 
conneiioD  by  kindness,  and  a  geoerona 
and  fbibeariiw  poUn.  What  waa  the  d^ 
olaration  made  by  Lord  Althoipe  oo  the 
same  sal^eot,  io  that  Hooic,  on  the  8lh 
February,  1831 X 

"Be  by  BO  aaaiis  intended  to  say,  that  Iha 
only  poliiy  which  )m  Uqa*ty's  Govanmsnt 
in  Indaiul  ovgbt  Io  porsaa  was,  to  sepprva  tba 
■gittiioo  nwdv  .by  Ibtea.  the  wtie  poUqr 
wu,  while  lh«y  Ml]*  suppressed  that  vwlent 
knd  sedllioni  condoa  which  landed  to  bnur- 
reetioa  and  rebrilhin,  to  dww  the  peopis  of 
Ivslatrf,  by  mesiures  of  eonelUatioa  and  Und- 
nMs,that  msie  was  avery  posaiblo  dispontioe  Io 


moTved  to  adopL  lliey  wen  dMomJaad  to 
UN  ihrii  nUnost  exertions  to  resist  the  desips 
of  the  agitalors?  but  at  the  same  tim^  by  giv 
logetopuyumt  to  the  people  of  Ireland,  by 


Ilia  right  hoD.  BaRMrt  bad  oimm  down 
like  OrlMdo  Pwkm,  and  alter  havbg 
made  that  celetwaiod  declaration,  rix  ua- 
glriftUi  were  dbmi 


•ioli  of  the  peace ;  and  aoeh  a  Bnme  wu 
rafaed  in  Ireland,  that  he  perceived  by 
lhi«  day's  pepcr  ■  number  of  Hambenof 
the  bar  had  given  in  their  adbesioo  lo  the 
Repeal  movement,  nod  the  Repce)  rent  had 
*  to  a  g  -  ..      -  - 


agraMer  amo 
loatead  of  aennng  out  »  pilot  balloon  of 
ooarcion  In  tba  anape  of  an  Arma  Bill* 
why  shoaM  not  Mnustan  act  ibe  manly 
pan  of  removing  all  kckoowladged  grief 
and   caUaea    of  discontent  t     He 


'TsaaiViassiiiiisssssir. 


ing  to  a  cnrioQS  letter  which  had 
into  his  hands,  and  which  came  fran 
rica.    The  letter  was  for  the 
explaining  to  the  writer's  relatibn  Immt 
ancestors  were  deprifed  of  their 
in  Ireland,  and  it  said, 

^  Perhaps  you  may  say  what  is  this  old  alOT 

to  me  ?    But  after  the  repeal  of  the  mno^  ■ 
would  be  every  thing  to  yoa.    Irefanid 
be  a  happy  country  then ;  the  foituiM  of 
might  put  vou  in  possession  of  yoar  ~ 
rights ;  and  you  ought  to  koow 
rights  are  situated." 
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ought  to  be  made  by  GoTeroment,  as  to   subject  of  the  Repeal  of  the  DniiNi 
what  they  intended  to  do  in  reference  to   closely  connected  with  the  preMnt 
the  Repeal  meetings,  and  that  they  ought   tion,  that  he  might  be  ezcuaed  for 
distinctly  to  say  whether  they  considered 
them  illegal  or  not.    Wonld  they  take  the 
bull  by  the  horns,  or  wonld  they  only  show 
their  teeth,  and  not  dare  to  bite? 

Colonel  Vemer  said,  that  he  should  not 
have  troubled  the  House  but  for  some  of 
the  obsenrations  which  had  fallen  from 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite.  A  noble  Lord 
(Lord  Clements)  was  reported  to  have 
said,  that  he  had  stated  that  some  of  the 
yeomanry  corps  were  members  of  the 
Orange  lodges.  Now,  he  not  only  reiterated 
that  statement  generally,  but  he  could  add, 
that  in  the  province  of  Ulster  every  mem- 
ber of  the  yeomanry  corps  was  a  member 
of  the  Orange  institution  ;  and  the  reason 
was  this,  that  the  only  persons  on  whom 
the  Government  could  rely  there  were  the 
Orangemen  and  Protestants.  Ke  felt  it 
his  duty  to  come  forward  on  behalf  of  the 
yeomanry  of  Ireland,  and  defend  them 
from  the  attacks  which  had  been  made 
upon  them.  Parliament  in  some  cases 
had  voted  thanks  to  that  body,  and  from 
the  Lords  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  they  had 
frequently  received  marks  of  gratitude  and 
approbation  ;  and  he  could  not,  therefore, 
sit  still  and  hear  them  traduced  and  ma- 
ligned as  they  had  been.  He  could  not 
understand  the  grievance  of  which  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  complained.  The 
possession  of  arms  was  no  very  great  ad- 
vantage to  the  people  of  that  country. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Dungarvan  had 
said  that  he  supposed  he  must  call  the 
yeomanry  loyal  because  that  was  their 
title,  and  for  the  same  reason  he  supposed 
he  must  call  the  Repeal  Association  loyal ; 
but  what  was  the  difference  between  those 
two  loyal  institutions?  The  moment  the 
Orange  institutions  were  declared  illegal, 
they  disbanded  themselves ;  but,  notwith- 
standing the  almost  universal  expression 
of  opinion  amongst  the  statesmen  of  this 
country  as  to  the  Repeal  Associations, 
they  had  declared  their  intention  of  not 
discontinuing  their  agitation  until  their 
object  had  been  attained.  Under  those 
circumstances,  would  it  not  be  madness 
in  any  government  to  allow  those  people 
any  longer  the  possession  of  arms?  It 
had  been  said,  that  the  Irish  had  a  thirst 
for  arms;  he  was  afraid  that  they  also  had 
a  thirst  for  something  else,  and  that  their 
thirst  for  arms  was  frec^uently  for  the  pur- 
pose of  gratifying  their  other  thirst.    The 


IK 


That  evinced  the  sort  of  fiseliiig 
existed  upon  that  subject.    He  woald 
further  trouble  the  House*  nor  ahoold  hi 
have  done  so  at  all  but  for  the 
which  he  had  stated. 

The  (y  Conor  Dom  wasdii|KMad  to 
that  it  would  be  unidvisable  in 
of  Ireland  to  leave  to  the  people  the 
restricted  possession  of  arms ;  he  wee 
desirous  that  the  Government  shoaM 
all  necessary  power  for  the  mainl 
of  peace;  but  when  he  looked  at  Ihi 
clauses  of  this  bill,  he  felt  ii 
that  such  a  measure  at  thia  tine 
should  have  been  proposed.  The 
larity  in  the  circumstances  of  the 
countries  was  alleged  as  a  gronnd  fw 
measure;  whence  was  the  dissinilerilf  ^ 
the  two  countries?  It  resulted  frooi 
nature  of  the  legislation  which  had 
adopted  with  regard  to  Ireland. 
resulted  from  the  infliction  upcm 
land  of  measures  like  this,  which 
graded  and  humiliated  the  people. 
was  no  argument  to  say  that  a 
bill  had  been  in  existence  before,  aaBO* 
cially  when  it  was  recollected  that  nril 
former  bill  had  been  almost  a  dead 
What  was  the  cause  for  this  bill  at 
sent  ?  Had  crime  increased  in  Irdaiait 
No !  it  had  decreased  ;  but  it  had  ii 
in  England,  and  yet  no  such  measoie 
dreamt  of  for  England.  It  was 
be  regretted  that  the  right  hon. 
learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for  DdM* 
lin  university,  who  was  so  sentitivo 
respect  to  the  character  of  hit  owi 
should  have  made  such  charges 
the  clergy  whom  the  people  of  Ii 
revered.  He  must  sty,  in  jnstice  to  ftt 
Catholic  clergy,  that  much  wat  owuHrlo 
them  for  their  zealout  iind  eflkoc 
exertions  in  preterring  the  peace  of 
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Und,  which  could  not  be  preierved  were 
it  not  for  tlie  corrective  influence  of  tbe 
Cilholic  cler^  in  inducing  ihe  people  to 
bear  their  sufferings  patiently  in  this 
world  in  tbe  humble  hope  of  a  higher 
reward  in  the  next.  He  must  deoy  tbe 
chains  of  disloyalty  that  had  been 
brought  against  those  who  were  seeking 
for  repeal — a  tueaiure  for  which  he  him* 
self  had  at  one  time  voted.  The  people 
were  loyal,  but  wished  to  be  put  into  the 
position  which  great  constitutional  autho- 
rities at  the  time  of  the  Union  said  they 
ought  to  hold.  After  what  had  recently 
taken  phice,  he  should  resign  the  commis- 
sion of  tbe  peace  which  he  held,  were  it 
not  that  he  belicTcd  he  exercised  it  for 
Ihe  benefit  oF  those  about  him ;  and  he 
must  say  that  the  Lord  Chancellor  of 
Ireland  might  as  reasonably  deprive  him 
of  the  commission  for  anything  he  said  in 
that  House,  as  remove  Lord  Ffrench,  on 
the  ground  of  a  speech  made  in  Parlia- 
ment, when  the  presumption  of  tbe  law 
was,  that  no  one  outside  knew  anything 
of  the  speeches  delivered  within  its  walls, 
and  that  no  stranger  was  present. 

Mr.  BoTthwick  said  there  had  been  a 
conclusive  case  made  out  for  the  bill  by 
the  arguments  on  his  side,  and  the  admis- 
sions on  the  opposite  side  of  the  House. 
He  believed,  and  he  thought  it  had  been 
fully  admitted,  that  the  state  of  affairs  in 
Ireland  wore,  at  the  present  moment,  a 
most  threatening  aspect.  There  was  in 
that  country  a  numerous  associated  body, 
whose  object  it  was  to  effect  a  dissolution 
of  tbe  Union  between  Ireland  and  Great 
Britain.  He  must  say  that  under  such 
drcumstances  the  violent  language  used 
by  certain  persons  out  of  doors,  tending 
to  excite  feelings  of  rancour  among  the 
Irish  people  against  Ihe  eieculive  Govern- 
ment, was  most  reprehensible.  He  con- 
sidered that  the  present  Government  bad 
evinced  a  disposition  to  do  justice  to  Ire< 
land,  and  be  thought,  therefore,  that  they 
were  entitled  to  the  support  of  all  hon. 
Members  who  were  desirous  of  promoting 
the  welfare  of  the  country.  He  thought 
that  it  was  the  bounden  duty  of  the  House 
to  support  the  executive  Government  in 
endeavouring  to  put  down  that  incipient 
rebellion,  he  would  venture  to  call  it, 
which  was  excited  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Cork  (Mr.  O'Connell).  He 
would  give  his  support  to  tbe  bill,  and  to 
any  other  measure  of  a  similar  nature 
which  might  be  broii{ht  fonraid  with  a 


view  to  promote  the  tranqaillily  of  Ire- 
land. 

Lord  Seymour  said,  that  two  years  ago 
they  were  told  that  Ireland  was  in  a  state 
of  comparative  tranquillity,  and  that  a 
spirit  of  good  order  was  spreading  through- 
out the  country.  Now,  however,  they 
were  told  that  Ireland  was  in  a  state  of 
turbulence  and  excitement  which  threatened 
the  most  serious  results.  The  right  faon. 
Baronet  at  the  head  of  her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment stated,  when  he  assumed  office, 
his  intention  of  pursuing  the  same  con- 
ciliatory policy  with  regard  to  that  country 
which  had  been  adopted  by  the  late  Mi- 
nistry. What  then  had  produced  that 
change  in  the  state  of  a&irs  in  Ireland  to 
which  he  had  alluded  ?  One  reason  asdgned 
WBH,  that  certun  appointments  had  been 
made  in  Ireland  which  had  given  great 
dissatisraction  to  the  bulk  of  the  peoj^o  of 
that  country.  He  could  not  blame  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  opposite  for  having 
made  those  appointments.  They  might, 
perhaps,  have  been  unwise  under  existing 
urcumstances,  but  he  did  not  think  the 
Government  ought  to  be  blamed  for  having 
made  them ;  and  he  thought  this  was  not 
a  sufficient  reason  to  account  for  tbe  pre- 
sent condition  of  Ireland.  It  had  also  been 
said,  ttiat  the  recent  increase  i^  the  spirit 
duties  in  Ireland  had  been  one  means  of 
exciting  dissatisfaction.  He  considered  that 
an  unwise  measure,  but  he  did  not  think 
that  it  could  have  produced  the  existing 
agitation  and  dissatufaction.  He  askra 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  then,  what  had 
been  the  real  cause  of  the  excitement  which 
now  prevailed  in  that  country  ?  He  consi- 
dered the  bill  now  before  the  House  an  in- 
judicious measure.  It  would  not  prevent 
the  people  from  assembling  in  as  laive 
numbers  as  at  present ;  its  object  merely 
was  to  prevent  them  from  possessing  anm, 
except  under  certain  restnctions.  It  had 
been  sdd  by  the  noble  Lord  who  brought 
forward  this  measure,  and  by  the  right 
hon.  Attorney-general  for  Ireland,  that  a 
law  similar  to  the  present  bill  had  been  in 
existence  for  many  years ;  hut  they  had 
also  been  told,  that  there  was  scarcely  a 
man  in  Irdand,  of  the  age  of  fifty,  who  did 
not  possess  arms.  What  efiect,  then,  had 
been  produced  by  such  a  law?— and  what 
advantage  did  hon.  Members  think  would 
result  from  the  present  measure  ?  Did  they 
conceive  it  would  prevent  tbe  commissioQ 
of  murders  ?  He  beUeved  that  when  a  man 
was  actuated  by  feelings  of  revenge,  and 
detcmuiwd  on  the  «ammiawu  of  dM 
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crime,  he  could  easily  find  weapons  for  the 
accomplishment  of  his  ohject.  If  any  fear 
was  entertained  of  a  general  insurrection 
in  Ireland,  and  this  measure  was  intended 
for  tlie  prevention  of  such  an  occurrence, 
ho  conndered  that  it  was  wholly  inade- 
quate for  the  purpose.  When  he  consi- 
dered the  state  qf  Ireland  at  the  present 
mom^ty  and  having  no  wish  to  impede 
any  measures  hrought.  forward  by  the  Oo- 
vernment,  with  a  view  to  maintain  tran- 
quility, he  would  not  vote  against  the  se- 
cond reading  of  the  bill ;  but  when  it  came 
into  committee  he  should  feel  it  his  duty  to 
oppose  many  of  its  details. 

Sir  A.  Brooke  felt  thankful  to  her  Ma« 
jesty's  Government  for  having  introduced 
ibis  measure.  The  noUe  Lord  who  bad 
last  addressed  the  House  stated  tbat^ 
though  measures  similar  to  the  present 
had  been  in  existence  for  many  years  past, 
it  was  notorious  that  gretkt  numbers  among 
the  people  of  Ireland  were  in  the  posses- 
sion of  arms.  But  the  noble  Lord  must 
be  aware  that  the  measures  to  which  he 
referred  had  not  been  carried  into  effect. 
He  believed  that  this  bill  would  have  a 
tendency  to  produce  tranquillity  in  Ire- 
land ;  but  he  did  not  think  that  this  mea- 
sure alone  would  prove  effectual  in  pro- 
ducing that  result*  He  felt  confident 
that  lion.  Members  on  that  (the  Ministe- 
rial), as  well  as  on  the  opposite  side  of 
the  House,  would  ere  long  call  upon  her 
Majesty's  Grovernment  to  enact  laws  for 
the  preservation  of  tranquillity  in  Ireland 
of  a  much  more  stringent  nature  than  that 
now  under  consideration.  It  had  been 
asked,  by  what  means  the  excitement  and 
agitation  now  existing  in  Ireland  had  been 
produced?  He  conceived  that  that  ex- 
citement was  in  a  great  measure  caused 
by  the  conduct  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Cork,  who  had  daring  the 
last  year  devoted  his  time  to  the  agitation 
of  the  quesVion  of  the  Repeal  of  the 
Union.  Ho  must  say,  that  the  aspersions 
cast  by  the  hon.  ana  learned  Member  for 
Liskeard  (Mr.  C.  Buller),  in  his  speech 
last  night,  upon  the  clergy  and  gentry  of 
Ireland,  were  most  unjustifiable ;  and  he 
did  not  require  to  be  told  by  the  hon. 
Member,  that  he  had  never  visited  Ire- 
land, and  that  he  was,  therefore,  not  very 
well  qualified  to  form  a  correct  judgment 
on  the  subject.  He  believed  that  in  no 
country  in  £urope  had  tlie  progrcu  of 
improvement  been  more  visible,  especially 
among  the  lowec  dassts^  than  im  kaUnd. 


The  tranqaillity  which  Imi  betn 
of  as  prevailing  during  the  ad 
of  Lords  Normanby  and  EbringUM 
been  owing  to  the  exertioiia  of  ihe 
and  learnt  Member  for  Cork,  wlio 
measures  to  insuie  the  tranqailliiy  of 
country  so  long  as  the  executive 
him  by  deferring  to  bie  wiahoi*  Ntlliiit 
was  more  plain  than  that  the  trwiquilljlf 
of  the  country  ought  lo  be  naintaM^l 
and^  thinking  that  it  was  the  duly  of  ^mm 
Gentlemaa  to  give  the  executife  tmmmm 
support  as  poasible  in  the  presenc 
gency,  he  shoukl  vote  for  thia  bill, 
bad  no  other  object  than  tbo  wtini 
of  peace  and  order.  -  ^i 

Mr.  Haiw€i  said  it  waa  admittadi  -dil 
until  the  last  year  or  two  Ireland  kad  I 
entirely  tranquil.  Now  he  ihouglU  hat 
entitled  to  ask  what  had  been  tha^ 
of  the  change  in  the  state  of  ^at  MiinBlif  I 
They  ought  to  have  a  very 
made  out  for  it  befoio  they 
the  bill  of  the  noble  Lord.  Ha< 
in  all  that  had  been  said  of  the 
which  the  noble  Lord  bad 
land,  but  still  he  would  ask  had  tha 
Lord  made  out  a  case  fot  thia  WIL 
the  noble  Lord  shown  any  want  of 
dination  to  the  law?  Had  thaiw 
out  of  these  great  meetinga  any  ti 
any  breach  of  the  peace— any 
la  short,  had  the  noble  Lord  shana, 
there  was  any  one  justification  Cor  UiaQf 
vernment  coming  forward  with  a  bill  aff 
thu  nature?  Before  a  case  ooald  ba  i 
out,  the  noble  Lord  ought  to  show  -ail 
some  decided  case  of  insubordioalMMi. 
would  do  the  right  boo.  Baraaet  (8i» 
Peel)  the  justice  to  say,  '.that  ha 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  waa  the  fatylvl 
man  to  countenance  anyihiog  af  a  viallil 
tendency  or  resort  to  haiah  meaaana,  IMI 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  nnfortuaataly  wm 
identified  with  a  party  m  Ireland,  Msrib 
to  say  the  least  of,  was  extremely  «ipi% 
pular.  The  appointment  of  Mr.  SasMMI 
Jackson  to  a  seat  on  the  Baaeb,  afiavi 
immediately  al\er  he  had  given  a 
opposition  to  the  measure  of  adi 
for  Ireland  wluch  the  Goveromeati 
fit  to  adopt,  and  before  people  had 
vered  from  their  surprise  at 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  atill 
tinned  in  his  official  situation 
House  af^r  such  an  oppoaition, 
that  the  right  boa.  Baronet 
that  party.  In  respect  to  Canada  iha 
beot Baronet  had  panaada«iia< 
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gifen  the  people  a  tyitem  of  Governmeiit, 
which  was  in  accordaace  with  their  wishes 
aud  feelings  ;  but  how  differently  had  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  acted  towards  Ireland ; 
and  he  must  take  the  appointments  made 
by  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  and  this  bill  as 
general  indications  of  the  spirit  of  govern* 
ing  Ireland ;  that  was  to  say,  aa  indica. 
tions  that  it  was  meant  to  adopt  the 
system  of  governing  by  force,  and  by 
means  of  a  party,  and  not  the  conciliatory 
system  of  Lords  Normanby  and  Bbring- 
ton.  Why  had  the  right  hon.  Oentkman 
departed  from  the  spirit  of  that  system  ? 
The  House  had  specific  assurances  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  when  he  came  into 
office,  that  he  would  not  adopt  a  violent 
policy ;  but  now  it  was  evident,  that  he 
was  seeking  the  instruments  of  his  Qo« 
vernment  not  from  among  those  who  bad 
the  confidence  of  the  people  of  Ireland, 
but  from  their  opponents.  In  fact,  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  was  reverting  to  the 
old  system  of  governing  Ireland.  Under 
these  circumstances,  and  with  this  im- 
pression, why  should  not  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  €k>rk,  or  any  other 
hon.  Member,  seek  a  Repeal  of  the  Union. 
That  might  be  an  injodicioas  step  to  take ; 
but  it  was  only  an  act  of  Parhament  of 
which  the  Repeal  was  sooght.  Why 
should  it  DOt  be  agitated  ?  Why  should 
magistrates  be  struck  out  of  the  commis- 
sion for  attending  peaceable  meetings  for 
the  effecting  that  object  ?  To  attead  such 
meetings  was  not  inconsistent  whh  the 
terms  on  which  he  hekt  the  commisskm  of 
the  peace.  If  he  himself  were  dismissed 
from  the  commission  for  attending  any 
such  meeting  in  his  county  or  borough, 
he  should  think  himself  justified  in  op- 
posing the  Government,  that  did  so  by 
means  of  combinations  of  the  people  as 
Mr.  O'Connell  was  doing  in  Ireland.  The 
appointments  to  official  situatioDS  of  per- 
sons  not  in  their  eonfidencOf  was  one 
reason]  why  it  was  not  unnatvval  lor  the 
people  of  Ireland  to  wish  for  a  Repeal  of 
the  Union ;  the  obstruction  in  Parliament 
of  measures  calculated  to  amelioiate  the 
condition  of  the  Irish  people  was  another 
reason.  He  confessed,  that  if  he  were  ao 
Irishman  he  should  be  very  apt  to  be  of  a 
similar  way  of  thinking;  he  should  not 
scruple  to  seek  to  free  his  conntry  (mm 
such  a  domination.  But  with  respect  to 
the  bill,  had  any  case  been  made  ootfnmi 
the  state  of  crime  in  Ireland  ?  The  noble 
Lord  made  oat  ao  extiwMdiairjf  tMm,  and 


it  was  only  an  extraOrdintfi^  csase  tbat 
would  justify  suoh  a  measure.  On  the 
contrary,  the  noble  Lord  showed  posi. 
lively,  that  there  had  been  a  diminution 
of  crime,  and  particolarly  of  tbe  very 
crimes  which  were  likely  to  be  committed 
by  means  of  fire-arms.  Then  he  would  fix 
the  noble  Lord  in  tbisdilemma.  Either  the 
bill  was  to  be  taken  as  the  first  step  in  a 
return  to  theoki  policy  of  governing  Irelaod, 
or  as  intended  to  repress  crime,  which  was 
on  the  increase ;  but  the  latter  it  eoiild  not 
be,  because  crime,  the  noble  iiord  told 
them,  was  on  the  decrease.  Therefore^ 
he  took  the  bill  to  indicate  the  commence- 
ment by  the  Grovernment  of  a  different 
course  of  polwy  from  tbat  which  they  had 
hitherto  pursued,  and  which  had  be»en  s» 
remarkably  successful  in  tbe  bands  of 
Lords  Normanby  and  Ebrington.  That 
policy,  if  pursued,  would  prove,  be  was 
convinced,  disastrous  to  botb  coyncries 
alike.  There  was  one  master  griavanec 
in  Ireland,  about  which  comparatively 
little  had  been  said  in  this  diebate,  hie 
meant  the  Irish  Protestant  Church.  That 
was  the  master  grievance;  there  was  no 
denying  it.  They  bad  a  nation  of  Ce- 
tholicsy  and  an  estaUishmeiii  which,  m 
point  of  temporalities,  was  adapted  for  a 
nation  of  Protestants.  As  bad  bean  well 
said,  before  the  emaooipatioii  they  had 
there  a  Church  without  a  people,  and  a 
people  without  a  Church.  Did  they  think 
that  the  Irish  could  submit  to  that— could 
submit  to  see  a  Church  deriving  a  priucelj 
revenoe,  and  discharging  no  adequate 
spiritual  duties  ?  The  feeling  against  that 
state  of  things  was  increasing  every  day, 
and  the  Government  shortly  must  deal 
with  it.  Another  topic  of  irritatioe,  which 
he  ought  to  have  mentiooed  before,  was 
the  Registration  of  Voteie  Bill»  but  faedkl 
not  refer  so  much  to  the  prOvieions  of  the 
bill  itself  as  to  the  spirit  of  the  debates  on 
it.  What  was  the  language  used  with 
regard  to  the  voters  ol  Ireland?  The 
word  **  perjury"  was  freely  used ;  imroo* 
rality  was  said  to  cover  the  laud,  and  jet 
hon.  Members  opposite  would  not  penutt 
the  late  GovemmoU  to  lescue  the  bud 
from  this  stain.  Shice  the  hon.  Geutlemen 
opposite  had  heea  ia  office,  though  they 
professed  so  anuefa  leal  for  retigmn  aad 
purity  of  morab,  they  had  been  perfectly 
silent  aa  to  the  remedy  for  these  enonui- 
ties.  From  the  whole  of  thev  deeds  ia 
Irelaad  be  judged  that  iheie  was  in  the 
QaeerttBMUl  •  apbit  advene  l».  tbe  people. 
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of  Ireland.  Was  it  a  wonder,  then,  that 
thej  joined  toother  to  oppose  such  a 
Government?  Thej  woald  be  less  than 
men;  they  would  be  slaves  if  they  did 
otherwise.  Cheerfully  acknowledging  all 
this,  however,  he  must  say,  that  he  saw 
no  good  likely  to  arise  to  Ireland  from  a 
domestic  legislature;  he  had  no  hopes 
from  that.  The  history  of  the  Irish  Par- 
liament was  such,  he  thought,  as  no  Irish- 
man could  look  into  with  satisfaction. 
He  saw  oo  good  in  multiplying  Houses  of 
Parliament,  and  he  should  prefer  curtail- 
ing the  Memt)ers  of  the  present  House  of 
Commons  to  having  separate  Houses  in 
Scotland  and  Ireland.  On  the  grounds 
he  had  stated,  then,  he  opposed  this  bill, 
and  he  should  oppose  it  in  every  stage. 
He  did  not  believe,  that  it  provided  any 
remedy  for  the  social  evils  of  the  country. 
It  would  not  disarm  the  ruffian ;  it  would 
operate  only  on  the  honest  man ;  that  was 
the  case  with  all  arms  acts.  He  was  sorry 
to  oppose  a  bill  which  might  be  said  to  be 
merely  of  an  executive  nature,  but  he  saw 
so  many  symptoms  of  an  intention  to 
revert  to  the  old  system  of  governing  Ire- 
land on  narrow,  partisan,  and,  he  would 
add,  sectarian  principles,  that  he  felt  he 
could  not  act  otherwise. 

Sir  /.  Oraham  :  Sir,  I  am  glad  to  fol- 
low the  hon.  Member  for  Lambeth,  be- 
cause in  one  respect  he  has  done  justice 
to  Ministers,  when  he  said  that  he  was 
satisfied  that  nothing  would  have  induced 
the  noble  Secretary  for  Ireland  to  recom- 
mend this  bill  but  a  deep  sense  of  duty. 
I  assure  the  House,  that  the  feeling  which 
it  is  admitted  actuates  my  noble  Friend, 
no  less  influences  all  his  Colleagues  in  of- 
fice. We  bring  forward  this  measure  only 
under  the  severe  compulsion  of  present 
circumstances,  and  because  we  are  pain- 
fully convinced  of  its  necessity.  1  was 
struck  by  the  justice  of  several  of  the  ob- 
servations made  last  night  by  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Kinssle  (Mr. 
Watson)  when  speaking  of  popular  rights 
and  of  the  law,  which  is  their  safeguard. 
I  admit,  that  the  carrying  of  arms  is  a 
noble  and  distinguishing  mark  of  freedom, 
and  a  constitutional  right  of  great  value. 
1  would  not  infringe  that  right  without  the 
most  grave  consideration ;  but  when  the 
hon.  Member  for  Lambeth  asks  what  new 
circumstances  have  arisen  to  justify  it,  f 
will  not  enter  into  any  details  of  the  state 
of  crime  in  Ireland,  by  which  I  might,  if 
necessary,  banow  the  feelings  of  the 


House,  but  I  will  rely  up  i 

of  my  Doble  Friend  (Lord  £liol)»  ^^ 
happily  crimes  of  a  sangumary  and 
cidal  character  abound  in  Ireland. 
crimes  in  number  much  eweed  the 
portion  in  England,  and  the 
conviction  in  Ireland,  instead  of  nw^^  fi 
in  England,  25  per  cent.,  aie  umnr^Sf 
not  quite,  50  per  cent.    Tberefbra^ 
the  most  anxious  consideration,  I  am 
able  to  entertain  a  doubt  of  the  piopiie^p4|f 
renewing  a  measure  which  has  Mm  h|p|i 
often  pMsed.    It  seems  lo  me  that  us  I^P 
course  of  debate,  admissioos  have 
from  Gentlemen  opposite,  which 
the  most  conclusive,  testimooy  in 
of  the  bill,  founded  upon  the 
happy  state  of  society  in  Ireland.    Bnini. 
however,  I  advert  to  those  adaysaioni^} 
will  make  one  observation  on  tha  mtkjjtfH 
of  the  recent  dismissals  of  niagiatimiisb^t 
which  the  hon.  Member  for  ^^■^HuH  alp 
luded.  The  hon.  Member  seoned  to 
that  the  discontent  which  the 
created  might  operate  to  piod»Da  the 
of  society  which  has  been  described  s  hi$ 
these  dismissals  are  too  recent  lo  !r>  i 
garded  as  the  cause  of  an  antacadeal^ 
feet.    As  regards  these  difminak^  hH%L 
ever,  I  will  take  upon  myself,  whasTSp' 
proper  opportunity  ofiers,  of  diacaari^f 
the  question,  the  task  of  showing  thnt^^ 
Irish  Gk>vemment  has  acted  in  the 
proper  manner ;  for  the  present  I 
myself  with  saying,  that  the  cooian 
sued  by  the  Irish  (3ovemnMnt  hns'lln 
sanction  and  approval  of  her  M^§ia^ 
Ministers.     Having  said  thus  muck  ttk|p 
incidental  matters,  I  will  revert  to  tkann^  ^ 
portent  admissions  which  have  been  WHltB- 
on  the  other  side,  painful  thoogh  it  bs^lf . 
dwell  upon  a  consideratkm  of  the  praaB|^ 
state  of  society  in  Ireland,  dcacribad  a£# 
has  been,  not  by  me  nor  by 
side  of  the  House,  but  by  hem. 
speaking  from  the  Oppositiott 
In  the  first  place,  I  will  refer  to  the 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
for  Dungarvon,  which  was  divided  into 
parts.    The  first  part  of  the  speech  wtm. 
calm  and  moderate — full  of  siaipiicity  «3 
truth,  and  carrying  conviction  to  the  ninj^ 
of  all  who  heard  it.    The  second  pnvt 
characterised  by  all  that  brillianey 
dazzle  for  which  the  orat<    f  of  dm 
hon.  Gentleman  is  so         iigniahcdB 
to  my  taste  and  judg     nc,  %be  trath 
simplicity  which  cl        tensed  the  faoMK 
part  of  the  i.v        san^'a  8pi|^§|)i 
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was  far  more  impresftive  and  convincing 
than  the  finished  and  florid  conclusion. 
Some  parts  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
speech  were  well  replied  to  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  North- 
amptonshire (Mr.  A.  S.  O'Brien),  who 
spoke  so  well  as  to  create  the  wish,  that 
he  will  more  frequently  address  the 
House.  There  are,  however,  two  points 
which  were  dwelt  upon  by  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Dungarvon,  to  which  I 
wish  to  call  the  attention  of  the  House,  as 
showing  the  necessity  for  the  present  mea- 
sure. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  urged 
the  necessity  of  having  Gentlemen  of  the 
higher  classes  to  serve  upon  the  petty  jury 
in  the  county  of  Tipperary.  When  there 
are  many  farmers  of  substance  to  be  found 
in  the  county,  whence  should  arise  the 
necessity  for  having  persons  of  higher 
station  npon  the  petty  jury  than  those 
who  usually  fill  the  office  in  Great  Bri- 
tain ?  What  is  the  meaning  of  that  ? 
When  I  heard  such  a  necessity  mentioned, 
I  thought  I  could  perceive  something 
alarming  in  the  admission  which  it  in- 
volved, and  if  I  entertained  any  doubt  as 
to  the  validity  of  my  suspicion,  that  doubt 
was  at  once  removed  when  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  stated  that  it  was  the  duty  of 
the  Crown  to  contrive,  that  greater  pro- 
tection should  be  afforded  to  witnesses  in 
Crown  prosecutions.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman alluded  to  a  case  in  which,  by  his 
influence,  a  conviction  was  procured  of 
five  men  who  had  been  guilty  of  murder. 
To  effect  this,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
assured  the  House,  it  required  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  interference  with  the 
Government.  The  family  of  the  murdered 
man  could  only  be  induced  to  give  evi- 
dence under  a  promise  of  being  afterwards 
removed  from  the  country.  What  must 
be  the  state  of  society  in  Ireland  when  the 
head  of  a  family,  one  of  whom  had  been 
the  victim  of  assassination,  could  be  in- 
duced to  give  evidence  only  on  the  condi- 
tion that  he  and  his  children  should  sub- 
mit to  transportation  for  life?  This  is 
one  of  the  admissions  from  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite.  I  now  come  to  the  next.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Water- 
ford  described  society  in  Ireland  as  divided 
into  the  rich  and  the  poor,  and  stated, 
that  these  two  classes  stood  opposed  to 
each  other  like  two  armies  in  hostile  ar- 
ray. What  did  the  noble  Lord  the  Mem- 
ber for  London  say  in  the  present  discus- 
sion ?    That  noble  Lord,  notwithstanding 


all  his  love  of  liberty,  his  desire  to  preserve 
constitutional  rights,  and  to  stand  up 
against  any  attempt  to  infringe  them,  still 
admitted  that  he  was  compelled  to  give  his 
vote,  though  reluctantly,  for  this  measure. 
What  was  the  noble  Lord's  description  of 
the  state  of  Ireland  ?  After  statmg  that 
when  he  and  his  friends  were  in  power 
those  opposed  to  him  attributed  the  exist* 
ence  of  crime  in  Ireland  to  their  misgo- 
vernment,  the  noble  Lord  went  on  to  say, 
that  murders  were  committed  month  after 
month,  and  sometimes  three  or  four  in  a 
single  day  in  Ireland,  and  that  this  stale 
of  things  was  to  be  attributed  to  the  un- 
happy and  depraved  condition  of  society 
in  that  country.  Such  was  the  opinion 
of  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  London. 
What  did  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Liskeard  say  ?  The  hon.  Gentleman 
told  us,  that  if  the  present  bill  had  been 
proposed  by  Lord  Morpeth  he  might  have 
voted  for  it.  Is  this  the  mode  of  defend- 
ing a  constitutional  principle — to  make 
the  Minister,  and  not  the  measure,  the 
test  of  one's  vote  ?  But  what  was  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman's  description 
of  the  state  of  the  country  ?  He  described 
it  as  in  an  organized  state  of  open  defiance 
to  the  law  and  to  the  constituted  authori- 
ties of  the  land,  such  as  had  never  before 
been  exhibited  in  any  other  country  io 
the  world — that  nine  persons  out  of  ten  in 
that  country  were  opposed  to  the  law  of 
the  land — and  that  they  were  determined 
not  to  receive  even  good  meaauret  at  the 
hand  of  the  pr«Mnt  Ministry.  [An  boo. 
iftfcm^.*  '« Who  said  that?"]    It 


stated  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Menber 
for  Liskeard,  whose  absence  from  the 
House  just  now  I  very  mnch  regret.  These 
admissions  are  very  important  as  respects 
the  measure  under  discussion.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Lambeth  asks  what  new  state 
of  society  it  is  in  Ireland  which  reqaires 
this  new  enactment  ?  I  am  sorry  to  say 
it  is  no  new  enactment,  but  a  continuation 
of  an  old  one ;  it  is  no  new  state  of  so- 
ciety, but  established  habits  of  violence 
and  outrage;  and  I  would  remind  hon. 
Gentlemen,  that  in  voting  for  the  second 
reading  of  the  bill,  they  do  not  pledge 
themselves  to  the  various  clauses.  They 
may  if  they  choose  in  committee  oppose 
the  clause  relative  to  blacksmiths,  which 
has  been  so  much  dwelt  upon,  or  limit  the 
duration  of  the  measure  to  two  or  three 
years.  What  is  it  we  are  called  upon  to 
establish. by  oar  vole?    The  fiist  qnts- 
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tion  to  be  decided  npon  with  reference  to 
the  bill  is  whether  under  the  existing  cir- 
cumstances of  Ireland  it  is  fit  that  any 
restraint  should  be  put  upon  the  right  of 
freemen  to  possess  arms  ?  and  if  that  be 
affirmed,  the  next  question  is,  whether 
that  restraint  shall  be  effectual  for  the 
purpose  ?  I  contend  that  the  restriction 
of  the  right  is  called  for  and  necessary, 
and,  at  the  same  time  that  I  admit  the  de- 
sirableness of  a  nunimmfi  of  restraint,  I 
contend  that  the  quantum  should  be  suffi- 
cient to  render  the  restraint  efiectual  for 
the  suppression  of  homicidal  crimes*  The 
proposied  bill,  instead  of  enacting  a  new 
Jsw,  only  continues  a  law  which,  with 
some  intervals,  has  been  in  existence  for 
the  last  6fty  years.  It  is  one  which  was 
6rst  proposed  by  a  domestic,  and  af- 
terwards continued  by  an  Imperial  Par- 
liament. With  respect  to  the  testimony 
upon  which  it  is  proposed,  I  cannot  alto- 
gether reject  the  evidence  of  Colonel 
McGregor  and  Major  Miller,  though  I 
will  admit  to  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Kinsale  that  the  possession  often  in- 
creases the  appetite  for  power,  and  that 
therefore  evidence  of  such  a  description 
should  be  received  with  some  caution ;  but 
the  necessity  for  such  a  measure  does  not 
rest  alone  upon  the  evidence  of  these 
gentlemen.  There  is,  in  addition,  the 
testimony  of  several  magistrates,  recom- 
mending the  particular  measure  now  b^ 
fore  the  House,  and  more  particularly  that 
pare  of  the  bill  which  provides  that  arms 
shall  be  stamped  and  which  is  its  distin- 
guishing feature.  It  is  a  misrepresentation 
of  the  bill  to  say,  that  it  is  a  measure  for 
disarming  the  people  of  Ireland.  On  the 
contrary,  it  presumes  that  they  are  to 
possess  arms,  but  it  requires  that  the  pos- 
session of  them  shall  be  so  regulated  that 
when  crime  is  committed  by  means  of 
those  arms,  it  may  be  traced  home  to  the 
perpetrators.  It  requires  that  the  arsss 
shall  be  stamped  and  a  license  granted  to 
carry  them  in  order  to  trace  possession  up 
whenever  the  right  shall  be  abused.  It 
is  not,  then,  a  bill  to  disarm,  but  a  bill  to 
prevent  the  abuse  of  arms.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Lambeth,  following  the  course 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Liskeard,  said 
that  to  another  Government  which  showed 
itself  to  be  influenced  by  principles  differ- 
ent from  the  present,  he  would  not  feel 
indisposed  to  grant  the  power  proposed  to 
be  given  by  this  bill.  It  is  well  to  make 
this  measure  not  a  question  of  policy  but 


of  Gon6denee.    I  i     noti  ■rpiieed 
that  line  of  i  ;  adq  tad  when  I  w^ 

member  that  mree  mnuvcra  of  the  Irti 
Government  voted  for  a  meaum  the 
as  this  in  1838  and  1841^th< 
hon.  Member  for  Waterford*  the 
hon.  Member  for  Dangarvaa,  wsd 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  Ibe  ~~ 
for  Liskeard.  I  feel  bound  to  notsoo 
observation  made  by  the  hoo.  MonI 
Lambeth  on  the  judicial  appotetOMBlo  of 
the  present  Government,  The  hoo.  ~~ 
her  admitted,  in  fairness,  that  o 
ment,  generally  speaking, 
its  friemls  to  offioes  which  bscoMs  vooooii 
if  there  be  an  exception  to  thb  mlo^  .Alt 
exception  applies  to  judicial  shoolinii 
In  this  matter  we  must  not  bo  rogohiBi 
by  reference  to  creeds  or  polilicSt  fbr  if  Iko 
people  of  Ireland  were  to  bo  coaoolli^ 
the  appointments  would  be  almost  obbIo^ 
sively  Roman  Catholic.  I  eppool  to  Ao 
right  hon.  Member  for  Dungarfoo 
the  claims  of  individuals  navo  not 
fairly  considered  on  professionol  _ 
apart  from  religious  coosklenilionn. 

would  defy  any  Government  pmfneiia^ 

principles  of  the  present  adnioiiUmtM^^ 
have  departed  materially  from  tho 
which  has  been  pursued.    Thomoo«l 
no  better  appointment  than  thnt  Of 

Lefroy,  who  besides  his  eminent  fltaooalai 
the  claim  of  priority,,  having 
profession  since  1797. 1  defy  hotu 
men  opposite  to  prove  dMat  in  onyof  Ai 
appointments,  whether  Britisli  or 
professional  claims  or  proiassionol 

bilities  have  been  overlooked.    If  

political  opponents  a  jodfpa  wofO  Ul*fti 
chosen,  both  on  accountof  tho  ^ 
he  has  occupied  in  tho  GovomOMBt 
of  his  character  at  the  bar,  no  ono 
be  selected  more  fit  than  the  rigfal 
Member  for  Clonmel,  the  late 
general ;  but  he  was  not  called  to  tlio 
until  1826;  whereas  Lord  Chief  Ji 
Pennefather  was  a  barrister  in  17M» 
Mr.  Justice   Jackson  in    1816 1 
standing,  character,  attainnienta« 
sional  distinction  were  to  have 
one  in  justice  can  impugn  the  peel 
which  has  been  shewn.    Apart  horn 
gious  or  political   coosiderationa» 
can  be  no  doubt  of  the  fitnev  of 
appointments.    How  wouM  tho  ^  _, 

Government  have  stood       he  faoe^of 

British  and  Irish  public  ii  ii  had  jirldoiji 
the  base  consideration  of   meiO 
encyand  had  neglected 
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those  of  the  indiridualt  in  qaestion  ? 
The  only  assistant  barristership  which  has 
fallen  vacant  since  the  present  Govern- 
ment came  into  office  has  been  given  to 
Mr.  Coppinger,  a  Roman  Catholic  in  reli- 
gion, but  in  every  respect  qualified  to  fill 
the  situation  wiih  credit  and  advantage. 
The  first  lucrative  appointment  at  the  di8« 
posal  of  the  Lord  Chancellor  (that  called 
Keeper  of  the  Custodes)  has  also  been 
conferred  upon  a  Roman  Catholic.  I 
cannot  refrain,  even  in  the  presence  of  my 
noble  Friend  the  Secretary  for  Ireland, 
from  saying,  that  the  declaration  which 
my  noble  Friend  and  the  Lord-iieutenant 
of  Ireland  made  on  undertaking  the  Go- 
vernment of  that  country,  namely,  that 
they  would  govern  it  justly,  and  without 
reference  to  any  party  considerations,  has 
been  sacredly  fulfilled.  It  is  admitted 
that  the  present  Government  has  upheld 
the  system  of  national  education  estab- 
lished in  Ireland  by  my  Colleague  the 
noble  Secretary  for  the  Colonies.  Have  we 
not  done  this  frankly  ?  It  cannot  be  said 
we  have  not  done  it  sincecely,  neither  can 
it  be  denied  that  thereby  we  hive  not  only 
risked,  but  incurred  the  displeasure  of  a 
very  powerful  body  in  Ireland.  The  House 
witnessed  symptoms  of  that  last  night. 
The  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  the  University  of  Dublin 
complained  of  the  coldness  and  reserve  of 
the  Government  with  respect  to  the  Con- 
servative body,  whom  he  described  as  the 
Protestant  party  of  Ireland.  I  am  bound 
to  say,  that  the  party  so  described  have 
been  the  tried  and  are  the  sure  friends  of 
British  connexion,  and  are  entitled  to  the 
consideration  of  any  Government;  but 
her  Majesty's  Government,  ftiithful  to  its 
pledge,  has  been  and  is  resolved  to  govern 
Ireland  for  the  benefit  of  the  nation  and 
not  for  the  benefit  of  a  party.  It  is  our 
determination  to  consult  the  feelings  of 
the  great  majority,  but  not  to  do  injustice 
to  any  class.  The  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  also  talked  of  want  of  vi- 
gour and  of  the  desire  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  please  everybody.  Is  not  this 
evidence  that  we  have  endeavoured  to 
govern  in  conformity  with  the  expressed 
determination  of  the  noble  Lord,  the  Lord- 
lieutenant,  and  although  there  is  a  differ- 
ence of  opinion  as  to  the  success  which 
has  attended  our  efforts,  yet  with  respect 
to  my  noble  Friend's  motives,  his  in- 
tegrity, and  his  purposes,  there  is  not,  I 
believe,  the  slightest  difference  of  opinion. 


Then  it  was  said,  **  Pursue  a  conciliatory 
policy,  and  all  your  difficulties  will 
vanish."  I  have  rejoiced  at  every  mea- 
sure of  a  conciliatory  character  based 
upon  sound  principles  of  propriety  and  of 
justice,  but  what  has  been  the  result  ?  As 
bearing  on  this  question,  let  the  House 
observe  the  facts  which  have  transpired  in 
the  course  of  this  debate.  It  has  been 
stated,  and  correctly  stated^  that  in  1805 
a  Whig  Government  came  into  office,  and 
under  that  Government  the  noble  father  of 
the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  London 
imbued  with  the  most  liberal  principles, 
went  to  Ireland  as  Lord«lieutenant,  and 
Mr.  Eliot  as  his  chief  secretary.  Every 
measure  of  conciliation  was  tried,  whilst 
the  Duke  of  Bedford  was  at  the  head  of 
the  Irish  Government,  and  it  is  a  strange 
coincidence,  that  the  very  first  draft  of  an 
Amended  Arms  Bill,  more  stringent  than 
any  other  before  enacted,  at  the  expira- 
tion of  the  period  of  conciliation,  was 
found  in  the  portfolio  of  Mr.  Eliot,  and 
it  was  simply  the  act  of  the  Government 
which  sQCceeded  the  Duke  of  Bedford  in 
Ireland,  to  pass  the  bill  which  Mr.  Eliot 
had  drawn  up.  I  am  aware  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentlemen  the  Member  for  Dungar- 
van  touched  upon  this  point  himself,  and 
I  do  not  refer  to  it  by  wav  of  taunt,  be- 
cause I  am  aware  that  altered  circum- 
stances produce  mn  altered  feeling,  and  in 
the  course  of  human  events  lead  to  a 
change  of  conduct*  la  18il5,  when  the 
(jl^uestion  of  emancipation  was  thoroughly 
•ifted  by  a  committae  of  this  Housoi  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Dungarvan,  gave  most  important  testi- 
mony, and  said*— I  use  the  spirit  of  his 
testimony,  not  his  words — ^'^  Grant  but 
this  great  measure  of  civil  equality,  and 
I  tell  you  that  the  Roman  Catholic  prieat- 
hood  will  never  again  interfere  in  politics 
—they  will  never  again  exercise  influence 
over  the  minds  and  conduct  of  their  flocks, 
and  if  they  wish  it  they  will  be  unable  to 
do  so ;  but  I  tell  you  positively,  the  wish 
on  their  part  will  cease."  True  it  is  that 
measure  was  postponed,  and  to  its  post- 
ponement, which  I,  in  common  with  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  regret, 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  as- 
cribes important  consequences.  The  mea- 
sure, however,  was  carried  in  1829.  Now, 
the  hon.  Member  for  Lambeth  tells  us,  to 
deal  in  conciliatory  measures;  and  then, 
he  says,  we  shall  not  want  mn  Arms  Bill. 
Obserte,  in  1829,  the  emancipatioD  aot 
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tiM  C4xrewa  E«X]  Tk  boa.  aad  '■"tntii : 
Mtmh0!r  dsntt§  mj  rwarrn  co  icrcmiir-l 
ttaa«e  blMcntrie  of  ue  c&cu  cf  csift- 
ohatjco.     Wciafc  liiree  veaa.  u  i  saie 
sul,  tAe  Tiwmm  i^MTrn  Acs  afld  cae  P«e. 
(era  Act  vere 

tfte  uklMp^  oau  of  iociecj  ui  ccai 
try.  tbat  tiwHe  cooamious  proved  to  be 
uitUm ;  aad  k  vas  Cowk!  nceesmy  alMos 
umuitMaecmalj  with  tkcsc  Ur^  pcf»Lir 
conawkunt  to  p«i  ibe  eocrooB  bilL  Thai 
refBiodi  obe  of  another  thio^.  Wbo  iotro- 
doccd  the  eocfooo  bill?  Was  be  an  eoeaiv 
to  libertf — a  man  hostile  to  Catholic  eaian- 
cipatioo'?  [Sir  W.  Barrtm  —  '*  Tea  : 
Lopfd  Staalej  inuodoocd  it.*]  The  hon. 
Baronet  is  mistaken — historicaii  j  mtstaken 
— Earl  Grej  iotrodoced  the  coercion  bill 
in  the  Honse  of  Lords.  It  was  not  my 
noble  Friend  near  me,  whom  I  soppose 
the  hon.  Baronet  pointed  at,  hot  Earl 
Grey,  the  head  of  the  Whig  Goremmeot. 
Yes!  Earl  Grey,  the  great  author  of 
the  reform  act,  and  the  constant  sap- 
porter  of  Catholic  emancipation  found  it 
necessary,  within  a  few  years,  or  rather 
months  of  the  passing  of  those  conciliatory 
mcatures  to  introduce  the  coercion  bill: 
The  hon.  Baronet's  memory  is  very  trea- 
cherous, when  it  leads  him  to  suppose 
that  my  noble  Friend  near  me  introduced 
the  coercion  bill.  [Sir  fV.  Bamm :  The 
noble  Ijotd  was  then  Secretary  for  Ireland.] 
I  am  aware  that  the  hon.  Baronet  seeks 
to  connect  my  noble  Friend  with  the  co- 
ercion bill,  because  he  now  belongs  to  a 
( lofcrnmentof which  I,  too,ha?e  the  honour 
to  Im)  a  member.  The  hon.  Baronet  is  doubly 
erroneous.  The  coercion  bill  was  intro* 
duced  by  Earl  Grey  in  the  House  of  Lords : 
but  who  introduced  it  in  the  House  of 
Commons  7  True,  my  noble  Friend  was 
Necretary  for  Ireland  at  the  time,  but 
btfiiiK  then  engaged  in  measures  which 
excited  A  itroiig  adverse  feeling  on  the 
part  uf  several  Members  who  were  sup- 
|iurti!rs  of  the  Administration,  Lord  Al- 
thorp  in  odiiiideration  of  that  very  cir- 
cumstance, and  from  a  desire  that  a 
(Mrtioular  connection  with  the  measure 
should  not  Ih!  fastened  on  my  noble 
Friend,  dr|iarted  from  the  oniinary  otli- 
ciul  rule,  and  intUKlnciHl  the  coercion 
bill  itt  the  llottsa  «if  Commons  on  Mialf 
vi  the  CabuMl  of  EmI  U 


jecs;  he  sabaitlcd  to  Loid 
an  oatliae   of  tke  ■eHwe  wkk  ll 
pruici|  al  detaiia,  and  heiaro    wmf 
Friend  lauodeced  the  twie^  Ike 
Bdl  1  th  all  the  danea  to  whicli 
u     I  IS  taken,  particwlariy  the 

ng  arms  had  itceified  the 
saocuoQ  of  Loid  Mribaenw  oe  hehiV itf 
the  GovcmnMnt  of  Earl  Grey.  I  hen 
stated  to  the  House  that  the  BBendetftatf 
Act  and  the  Relonn  Aet  ended  Se  Ito 
coercion  bilL  EarlGicy*sGovemreeeteM 
overthrown,  and  froei  that  helcyee  ae^ 
ment,  according  to  the  hon.  Meeshv  §tf 
Lambeth,  better  days  dawned  eni 
Ireland.  Bat  before  that  period  eAp 
large  concessions  had  been 
Church  Temporalities  Act 
dnction  of  the  number  of  Indi 
imposed  a  tax  on  the  inoomeeef  the  ( 
and  made  a  considerable  dii 
the  number  of  ploralitiea.  The 
learned  Member  for  Liskeaid»  leet 
most  unjustly  described  the  Irish 
ant  clergy  as  being  disgracefel 
or  pernicious  residents.  I  beUevOt 
more  unjust  accosatioD  never 
The  Irish  clergy  have  oeaaed  to  ha 
sentees,  and  I  believe  that  the 
objection  now  to  them  ariaea  out  of 
honest,  zealous,  and  active 
the  discbarge  of  their  duty.  They 
repeat,  ceased  to  be  disgraceful  el 
and  if  I  could  appeal  to  the  poor 
population,  deserted  by  the  rich 
and  ask  them  who,  in  the  hour  of 
and  want,  are  their  never  Aulin^ 


I  am  sure  they  would  reply  that  they  iip 
those  very  pernicious  residents  who  MM^ 
been  denounced  by  the  hon.  and  leMeiJ^ 
Member  for  Liskeard.  The  only  JoMM* 
cation  I  can  find  for  the  hon.  end  Mm# 
Member  is,  that  he  never  visited  die 
try,  and  that  he  knows  little  of  the 
testant  clerp:ymen  on  wh<  i  be 
unjust  and  unworthy  a  stine*  I 
advert  to  other  measures  of  con 
w  puMdyiina  el  whiBMI 
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most  important,  in  the  opinion  of  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite^-I  allude  to  the  sys- 
tem of  national  education.  The  late 
Government,  also,  passed  the  Municipal 
Reform  Act,  a  measure  which,  although 
not  carried  exactly  to  the  extent  its  au- 
thors wished,  abolished  ail  close  and  self- 
elected  corporations,  established  a  free 
municipal  franchise,  and  vested  the  whole 
power  of  the  Protestant  corporations  in 
the  great  body  of  the  electors.  By  this 
time  we  have  got  to  1 838  ;  and  now  let 
us  try  the  question  of  conciliation  as  bear- 
ing on  the  Arms  Act.  Up  to  this  time  it 
has  been  seen  that  the  concessions  made 
were  large  beyond  all  example  and  they 
were  conducted  by  persons  possessing 
the  full  conBdence  of  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite ;  yet  these  concessions  ended  in 
the  Arms  Bill,  brought  in  in  1838  by  Lord 
Morpeth,  which,  because  it  was  introduced 
by  him  was,  in  the  eyes  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Liskeard,  unexceptionable;  in- 
deed, the  hon.  Member  has  said,  that  if 
the  present  bill  had  been  introduced  by 
Lord  Morpeth,  he  would  still  be  ready  to 
support  it.  Well,  I  have  mentioned  a 
variety  of  measures,  all  making  conces- 
sions to  the  Catholic  majority,  but  conci- 
liation did  nut  end  here.  It  may  be  said, 
that  all  the  measures  I  have  enumerated, 
wereadopted  without  due  regard  to  persons, 
but  could  conciliation  be  carried  further 
than  in  the  instances  which  I  am  about  to 
allude  to.  Sir  Michael  O'Loghlen,  a 
gentleman  of  great  learning  and  unim- 
peachable character,  but  entertaining 
strong  political  opinions,  was  made  Master 
of  the  Rolls,  and  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Grenileman,  the  Member  for  Dungarvan, 
who,  be  it  remembered,  acted  as  teller 
when  the  question  of  Repeal  was  brought 
under  the  consideration  of  this  House,  was 
not  only  placed  in  office  but  obtained  a 
seat  at  her  Majesty's  Council  Board,  and 
was  invested  with  the  highest  honour  to 
which  a  Commoner  can  aspire.  Is  that 
all  ?  Simultaneously  with  these  appoint- 
ments, the  office  of  Chief  Baron  of  the 
Irish  Exchequer  became  vacant,  and  to 
whom  did  the  Government  offer  it?  Can 
the  proceedings  in  Canada  go  beyond 
this?  It  was  offered  to  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Cork ;  and  why 
was  not  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber appointed  to  it?  It-  was  in  con- 
sequence of  his  own  sense  of  propriety, 
not  from  any  sense  of  propriety  on  the 
part  of  the  Government  ;  the  hon. 
V0L.LX1X.    {SSJ} 


and  learned  Member  said,  that  for  the 
sake  of  justice  itself,  be  ought  not  to 
accept  this  judicial  appointment.  Now, 
I  ask  whether  in  the  history  of  any  coun- 
try, Canada  not  excepted,  conciliation 
was  ever  carried  further  than  this  ?  I  do 
not  believe  it ;  and  yet,  as  the  result  of 
all  this  conciliation,  the  late  Government, 
in  1838,  proposed  an  Arms  Bill  almost 
identical  with  this.  The  last  act  of  the 
late  Government  in  1841  was  to  continue 
the  Arms  Bill,  and  it  is  still  the  continu- 
ance of  that  measure,  after  a  long  course 
of  conciliatory  administration,  that  we  are 
now  discussing.  It  is  said,  that  the  cry 
for  repeal,  during  the  halcyon  days  of 
Lord  Normanby's  administration  of  Irish 
affairs,  from  1839  to  1841,  completely 
died  away.  Is  that  the  fact?  [Mr.  W. 
S.  O'BrUn:  *'  No  one  minded  it."]  Was 
that  the  opinion  of  Lord  Fortescue  ?  Im- 
mediately after  the  close  of  the  concilia- 
tory Government  of  Lord  Normanby, 
which  the  hon.  Member  for  Wickham  de- 
scribed as  being  the  perfection  of  civil  Go- 
vernment, Lord  Fortescue  found  the  cry  for 
the  repeal  of  the  union  so  rife  and  dangerous 
throughout  Ireland,  that  in  the  first  speech 
which  he  made  on  the  inauguration  of  the 
Lord  Mayor  of  Dublin,  he  took  occasion 
to  declare  that  no  person  who  advocated 
repeal  must  expect  to  obtain  favour  or 
reward  from  him  as  the  representative  of 
his  sovereign.  I  will  do  justice  to  that 
nobleman.  I  believe  that  Earl  Fortes- 
cue was  deeply  and  sincerely  impressed, 
from  the  commencement  of  his  Govern- 
ment to  its  close,  with  the  danger  of  the 
repeal  movement ;  that  he  adhered  to  hia 
pledge,  and  did  not  knowingly  allow  any 
place  of  trust  or  profit  under  the  Crown  to 
be  given  to  a  person  who  favoured  the 
agitation  for  the  repeal  of  the  union.  My 
observations,  Sir,  are  now  drawing  to  a 
close,  but  before  I  conclude,  I  trust  I  may 
be  permitted  to  advert  to  an  expression 
which  fell  from  the  hon.  Member  for  Lam- 
beth. The  hon.  Member  said,  that  it  was 
necessary  the  Government  in  Ireland 
should  follow  the  well  expressed-popular 
will.  I  am  unwilling  to  enter  upon  topics 
of  this  description,  but  I  may  be  allowed 
to  ask  what,  in  the  present  state  of  affairs, 
is  the  well-expressed  popular  will  of  the 
immense  masses  assembled  in  Ireland? 
Does  it  bear  on  legislative  questions,  on 
registration,  on  railroads  or  other  mea- 
sures to  be  introduced  into  Parliament, 
I  which  may  tend  to  promote  the  prosperity 
2Q 
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of  the  people?  Tbe  hon.  aad  learned 
Member  for  Uskeanl  declared  that  the 
condition  of  the  people  of  Ireland  Ib  daily 
becoming  wone  and  worae ;  but  all  the 
evidence  taken  befoie  coomitteea  of  this 
Home  pro*e«  eiactlj  the  reverae.  If  the 
people  of  Ireland  were  left  in  a  atate  of 
tranquillity,  I  do  not  believe  there  is  any 
population  in  the  world  whoie  character 
wonid  more  ipeedily,  become  eleraled  or 
whoie  proaperily  would  incieaae  with 
gfreater  or  more  certain  rapidity.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Watarfoid  hat  directly  con- 
tradicted the  tion.  and  learned  Member 
for  Liikeard'i  aisertion  on  thia  point. 
The  hon.  Member  itated,  that  until  fhe 
laat  fifteen  yean  a  middle  clais  had  been 
wanting  in  Ireland,  but  that  sioce  that 
period,  that  claaa  baa  appeared,  and  is 
now  growing  to  great  importance  in  that 
country.  I  may  alao  refer  to  a  fiict  which 
ia  notorious.  A  committee  of  which  Lord 
Monteagle  was  the  chairman,  lat  and  re- 
ported on  the  condition  of  the  people  of 
Ireland,  la  the  evidence  given  before  that 
committee,  certain  facta  were  itated  on 
which  reliance  may  be  placed ;  and, 
amongst  them,  this  remarkuble  one  that 
whilst  the  growth  of  wheat  in  Ireland  has 
beenincieasingitheex  portal  ionoflhearticle 
has  been  decreaung.  This  is  a  clear  and  in- 
disputable proof  that  the  consumption  of 
wh eaten  bread  is  progressively  increasing 
amongst  ibe  population  of  Ireland.  But 
to  revert  to  the  hoD,  Member  for  Lambeth's 
advice,  that  we  should  attend  to  the  vell- 
expreited  popular  will  in  Ireland.  The 
right  hon.  Member  for  Dungarvan  spoke 
in  terras  of  high  eulogium  of  the  Duke  of 
Wellington,  and  considering  the  efforts 
which  that  noble  personage  made,  when, 
at  the  head  of  affaira  in  this  country,  to 
place  his  Roman  Catholic  fellow-aubjects 
on  a  footing  of  perfect  equality  with  their 
Protestant  brethren,  the  compliment  ap- 
peared to  me  to  fall  gracefully  from  the 
jipg  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  ;  he  said, 
that  the  Duke  of  Wellington's  was  a  fame 
with  which  the  world  was  filled.  Now  let 
us  try  tlie  well  expressed  popular  opinion 
in  Ireland  towards  this  noble  individual. 
Recollect  it  is  in  "  Saxon  ;"  it  is  an  Irish 
hero,  whose  fame,  it  is  truly  said,  fills 
this  habitable  globe.  At  a  meeting  re- 
cently held  in  Ireland,  the  Duke  of  Wei- 
lin|>ton  was  deiignated  a  "corporal;  a 
liluod-slained  Indian  Seapoy,"  amidst  the 
slioiiis  and  acclamations  of  assembled 
nmlliludes.       Is   this  tlte  we  1 1- ex  pressed 


popolai  opiiion  ia 
will  to  which  the  I 


other  hand,  aak  yoa  U  OBkit  to  pMillll 
bill  which  baa  beui  id  fiiica  ftr  Buy  yHi% 
which  a  domestic  Legiiktan  ilirlMMl  li 
be  neanaaary,  which  all  finmnTal^.  w^m 
tber  hig  or  Tory  have  bcflodrivCB  ha  AH 
force  of  circnmatancea  to  ufepfe-- liA' 
yon  toomit  to  pus  ihiabill,  in  tlat  pnHMI-. 
state  of  affaira,  would  it  not  be  Ha^Mlfc- 
aye,  wone  than  madneai  woulij  it  nolta 
cowardice,  and  Ireacberv  tb  ilie  State  ? 

The  Earl  of  XuAwelanid,  if  ii  mrn  a 
bill  simply  to  continue  tlu:  furmrr  AriH 
Act,  he  should  have  been  bound  in  cw^ 
sistency  to  accept  it  |  bnt  lie  looked  upoa 
it  as  a  measure  moat  ceevcive  and  sMt 
offensive  to  the  people  of  Iretand,  and  k 
was  therefore  bound  to  gt*«  it  bU  wmbmI 
opposition.  It  was  clear,  ibat  iIm  UI 
was  now  brought  forward  wiili  a|Kn>l 
reference  to  the  agitalioa  gOiag  oo  ia  It*. 
land,  and  in  hia  opinian  it  would  beae 
effectual  check.  He  waa  persaaded  ita 
the  people  bad  a  ri^t  to  Meet  to  pelitMi 
for  the  Repeal  of  anj  net  of  ParliaataM, 
so  long  aa  the  meeting  wia  traBt|tul  aal 
reapected  the  law  ;  ud  at  tiw  raeMA 
meetinga  the  law  bad  not  been  t inlaid 
No  roan  conld  deplore  more  than  Iw  dH 
the  agitotiOD  now  goiof  on  in  Imlairi^ 
which  prevnled  tbe  iatroductioD  of  OMk 
tal,  and  tba  amelioratioa  of  iho  coadoM 
of  the  people;  yet  tbay  ^old  — -nim. 
that  to  this  agitatioa  aevaa-eieblba  of  lb 
people  were  parties,  and  it  ahoutd  In  bM 
not  by  uncoastittttional  coercion,  but  tm 
the  redreti  of  Ihe  peopla'a  wruogs.  a2^ 
mitting  even,  that  tba  claims  now  osadi 
were  moat  unreaaonaUe,  and  that  thdi 
concession  would  be  moit  impracttcaU%. 
yet  it  became  Parliament  lo  considcf  wfc^ 
iher  the  people  of  Ireland  lad  not  re*»«a> 
able  grounds  for  cherishiag  a  {.'rowing  da> 
sire  for  Repeal.  He  adte<i  tlngbsb«MS 
to  make  the  case  their  own.  He  aaW 
them  to  consider  bow  tbej  would  lika  H 
see  the  tithes  applied  to  a  C'bnrcb  M 
which  not  one-eighth  of  ibe  popuUiM 
belonged  ?  How  they  woutit  likn  )d  sea 
their  municpal  rights  and  theii  ''nniliMi 
far  more  restricted  than  in  any  o'her  pM 
of  the  country.  Tbe  whalu  dititcully  ^ 
governing  Ireland,  that  wlitrb  dw  "^~ 
the  country  and  eicil 
the  people,  wat  tbe  rnca  of  g 
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tablished  Church  in  the  country,  which 
was  the  Church  of  the  minority,  and  not 
of  the  majority.  He  had  no  desire,  how- 
ever, to  annihilate  the  revenues  of  the 
Church;  indeed  he  always  thought  it  a 
great  wrong  that  twenty-five  per  cent,  of 
them  should  have  been  given  to  the  land« 
lords  to  console  them  for  having  been 
made  tithe  proctors  to  a  sinecure  Church. 
The  lands  were  bought  subject  to  the 
tithes,  and  he  desired  that  the  produce 
should  be  paid  to  tx)th  the  Protestant  and 
Catholic  ministers,  in  proportion  to  the 
duty  each  had  to  perform.  If  the  Catholic 
clergy  would  not  accept  their  share,  he 
would  give  an  equivalent  amount  towards 
building  churches,  religious  houses,  col- 
leges, or  other  religious  purposes,  most 
acceptable  to  the  heads  of  that  Church. 
If  the  Government  had  the  moral  courage 
to  grapple  with  the  ecclesiastical  estab* 
lishment  of  Ireland,  he  was  persuaded, 
that  the  difficulties  with  regard  to  the 
Government  of  that  country  would  cease. 
They  should  govern  Ireland  as  they  go- 
verned distant  dependencies  of  the  Ciown, 
whether  Hindoo  or  Roman  Catholic,  whe- 
ther India  or  Canada.  They  should  re- 
spect her  Church,  and  her  sons  would 
respect  and  support  the  Government.  He 
should  vote  for  the  amendment,  and 
against  the  second  reading  of  the  bill. 

Mr.  Roebuck  said  it  was  impoaaible  to 
consider  the  Arms  Bill  for  Ireland  without 
considering  the  general  policy  of  the  Go«* 
vernment  towards  Ireland,  and  it  was  im- 
possible to  consider  the  conduct  of  the 
present  Government  without  reference  to 
the  late  Administration,  and  the  past  his- 
tory  of  that  country.  The  subject  of  Ire« 
land  was  fraught  with  melancholy  oonsL 
derations  to  any  one  who  wished  to  stand 
as  a  disinterested  party  t>etween  contend* 
ing  partisans,  and  also  a  fruitful  subject 
of  invective  and  furious  hostility  to  the 
contending  parties  themselves.  It  was, 
however,  to  be  hoped  that  Englishmen, 
though  they  had  been  the  chief  cause  of 
the  miseries  of  Ireland,  would  at  this  time, 
at  least,  keep  their  minds  calm  amid  con> 
testing  factions,  and  endeavour  to  disco* 
ver  the  right  mode  of  governing  that  large 
section  of  the  empire.  Let  them  not  for- 
get the  true  question  before  the  House*-* 
whether  or  not  such  a  measure  aa  that  on 
the  Table  was  requisite  for  the  government 
of  Ireland  or  any  other  civilised  country 
in  the  world  ?  Lat  him  not  be  understood 
as  putting  the  question  in  the  shape  of  an 


imputation  on  the  present  Government, 
for  he  should  be  able  quickly  to  show 
that  they  had  been  only  stepping  in  the 
footprints  of  their  predecessors,  and  car- 
rying out  the  principle  upon  which  Ire- 
land had  been  governed  for  centuries  past ; 
but  that  principle  he  was  prepared  to 
impugn.  That  he  would  show  by  and  by, 
when  he  brought  the  subject  to  the  Bar  of 
calm  reason  and  quiet  consideration.  Aa 
he  was  one  of  those  who  for  years  past  had 
been  regarded  as  nominally  taking  a  part 
in  the  Government  of  Ireland,  he  would 
show  them  how  they  had  been  kept  in  the 
dark  with  respect  to  that  country.  True 
it  was,  that  the  present  measure  was  a 
continuation  of  a  system  which  had  lasted 
for  centuries,  but  he  deeply  lamented  that 
the  cautious  spirit  which  had  usually  dis- 
tinguished the  Administration  of  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  appeared  to  have  forsaken 
him  ;  or  it  would  have  enabled  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  to  see,  that  at  the  present 
time  it  was  impolitic,  to  soy  the  least  of 
it,  to  press  such  a  measure  upon  the  oon- 
sideration  of  Parliament.  A  little  consi- 
deration would  have  shown  the  right  hon. 
Baronet,  how  futile,  how  useless,  and  how 
insulting,  at  the  same  time,  such  a  mea- 
sure was.  The  right  hon.  Baronet  should 
have  taken  adfantage  of  the  opportunity 
which  was  offered  to  him  to  step  beyond 
his  pradecessori  io  the  race  of  fiberelitv, 
and  to  show  that  he  uoderatood  the  feeU 
ing  and  spirit  of  his  times,  end  better  un« 
deritood  Chan  those  whom  he  hid  d\u 
placed,  the  principles  upon  which  Ireland 
ought  to  be  governed.  He  was  not  bleming 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  for  not  going  be* 
yond  his  predecessors,  but  he  was  about 
to  vindicate  him  from  the  charge  of  hav« 
ing  brought  a  fresh  inault  upon  Ireland* 
He  would  show  that  the  right  boo.  Baronet 
had  not  done  that.  But  at  the  aame 
time  he  regretted,  that  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  had  not  gone  beyond  them,  and 
proved  himself  wiser  than  those  who  had 
preceded  him.  He  had  said  the  bill  was 
the  continuation  of  an  old  system.  It 
was  a  remarkable  fact,  that  of  the  late 
Administration  there  was  not  a  single 
Member  in  the  House,  except  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  the  Member 
for  Dungarvan.  [An  hon.  Member  — 
"  He  was  not  a  Cabinet  Miniater."]  The 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  was  so 
distinguished,  that  he  derived  no  addi- 
tional honour  from  being  a  Member  of  the 
late  Adniniatmtion.  In  that  Honse  be 
2Q2 
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was  sorry  to  say,  that  there  were  parlies 
who  took  advaDtage  of  this  measure  for 
their  own  peculiar  purposes  in  different 
ways.  Of  those  who  might  be  considered 
as  peculiarly  the  representatives  of  the 
Irish  people,  there  were  two  great  sections. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Cork, 
at  the  head  of  one  of  them,  threw  himself 
upon  the  masses  of  the  Irish  population, 
and  identified  himself  with  their  feelings 
and  prejudices  —  and  passions,  if  they 
would  have  it  so.  And  there  was  another 
section  in  that  House,  with  whom  he  had 
no  sympathy,  who  spoke  like  Irishmen, 
who  complained,  not  because  the  Govern- 
ment of  Ireland  was  bad, but  because  it  was 
not  an  Irish  Goverment,  and  the  patronage 
of  the  Government  was  not  ^iven  to  Ire- 
land. [Sir  JV.  Barron^*''  Hear."]  lUm 
acu  tetigisti.  But  there  was  a  third  and 
distinct  party  in  that  House,  the  Ileform 
party,  who  were  desirous  of  seeing  Ireland 
governed  upon  the  great  principles  which 
ought  to  influence  and  actuate  every  Ad- 
ministration ;  and  as  a  humble  Member 
of  that  Reform  party  he  claimed  to  ex- 
press his  opinions.  He  was  ready  to  put 
his  shoulders  to  the  wheel,  and  endeavour 
to  drag  Ireland  out  of  the  slough  of  mal- 
administration. He  had  looked  into  the 
Arms  Bill  in  company  with  a  learned 
Friend,  who  was  an  English  lawyer,  and 
to  whom  he  said,  ''  Let  us  learn  what  was 
the  previous  law  ;  what  was  the  prior  act 
to  this  extraordinary  measure."  He  did 
not  profeis  to  be  an  Irish  lawyer,  but  he 
had  made  an  appeal  to  an  Irish  lawyer 
upon  the  subject,  and  could  get  no  defi- 
nite opinion  from  him.  He  had  a  work  in 
his  hand,  however,  to  which  he  could  ap. 
peal  with  confidence ;  one  which  directed 
him  not  merely  to  the  statutes  of  the  Im- 
perial Parliament,  but  of  that  domestic 
legislature  which  was  so  earnestly  desired, 
and  which  was  to  be  the  panacea  for  all 
the  ills  of  Ireland.  He  knew  how  the 
Irish  Parliament  was  established,  and  he 
knew  that  it  was  a  mischievous  Parlia- 
ment ;  but  it  should  always  be  recollected, 
that  it  was  nn  Irish  Parliament.  The 
Arms  Bill  was  passed  by  the  Irish  Parlia- 
ment first  in  the  .')6th  year  of  (ieorgc  3r() ; 
it  was  continued  from  that  time  till  the 
time  of  the  Union,  and  it  was  in  existence 
and  force,  and  continued,  so  after  the 
Union.  It  was  therefore,  from  the  begin- 
ning an  Irish  bill,  and  conceived  upon  an 
Irish  principle  of  Government,  whit:h,  by- 
and-by,  he} should  impugn.    Let  ii  be 


recollected,  that  it  wtt  not  a 
suit.  "  It  came  from  jour  own 
try.**  [AddrestiDg  the  Irish 
bers  on  the  Opposition  Benches.] 
poison,  though  reptiles,  it  is 
not  flourish  in  that  couDtry.  was  p^i 
duced  in  Ireland/'  In  1807,  the  -» 
perial  Parliament  recontidered  nil  tkaH 
acts,  and  he  held  in  his  hand  wfaiehke 
did  not  think  the  <'  learaed**  Gentlewsp 
would  dispute  —  the  Irish  »*fitBtiML  -h 
1807  they  were  repealed ,  oonsalidsui^ 
and  re-enacted  by  the  47th  of  Geoif^  JM^ 
That  continued  to  be  the  law  up  ia^i 
50th  of  George  3rd ;  and  that  60di  ff 
George  3rd  had  been  the  law,  and  pis 
still  the  law,  but  which  law  wonid  snap 
at  the  end  of  the  present  Session.  ^0$ 
bill  of  the  50th  of  George  3rd, 
to  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
sale  (Mr.  AVatson)  was  minately 
from  the  present  bill.  He  had  in 
listened  for  anything  like  a  subatsntisl  4( 
ferencc  that  had  been  pointed  oot 
them  ;  and  that  he  took  to  be  the 
putation  upon  the  policy  of  the 
vernment.  He  wondered  that  the 
vernment  should  have  broaght  on  aaih:a 
measure,  and  have  created  such  n  tnniji 
for  such  a  purpose,  when  in  two 
have  re-enacted  the  50th  of 
would  have  placed  them  in  the 
continuers  of  the  law,  and  would  haJM 
enabled  them  to  derive  all  the  banSp 
which  could  be  derived  from  such  a  aaa^ 
sure  without  incurring  the  imputationjiir 
having  heaped  a  new  insult  on  Ii 
That  bill  was  re-enacted  during  the 
formed  Parliament,  and  during  the 
ministration  of  the  Whifj^  OoveniBa||t 
The  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Os4b 
and  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  %f 
Dungarvan,  jealous  of  English 
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tion  and  alive  to  Irish  honour,  had. 
sen  ted  to  the  passing  of  this  bill. 
iug  on  them  as  watchful  guardians  ofln^ 
land,  he  (Mr.  Roebuck)  and  others  \Sk 
put  faith  in  them  ;  and  it  bad  read 
lesson  never  to  put  faith  in  the  rei 
tives  of  Ireland  when  the  interests  of  H^ 
land  were  at  stake.  He  meant  no  ofianflb 
The  Members  for  Ireland  had  been  mhi|| 
by  believing  that  the  ejiistcnce  of  tha 
Government  was  the  grand  thing 
which  to  strive.  The  present  "' 
Rochdale  was  the  only  exception 
line  of  conduct,  and  both  in  and 
the  House  he  had  raised  bis  wtaiii 
against  the  then  leader  of  the  Irish] 


!  -w^ 


1193 


D$bate 


{Mat  31} 


(Third  Day). 


1194 


But  the  superior  authority  of  those  who 
were  then  considered  the  chief  Jeaders  of 
the  people  lulled  to  sleep  all  watchfulness 
on  the  part  of  hon.  Members,  and  the  bill 
of  the  50th  of  George  3rd  was  re-enacted  ; 
and  why?  because,  as  the  hon.  Member 
for  Liskeard  had  said,  it  was  to  be  carried 
into  execution  by  a  Whig  Administration. 
He  thought  that  the  Coercion  Bill  would 
have  been  a  slight  hint  that  they  ought 
not  altogether  to  trust  a  Whig  Adminis- 
tration ;  however,  they  did  trust  to  it,  and 
now  came  the  moral.  If,  when  there  was 
a  Government  which  conciliated  the  people 
of  Ireland,  they  admitted  the  principle 
that  an  Arms  Bill  was  necessary,  dfortiori, 
when  there  was  a  Government  which  did 
not  conciliate  the  people  of  Ireland,  an 
Arms  Bill  was  necessary.  The  social  con- 
dition which  was  created  in  their  minds 
remained  the  same,  but  the  Government 
was  changed,  and  was  the  measure  ren- 
dered unnecessary  now  because  the  Go- 
vernment did  not  conciliate  the  people? 
To  that  question  he  wanted  an  answer. 
The  50ih  of  George  3rd  being  thus  re- 
enacted  under  the  auspices  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Members  for  Cork  and  Dun- 
garvan,  he  had  looked  to  see  if  there  was 
any  distinction  between  that  bill  and  the 
bill  now  on  the  Table  of  the  House.  He 
should  be  very  glad  for  any  Member  to 
point  out  to  him  any  difference  which 
would  afiect  an  English  mind.  It  might 
do  very  well  to  tell  him  that  there  was  a 
branding  of  arms,  as  if  that  made  any  dif- 
ference. By  the  9th  section  of  the  50th 
of  George  Srd,  it  was  enacted  that  no 
person  should  exercise  the  trade  of  a 
blacksmith  without  previously  registering 
his  name,  and  where  his  forge  was  situated, 
at  the  nearest  sessions.  These  licences 
were  to  be  withdrawn  from  them  if  they 
made  pikes,  and  those  who  made  them 
were  to  be  punished ;  search  was  to  be 
made  for  the  pikes,  and  those  having  them 
to  be  punished,  and  the  person  convicted 
a  second  time  of  any  of  these  offences  was 
to  be  adjudged  a  felon  and  transported  for 
seven  years.  A  right  hon.  Member  drew 
this  distinction  between  that  bill  and  the 
present,  that  this  punishment  was  inflicted 
for  the  second  offence,  while  under  the 
present  bill  such  persons  were  liable  to  be 
transported  for  the  first  offence.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Kinsale  said,  that  this 
was  so  slight  a  difference  to  the  mind  of 
an  Englishman,  that  he  could  not  contain 
bis  indignatioD  at  one  act  or  the  other* 


But  he  found  that  the  Irish  could  tit 
quietly  under  what  roused  the  indignation 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Kin- 
sale  ;  but  they  started  into  ungovernable 
fury  if  this  punishment  was  to  be  in- 
flicted for  a  first  offence  instead  of  for 
a  second.  [Sir  /.  Graham :  the  47th  of 
George  3rd  made  the  punishment  of  the 
first  offence  transportation.]  The  di.^- 
ference  between  the  two  acts  was  where 
arms  were  found  in  a  person's  possession. 
Whatever  the  distinction  might  be,  then 
in  this  respect,  if  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
should  turn  to  them  and  say,  **  You  have 
justified  this  principle,"  he  should  tell 
them  that  they  had  no  answer  to  make, 
for  that,  having  admitted  the  principle, 
they  were  out  of  court.  For  his  own  part 
he  wanted  not  to  make  this  an  UhU  ques- 
tion, nor  to  make  it  a  ground  for  the 
existing  discontent;  but  he  wanted  to 
place  the  question  on  the  broad  principles 
which  ought  to  govern  our  administration 
in  Ireland;  and  it  was  in  this  view  of  the 
case  that  he  advanced  to  the  consideration 
of  that  measure  as  one  introduced  to  se- 
cure the  due  adminstration  of  the  law  in 
Ireland.  This  was  answered,  first,  by  the 
Members  of  the  late  Government ;  and» 
secondly,  by  the  Members  from  Ireland. 
But  it  was  no  answer  to  him.  He  quar- 
relled with  it  because  it  was  a  system 
which  prevented  an)  thing  like  good  Go- 
vernment. But  he  would  call  to  mind 
some  of  the  circumstances  connected  with 
the  history  of  Ireland  which  they  never 
should  forget,  and  which  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Liskeard  said,  made 
the  history  of  Ireland  a  blot  and  digrace 
in  the  history  of  this  country.  Ireland  was 
unhappily  a  conquered  country,  and  we 
bound  the  people  down  to  a  state  of  almost 
slavery.  As  Englishmen  went  by  degrees 
to  Ireland,  they  got  merged  to  a  certain 
extent  into  the  population  of  the  country, 
but  still  the  great  bulk  of  the  population 
continued  a  subdued  race.  Circumstances, 
which  were  most  happy  for  the  advance 
and  civilization  of  England,  proved  to  be 
the  cause  of  great  misery  to  them.  For 
instance,  take  the  Reformation,  with  its 
accompanying  circumstances,  and  see 
what  results  it  produced  in  this  country  ; 
but  for  the  people  of  Ireland  misery  was 
the  result ;  and  even  for  them  the  estab- 
lishment of  religious  liberty  proved  a 
source  of  misery.  He  did  not  wish  to 
speak  of  the  effect  of  religious  opinions, 
one  way  or  the  other ;  bat  be  alladed  tQ 
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the  results  that  had  flowed  from  the  Re- 
formation io  this  country,  and  he  could 
not  help  feeling  that  it  was  one  of  the 
most  miserable  circumstances  that  could 
have  happened  to  the  country  that  the 
Reformation  did  not  extend  to  Ireland. 
The  large  body  of  the  people  of  tliat 
country  remained  Catholic,  when  the  large 
number  of  the  people  of  England  ceased 
to  be  Catholics,  and  while  we  changed 
our  institutions  for  the  altered  circum- 
stances of  this  country,  we  endeavoured 
to  enforce  them  in  Ireland.  Again,  in 
1640,  when  for  the  great  good,  and 
honour,  and  renown,  and  prosperity  of 
England,  such  changes  were  effected,  the 
same  efiects,  which  were  productive  of  so 
much  benefit  here,  became  the  source  of 
poison  in  Ireland;  and  those  who  were 
the  greatest  friends  and  upholders  of  li- 
berty here,  became  the  most  cruel  and 
relentless  tyranu  there ;  and  those  that 
established  that  bill  of  rights,  which  had 
been  so  pointedly  alluded  to  by  his  hoo. 
and  learned  Friend  the  Member  for  Kin- 
sale,  brought  that  petition  of  right  to  bear 
in  such  a  way,  that  it  became  the  source 
of  the  most  severe  tyranny  that  Ireland 
ever  knew.  Thus  had  been  created  hr 
Ireland  that  baneful  feeling  of  hatred,  and 
next,  that  imperious  and  direful  opposi- 
tion to  any  change,  or  to  the  adoption  of 
anything,  which  they  would  almost  neces- 
sarily regard  as  heretical.  Such  a  state 
of  things  as  this  had  counteracted  all 
moderation  to  the  present  hour;  and  the 
present  Arms  Bill  was  a  faint  manifesta- 
tion of  the  spirit  which  had  obtained  io 
legislating  for  Ireland,  but  which  in  Eng- 
land would  be  condemned  as  destructive 
to  liberty.  If  Ireland  bad  been  governed 
in  conformity  with  laws  which  were 
thought  good  here,  what  necessity  could 
there  be  to  propose  such  a  law  as  that 
now  under  consideration.  He  confessed 
that  he  had  been  very  much  struck  by  the 
declarations  made  in  the  course  of  the 
present  discussion  by  several  Irish  Mem- 
l)crs,  for  whose  opinions  the  House  must 
enterlain  great  respect,  and  who  had  dis- 
tinctly stated  that  some  arms  bill  was 
ccssary  for  Ireland.  [_No,  no,]  He 
yes,  yes,  and  would  call  to  the  recollec- 
tion of  the  House  the  opinions  expressed 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Roscommon,  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Northamptonshire, 
and  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of 
Watcrford,  and  other  hon.  Members  on 
that  (the  opposilioD)  side  of  \hc  Uoiise, 


that  for  the  aeciirity  of 
perty  in  Ireland  some  i 
cessary  with  respeel  to  the 
arms.  Now,  in  Eoglaod  no 
the  kind  was  required.  Them 
some  restriction  as  to  cuTjing 
England,  for  thacoootry  nndooMB 
to  preserve  their  partriagca,  and 
fore  it  was  sonewhai  daogerows  far  ft] 
man  to  carry  a  gun ;  bvt  no 
footing  our  social  relations 
from  that  source ;  there 
assassination  apprehended  bj 
unless  it  was  the  assaasinniion  of  n  jl^ 
tridge.  But  how  was  it  thsit  the  isd&s 
of  the  people  of  Ireland  were  eo  panM& 
that  such  a  law  was  nccewry  far  tflfr 
government?  He  agreed  snta  Ao  i||^ 
hon.  Member  for  Dungarfsm  in  Un  *  ~  ' 
observation .  Did  you  deprive  Ihe ; 
of  the  means  of  attack,  who  cei 
distance  to  carry  out  his  diabolicnl 
Not  at  all ;  but  it  was  his  victim  tht 
deprived,  by  your  bill,  of  tiie  sneaee-tf 
defence.  True,  you  lell  bias  tkst  fa 
must  go  and  get  a  licence  before  he< 
be  allowed  to  carry  anas.  BoK 
that  he  could  oot  get  secariCy 
from  his  neighbours,  and 
exposed  to  the  ill-will  of 


and  this  he  was  jastifad  in  eeppoHBg^ 

it  was  an  every-day  case  in  that  ceeil 

Now  it  happened  that  the  attadL  of 

assassin  in  Ireland  was  seidoaB  dinslil 

against  the  large  landed  pieprieMB  Vf 

that  country,  or  those  whom  the  Mft 

hon.  Baronet  had  described  ea  a  imim 

occasion  as  living  in  slated  boasaej 

the  poor  man  who  had  happened  la 

a  few  acres  of  land  over  his  feUow.    Wg 

such  a  bill  as  this  they  Cook  Aooi 

means  of  defence  which 

gave  him,  bat  did  not  deprife  tba 

of  the  means  of  oiennve  attack. 

they  show  him  the  proof  that 

kept  down  crisne  in  Ireland  ?    He    _ 

that  it  never  couM  or  voeld.    The 

vernment  by  pursuing  these 

creating  hostility  towards  t' 

as  the  people  from  day  to  day  i 

knowledge,  and  improved  in 

would  become  more  and 

and  at  last  impossible,  for  theni  io 

Ireland  after  such  a  fashioa. 

Because  the  people  of  Ireland 

ginning  to  see  the  effect  of  meb 

as  this,  and  they  would  preveM 

was  often  said  of  Ireland    bntk 

Qontione  for  any  tisM  lo 
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the  same  principles  as  this  country.  This, 
then,  was  not  now  to  be  imputed  as  the  fault 
of  the  present  Government,  for  the  same 
complaint  existed  under  their  predecessors, 
for  the  riglit  hoa.  Gentleman  opposite, 
when  they  oame  into  office  did  not 
change  the  great  principles  on  which  Ire- 
land was  governed.  It  had  been  point- 
edly said  by  the  noble  Lord  the  Mem- 
ber for  the  City  of  London,  that  he 
could  not  vote  against  the  second  reading 
of  the  bill.  What  did  that  mean  but  that 
the  Government  of  conciliation  to  which 
the  noble  Lord  belonged,  and  which  they 
were  told  had  for  so  many  years  main- 
tained Ireland  in  peace  and  tranquillity, 
considered  that  a  bill  founded  on  a  simi- 
lar principle  to  the  present  was  necessary  ? 
Therefore  he  (Mr.  Roebuck)  contended 
that  on  principle  there  was  no  distinction 
between  the  Government  opposite  and 
their  predecessors,  as  regarded  the  govern- 
ment of  Ireland.  The  noble  Lord,  if  he 
votes  at  all,  will  record  his  vote  for  a  mea- 
sure most  offensive  to  the  mind  of  Ireland. 
The  noble  Lord  said  that  he  agreed  in  the 
principle  of  the  bill,  but  the  principle  of 
the  bill  was  not  evinced  merely  In  the  bill 
itself,  but  in  the  whole  political  relations 
and  government  of  the  country.  In  the 
whole  political  relations  of  the  country 
there  was  no  essential  difference  between 
the  present  and  the  late  Government.  The 
truth  was,  that  the  real  evil  in  the  system 
of  government  in  Ireland  was  the  rampant 
domination  of  the  Church  in  Ireland. 
This  church  of  the  minority,  which,  after 
so  much  bloodshed,  was  created  by  the 
invader,  was  now  supported  and  upheld 
by  your  serried  bayonets.  The  noble  Lord 
who  spoke  before  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
said,  that  he  did  not  wish  to  infringe  on 
the  temporal  revenues  of  the  Church  of 
Ireland,  but  that  he  wished  this  Church  of 
the  minority  to  be  altered.  Now  he  (Mr. 
Roebuck),  wished  to  know  what  altera- 
tions the  noble  Lord  wished  to  make  in 
the  Church,  if  it  was  not  in  something  af. 
fecting  its  income.  He  presumed  it  wa 
not  in  the  doctrines  of  the  Church.  Was 
it  not,  then,  in  its  revenue,  or  that  which 
was  called  by  hon.  Gentlemen  its  vested 
interests,  but  of  which  if  he  had  the  power 
he  would  disencumber  it  for  the  sake  of 
thb  peace  in  Ireland.  If  any  man,  then, 
said  that  he  wished  for  an  alteration  in 
the  dominant  Church  of  the  minority,  it 
must  be  in  the  means  of  paying  the  mi- 
nisters 9f  that  Chuieby  uii,  in  short,  io 


the  revenues  of  the  Church.  He,  for  one, 
would,  without  hesitation,  propose  at  once 
that  the  revenue  should  be  taken  from  the 
present  Church  in  Ireland  and  given  to  all 
churches  there,  or  to  the  church  of  the  ma- 
jority. This  must  be  the  real  meaning  of 
every  man  who  attacked  the  Church  of 
Ireland  as  being  the  Church  of  the  mi- 
nority. He  did  not  altogether  approve  of 
the  Church  in  England ;  but  still  it  was 
less  offensive  its  it  was  the  Church  of  the 
larger  number  of  the  English  people.  The 
noble  Lord  said,  that  he  was  against  the 
present  state  of  the  Church.  Did  he  mean 
to  attack  its  creed  or  its  doctrines  ?  No 
certainly  not,  but  to  attack  its  revenue. 
[The  Earl  of  Listowell  wished  the  Church 
revenues  should  be  made  available  for 
others  as  well  as  the  Church  of  the  mino- 
rity.] Very  well ;  but  then  the  noble 
Lord  would  take  from  the  existing  minor- 
ity  Church,  and  share  the  revenue  among 
other  existing  sects  in  Ireland.  But  this 
was  a  very  serious  interference  with  the 
revenues  of  the  Church,  and  he  should 
like  to  find  any  Gentleman  who  had  a  be- 
nefice, who,  when  he  found  he  was  robbed 
of  nine-tenths  of  his  income,  would  not 
loudly  exclaim  against  it.  He  did  not 
use  the  term  rob  offensively,  but  he  vas 
determined  to  be  above  board,  and  to  say 
what  he  really  meant.  He  wished  them 
to  take  the  revenues  of  the  Church,  and 
he  did  not  intend  to  say  one  thing  and 
mean  another.  [Mr.  Sergeant  Murphy  : 
"  The  Irish  will  do  that."]  Oh !  my  hon. 
and  learned  Friend,  the  Member  for  Cork* 
exclaims,  **  Please  God,  if  the  thing  goes 
on,  we  will  do  it."  That,  then,  was  only 
what  could  be  fairly  and  honestly  meant 
by  alteration  in  this  most  mischievous  in- 
stitution, which  he  sincerely  believed  was 
the  great  plague  and  sore  of  Ireland.  He 
could  not  help  recollecting  what  this 
plague  and  sore  had  inflicted  upon  that 
country  under  the  system  of  what  was 
called  rrotestant  ascendancy.  What  did 
this  Protestant  ascendancy  mean,  but  that 
it  was  a  symbol  of  subjugation  of  the  peo- 
ple of  Ireland  to  the  invader  ?  and  it  was 
what  you  formerly  considered  a  triumph 
over  heretical  opinions.  He  never  could 
believe  that  the  continuance  of  this  Church 
could  be  consistent  with  the  preservation 
of  the  peace  of  Ireland.  For  the  support 
of  this  establishment,  measures  of  which 
this  Arms  Bill  was  a  specimen  would  be 
constantly  called  for.  The  Liberal  party 
ill  Iftlanid  uafonuoatelj  acted  with  the 
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late  Government.      But  when  the  present 
Government  came  into  office,  the  light  of 
truth  suddenly  broke  upon  them  as  to  the 
evil  of  the  whole  system  of  Government 
in  Ireland.    His  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
the  Member  for  Liskeard  bad  exclaimed 
against  this  bill,  and  denounced  the  des- 
potism involved  in  it,  but  he  had  not  ob- 
jected to  this  principle  of  despotism  for 
some  years.    No,  the  hon.  Member  only 
now  found  out  that  he  disliked  it  under 
the  present  Government.    Now,  he  hated 
despotism  from  every  hand  and  from  every 
quarter;  and  he    objected  to  the  Arms 
Bill  as  an  act  of  despotism,  whether  it 
came  from  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
the  City  of  London  or  from  the  right  hon. 
Baronet.     What  he  found  fault  with  in 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  the  City 
of  Cork  was — and  although  he  was  not 
presentyhe  should  not  abstain  from  making 
the  observation,  for  he  could  not  help  the 
hon.  Member's  absence — that  for  the  pur- 
pose of  maintaining  the  late  Government 
in  office,  he  sacrificed  the  principle  of  pub- 
lic liberty  in  supporting  previous  Arms 
Bills.    Was  this  the  time  of  day,  when  a 
Member  of  Parliament,  in  the  performance 
of  his  duty,  should  be  driven  by  any  wind 
that  might  arise — was  this  a  time,  when  a 
public  man  should  one  day  support  an 
Arms  Bill,  and  on  another  put  himself  at 
the  head  of  some  hundred  thousands  of 
men  for  the  purpose  of  carrying  out  an  idle 
whim,  that  could  be  productive  of  nothing 
but  evil,  was  it  consistent  thus  to  be  driven 
about  by  every  breeze  and  wind  that  blew. 
He  was  glad  for  one  that  the  present  dis- 
cussion had  taken  place.     This  was  really 
the  new  era  in  the  government  of  Ireland 
— the  era  when  the  chief,  the  leader  of  the 
Irish  Members,  was  absent  from  Parlia- 
ment— choosing  to  be  away  when,  for  the 
first  time,  the  question  was  raised  in  the 
United   Parliament  of  Great  Britain,  of 
the  principle  of  governing  by  an  Arms  Bill. 
Now  they  would  sec  who  voted  for  the 
principle  of   government   for    Ireland  as 
manifested  in  the  present  bill,  for  that  was 
what  they  were  called  upon  to  do.     Every 
Irish  member  and  every  En|;lish  member 
who  did  not  vote  against  this  bill,  or  by 
staying  away  avoided  voting  against  it,  as 
well  as  every  man  who  voted  in  the  majo- 
rity (for  majority  it  would    he)  with  the 
Government,  gave  in  his  adhesion  to  the 
whole  system  of  domination  in  governing 
Ireland.     And,  on  the  other  hand,  every 
man  who  voted  for  the  ameudmcut  of  the 


hon.  Member  for  Rochdale  »CDt  with 
spirit  of  the  age  in  which     ley  livedo 
vindicated  the  true  principles  by 
men  were  to  be  governed,  and  ieC  hit 
to  the  great  truth,  that  for  the 
nance  of  the  peace  of  Ireland,  or  the  ^ 
Government   of  that  coootry,   no 
means  of  force  or  coercion  were 
He  would  direct  the  careful  and 
attention  of  every  Irishman  to  the  pi 
condition  of  his  country;  he  woald 
upon  the  well-thinking  people  of  ^-^*^^■^ 
also  to  consider  it.     He  did  not  wiah  %ut^ 
separation  of  the  two  coantries ;   bnt  k. 
was  a  fair  conclusion  that  if,  in  governing 
the   Irish  people,  they  maintaiiied    tlg| 
spirit — that  olden  spirit   of   doi 
which  had  resulted  from  succenful 
sion  and  religious  intolerance,    the 
would  fly  to  those  means  which  wen  pm* 
sen  ted  to  them  to  relieve  themselves  Mm 
this  intolerable  burthen ;  and  to  any 
they  call  for  those  means  of  relief  imhi 
had  not  done  so  before  was  to  any 
they  were  more  wise  and  more  enlightcMi 
than  they  formerly  had  been :  he  did 
say  that  the  Government 
now  as  in  times  past,  or  that  there  wei: 
cruelty  in  thus  maintaining  the  olden  hwf^ 
but  he  held  it  out  to  them 
and  a  warning  to  statesmen  who 
derive  advantage  from 
this  cry  of  repeal  now  was  a  cry  thntahonU. 
be  listened  to,  not  with  a  view  of  admittii^. 
the  demand,  but  to  be  listened  to 
ing  ihe  necessity  of  governing  Ireland 
the  way  they  would  govern  Eogland, 
that  was  not  by  extending  the  Churehel 
England  to  the  people  of  Ireland,   vho* 
were  opposed  to  that  Church,  but  thntlhigi 
must  govern  Ireland  in  all  respects  on  ihs: 
principles    which  directed   then   in   tltt: 
Government  of  England.    The  ChniA  tf 
England  was  the  church  of  the  nqorilVf 
in  England.     He  objected  to  it  in  tMa* 
country ;  but  here  it  had  a  sanction  wkMi^ 
it  had  not  there — [Hcar^  Acor.]     Hem  It 
was  not,  as  it  was  in  Ireland,  an  ouli^ga: 
on  religious  freedom  and  religions  lihsiQ^* 
and  a  curse  which   the  people  of   IImI 
country  were   right  in  endeavonring  to* 
remove.    In  England,  feelings  of  raapnst 
and  love  were  with  the  institutions  oflhS; 
country :  while  in  Ireland  there  was  hsUin^ 
fierce  and  bitter  hatred,  and  now  flusi 
ened  vengeance.     What  were  they  li 
with  the  present  movement  in  IrdnaMi 
It  behoved  the  English  Parliament 
to  meet  that  qu<M-''<»>-    I  1  ihey 
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to  put  it  down  by  force,  and  were  they 
about  to  enlist  the  English  army  against 
the  Irish  people?    The  Irish  people  had 
risen  already,  and  he  could  not  help  won- 
dering that  the  right  hon.  Baronet  oppo- 
site— usually  so  cautious  and  so  careful, 
that  he  was  wont  to  be  regarded  as  the 
very  exponent  of  political  sagacity  and 
prudence — that  he,  for  one  petty  feeling, 
should  have  expressed  his  disapprobation 
against  the  leaders  of  that  movement,  so 
as  to  give  them  the  pretext  of  martyrdom. 
The  right  hon.  Baronet  by  that  unadvised 
and    imprudent  declaration  had  pointed 
out  to  the  people  of  Ireland,  that  their 
leaders  were  feared  by  the  Government, 
and  those  whom  the  Government  feared 
the  people  loved ;  they  could  not  disarm 
those  leaders  of  the  power  they  possessed 
but  they  exalted  them  by  making  them 
appear  to  be  martyrs.     This  would  be  but 
the  commencement  of  the  struggle ;  who 
could  tell  what  would  be  its  conclusion  ? 
Were  they  prepared  to  pass  a  new  coer- 
cion bill  for  Ireland?     How  were  these 
millions  who  had  risen  up  in  Ireland  to  be 
put  down  ?    Were  they  to  be  told  in  that 
House  that  the  mere  discussion  of  a  law 
was  to  be  held  high  treason  ?   Not  against 
the   state  but    against    the  Government. 
What !  were  not  the  people  to  be  allowed 
to  meet  to  discuss  the  merits  of  an  existing 
law  ?     Had  he  not  a  right,  in  reference  to 
any  law,  to  write  about  it,  to  speak  about 
it,  to  think  about  it,  aye,  or  to  rail  about 
it,  if  he  chose  ?    True,  these  things  were 
done  in  Ireland,  but  so  long  as  they  were 
done    peaceably,  why  not?     He   looked 
then  upon  the  impolicy  of  the  course  of 
the  Government  in  Ireland,  in  reference 
to  those  who  bad  taken  part  in  those  acts, 
and  upon    its  injustice.      It  was  impo- 
litic, because  they  could  not  dismay  the 
party  they  attacked ;   and  it  was  unjust, 
because   the   attack   was    illegal.      One 
leader,  a  magistrate,   had   given  offence 
to  the  Government,   or  rather   the    Es- 
tablished  Churchy  the  Protestant  party 
of   Ireland,    and    was    disimissed.       He 
marked   the    answer   of  the   right  hon. 
Baronet  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  when  a  question  was 
put  to  him  on  the   subject     That  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  usually  so  clear,  so  de- 
finite, so  precise  in  his  language,  when  he 
was  asked  had  the  Government  given  any 
information  or  instructions  to  the  Lord 
Chancellor  of  Ireland  on  the  subject,  had 
given  no  answer. .  Wby  ?  Becauae  the 


Government  had  given  no  such  instruc- 
tions.    He  never  said   that  Government 
had  desired  the  Lord  Chancellor  to  take 
such  a  step.     But  the  Lord  Chancellor  of 
Ireland  wished  to  busy  himself  in  putting 
down  repeal,  and  in  his  zeal  he  had  written 
a  letter  which  would  be  a  warning  to  all 
future   generations  of   Chancellors.     He 
had  given  reasons  for  a  system  of  policy. 
Chancellors  should  confine  themselves  to 
giving  the  legal  reasons  for  their  decisions, 
and   the  Government  was  dragged   into 
serious  errors  when  its  policy  was  adminis- 
tered and  explained  by  a  Lord  Chancellor 
of  Ireland.    The   Government  had  been 
obliged,  it  was  said,  to  adopt  the  policy  of 
the   Lord  Chancellor.    The  Government 
could  not  remain  divided  against  itself.   It 
often  happened  that  other  Members  of  the 
Government  committed  faults  which  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  covered  with  bis  great 
sagacity,   holding  it  as    Ajax    held  his 
shield  before  Teucer,  and  enabling  his 
little  men  to  run  off.    By  the  Chancel- 
lor's conduct  the  Government  of  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  had  been  shaken  to  its  base. 
It  was  endangered  by  the  present  move- 
ment in  Ireland.    The  right  hon.  Baronet 
had  on  a  former  occasion  prophesied  that 
his  chief  difficulty  would  be  Ireland.     It 
was  clear  now  that  his  chief  difficulty  was 
Ireland,  and  was  to  be  found  in  the  sup- 
port of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  the 
Recorder  of  Dublin  and  his  friends.     The 
Government  was  making  shipwreck  by  fol« 
lowing  their  advice.     The  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet might  depend  on  it  that  his  Govern- 
ment would  be  continued  in  difficulty  by 
accepting  their  support,  and  that  unless  he 
escaped  from  their  support  the  Govern- 
ment would  escape  from  him«    His  Gro- 
vernment  was  getting  involved  in  difficul- 
ties which  would  require  all  his  skill  to 
escape.     Let  him  look  at  the  state  of  the 
country,  from  John  o' Groat's  House  to 
Ireland,  and  there  was  everywhere  danger 
and  difficulty.    If  he  proposed  measures^ 
at  present,  of  coercion  for  Ireland— >if  he 
were  involved  in  contention  with  Ireland, 
he  might  look  for  the  latent  feelings  which 
were  rankling  in  the  bosoms  of  the  work- 
ing classes  of  England  to  show  themselves. 
They  would  again  set  up  their  claims. 
There  were  strong    feelings    excited  in 
Scotland  too,   which  would    have  way. 
How  could  he  escape  ?  By  what  measures 
could  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  escape 
from  all  those  difficulties   and   dangers 
which  were  brought  on  him  by  his  detiie 
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to  uImTt  tbe  deiqaJida  of  ths  diHubtDt 
minoriiy  in  Ireland,  wbich  wu  the  weak- 
ness of  tbe  Governnient,  and  the  plague- 
■pot  of  the  doipiqatian  of  England.  He 
hade  tbe  right  hon.  GeDtleman  take  wani- 
ing.  He  night  ba  ^mied  that  there  was 
a  great  danger  banging  orer  the  country. 
If  the  right  honi  Baronet  would  pot  litlF 
the  peace  of  tbe  country,  hm  mutt  govern 
iu  ine  spirit  of  the  age,  and  not  with  a 
«iev  to  satish  the  Orange  Conwrvalifes 
of  Ireland.  Following  the  dictates  of  hi* 
own  enlightened  m'lfih,  knowing  what  is 
right,  f^eFiag  what  is  juft^he  iqust  do  that 
juiiice  to  Ireland  whicbi  if  |the  right  k'^a. 
Baronet  but  copcedaa  it,  be  qeed  fa«r 
nolhiog  (or  biqiaeir. 

Sir  ff'  W>  Barron  CDndemoej  the  ve- 
hement and  improper  language  which  had 
bwn  applied  to  the  great  and  illuMrious 
warrior  at  the  head  of  tbe  aripy.  At  the 
wsa*  time,  it  was  not  very  dficent  in  smne 
of  the  Qeptlemen  opposite  to  oendamn 
such  language,  6>r  t^^y  bad  used  similar 
language  tbsmselres  towards  the  Duks 
of  Wellin^oR.  The  right  hon-  Baronet 
(Sit  J.  Crabatn)  had  persons  sitting 
near  him  who  had  used  similar  or  worse 
terms  not  very  Ifing  ago.  Ha  thought 
therefore  that  right  hou.  Oentlemen  oppor 
lite  should  look  into  tbeir  own  recorded 
speeches.  In  common  with  athsr  bon. 
Members,  he  must  condemn  the  appoint, 
ment  of  Messrs.  Blackburn,  Lefroy,  aud 
Jackson  to  the  judgment  seat.  These 
were  all  persons  who  bad  been  all  their 
lives  violent  pprtizans,  who  could  not 
see  them  placed  on  the  bench  without 
loosing  their  conGdeoca  in  tbe  adminis- 
tration of  justict,  Mr.  Jackson,  who  had 
been  to  much  praised,  had  bean  all  his 
life  opposed  to  the  Catholics,  and  bad 
never,  before  emancipation,  aignad  a  pe^ 
tition  in  their  favour.  He  baa  been  •»• 
crctAiy  of  a  society  which  bad  endeavoured 
to  proselytise  tlue  Catholics,  and  continued 
secretary  of  it  after  it  had  been  abandoned 
by  all  tl^  Catholics  who  had  been  members 
of  il.  Tbe  best  proof  of  the  character  of 
the  aociety  was,  that  the  uoble  Lord  (Lord 
Stanley)  bad  withdrawn  from  it  the  grant 
of  public  money  which  it  had  received. 
The  Howe  could  not  be  surprised,  there- 
fore, th«t  tbe  appointment  of  Mr.  Jus- 
tice Jacluon  should  cause  discontent,  for 
that  gentleman  had  always  been  the 
enemy  of  the  rigfai*  twl  Uberties  of  the 
people.    The  sane  obiervation  applied  to 
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WW  so  violent  ■  pi  i,  tM  MIB  Hi 

Duke  of  Northi  .  •  TiHy  lui. 

lituiMUiat,  woyia  not  auvv  bi^*  allw* 
•srgaant,  to  gn  circuit  u  • '  ' 
with  respect  (9  ed<«tian,tli 
tbesystemofadualioB  veiaa] 
pronotioR  in  (ha  ChuKh.  n«  hub  NV 
faishopa  who  ha4  iNM  midn  9tm  •l^' 
pOBSBts  of  the  systan.  Hm  appMMaM 
to  tha  bishopric  of  Caahd  nad  WMriW 
bad  lan  oonferrsd  on  ih*  aaM  4i|il^ 
minaa  opponent  of  that  syUHi  dMip^ni 
in  Ireland.    Eueb  )  '* 


delitsioN.  It  was  ft  sure  passport  to  pi» 
iwtioa  to  gel  np  piifclic  mceiinga  agiLmI 
tbe  syslan  of  ediicaiion  wbicti  ibe  Ow. 
verRment  sui^prled.  Coming  to  ibc  bdl, 
faedewHip^  it  Hlhe  most  unjust  tai 
most  urtconwitqtlonal.  It  wu  not  a  •• 
petition  of  tha  Htfaaiire  of  tli«  Wtiiga,  jl 
was  much  nMxa  rtiiogeni.  Uodsc  thm 
msuvra  IBO  josticea  were requiied  tomim 
a  saarob,  but  under  this  bill  one  was  m^ 
cient,  which  esposed  men  U>  the  apiu  Mi 
maliee  of  individvals.  Their  haoaaa  MJ^ 
bn  broken  into  in  the  dead  of  night,  mI 
their  whole  families  alarmed  nod  frtnllri 
To  obtain  alioensaalto  sureties  iv«re  Ma» 
lary  that  were  rated  at  '2(31.  to  tbn  pqtr* 
Why,  there  were  districts  in  Iralund  tww^ 
miles  in  length,  in  wbich  there  was  not  m 
person  rated  to  the  poor  la  the  sutn  of  SSL 
Ha  could  tell  hon.  ilemlMrs,  that  if  thii 
bill  became  the  law  at  the  land,  and  wtas 
enforced,  the  result  of  il  would  be,  esfv* 
cially  in  the  north  of  Ireland,  ihut  tim 
Komon  Catbolios  would  be  disarnaed,  aad 
arms  would  be  Uft  eKcUsively  in  iba 
bands  of  the  low,  violent,  and  ill.«afr 
dueled  Orangemen.  Why,  he  ukvd.wM 
such  a  bill  to  be  applied  lu  IreUnd  I  At 
far  as  crime  was  concerned,  Hngland  WM 
ia  B  worse  state  than  Ireland;  dihI  iWj 
would  not  dare  to  apjily  such  a  bill  to  ifca 
country.  Let  them  compare  the  ericas 
committed  in  the  Iwo  couniriei.  TW 
number  of  crtptSB  GOiiiiiiiitcd  lu  Ireland  jft 
1841  was  5,361;  in  1^13,1 
were  more  crimes  in  Ib4'i  ili^n  Itm.  1 
population  in  Ireland  wnt  tt.UuO.UUO.  , 
England  it  wu  16,000,000.  The  n 
of  Crimea  according  to  the  relaiivn  p., 
tioD  of  the  two  poputuions  ought  to  b 
England  16,000.  InBteadorthat.ib«CfL 
in  England  were  32,000.  I'bcre  wan  I 
times  the  amount  of  cri 
Eoglnnd  than  there  wcn 
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He  had  compared  the  number  of  crimes. 
In  England  he  only  took  the  number  of 
committals,  whereas  in  Ireland  he  took 
the  police  returns  as  the  basis  of  bis  cal- 
culation. Thus  the  return  was  the  most 
favourable  that  he  could  take  for  England, 
and  yet  not  only  were  the  crimes  double 
those  of  Ireland,  but  they  quadrupled 
them.  It  had  indeed  been  said  by  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Bath,  that 
an  Irish  Parliament  had  passed  the  Arms 
Bill.  That  Parliament  was  not  deserving 
of  the  name  of  *'  Irish  " — it  was  a  secta- 
rian Parliament— -it  was  a  Parliament  op< 
posed  to  the  views  of  the  Irish  people — it 
was  a  Parliament  that  did  not  represent 
their  feelings,  and  acted  contrary  to  their 
interests,  and  the  Parliameai  that  passed 
that  Arms  Bill,  had  it  forced  upon  tbem 
by  an  English  Secretary,  an  English  Gq* 
vemment,  and  an  English  Lord«lieutenant, 
Jt  was  no  such  Parliament  as  there  would 
be  now,  wbeo  there  waa  religious  liberty, 
and  the  persons  that  would  be  sent  in  «s 
representatives  would  be  under  popular 
control.  Instead  of  m  bill  of  coefcion, 
they  ought  to  have  a  bill  (or  eitending 
the  franchise.  They  ought  to  have  this« 
for  now  the  franchise  was  so  BMicb  dimi* 
nished,  from  one  end  of  the  country  to 
Ihe  other,  that  Ireland  was  becoming  al- 
most a  rotten  borough.  They  claimed,  h« 
told  the  Government,  an  extension  of  the 
franchise,  and  please  God  I  ihey  should 
have  it.  They  claimed,  too,  a  larger  re* 
preseulatioa  in  thai  House.  The^  daimed 
a  thorough  reform  of  the  magistracy  in 
Ireland.  There  were  also  nine  measucefof 
improvement  for  Ireland  introduced  inio 
that  House  by  Mr.  Lynch,  now  one  of  the 
masters  in  Chancery.  The  Government 
had  never  attempted  to  grapple  with  aay 
one  of  these  bills.  He  had  himsdf  intro- 
duced a  measure  of  reform  for  the  Eccle- 
siastical Courts  in  Ireland*  They  had 
attempted  a  reform  of  these  courts  in 
England ;  they  had  not  doae  ao  for  Ire- 
land. He  had  also  introduced  a  measure 
relative  to  the  management  of  charities  in 
Ireland.  Here  were  seventeen  diierent 
measures ;  several  of  them  notpolitieal,  aad 
all  affecting  Ireland,  and  yet  the  Govemp 
ment  did  not  grapple  with  any  one  ot 
tbem.  Now,  he  asked  the  Government  of 
what  portion  of  the  Irish  people  had  they 
the  confidence  ?  He  believed  of  none,  and 
he  could  bring  some  testimony  to  show 
this.  He  took  the  thcee  jpi|pers  jpuUUied 
in  DttbUn,  which  laigfat  be  mii  4#  lepit^ 


sent  the  three  different  parties.  These  werfi 
the  Dublin  Evening  Moilf  the  Dublin 
Evening  Pott,  and  the  Pilot.  The  Pilot 
was  the  organ  of  the  ei^treme  party.  They 
might  be  assured  it  liked  none  of  these 
measures,  and  he  would  not  trpuble  them 
with  what  its  opinions  were  against  theni. 
Then  there  was  the  Evening  Po^tt  it  re- 
presentsd  the  moderates,  or  what  they 
might  call  the  juste  miUBu  party ;  and  it 
disapproved  of  their  measMreSi  $heir  ap- 
pointmentSt  and  their  policy,  from  tbe 
beginning  of  their  career  to  the  present 
day.  Then  he  came  to  the  Evening  Mail. 
It  was  one  of  their  supporters  in  Irelaqd, 
and  it  showed  that  the  number  of  troops 
in  Ireland  were  doubled  since  the  Tories 
came  into  office*  This  was  sb^wa  when 
they  bad  this  fact  before  tbem,  that 
when  Lord  de  Grey  went  to  Ireland*  he 
dismissed  twelve  stipendiary  magistrates, 
on  the  ground  that  they  were  not  necee- 
sary,  the  country  was  so  quiet.  Let  them 
now  listen  to  this  '*  recorder  "  of  pablic 
opinion.  It  declared,  that  in  Ire|4nd9  the 
Government  was  only  supported  by  the 
place-holders  and  place-huntsm.  He  now 
came  to  three  papers  published  in  this 
city,  that  might  he  regarded  as  the 
organs  of  different  parties.  {InterTup- 
tion.\  Such  noises  were  better  suited  to 
the  quarter-deck  than  to  that  House; 
and  there  was  one  noble  Lord,  he  thought, 
would  do  much  better  not  to  increase  it. 
He  qaoted  the  Tianee  to  show  that  it 
did  not  approve  of  the  Irish  policy  of  the 
Government.  The  Jlonttn^  cAroiuc^  was 
not  more  in  their  favour;  itconld  hirdly 
be  expected  it  should  be.  The  Morn' 
ing  Poetf  certainly  the  gM)st  cooaistent 
and  honest  pf  the  Conservative  organs^ 
said  of  the  coodact  of  her  Majesty's  Mi- 
nisters in  reference  to  IreUnd,  that, — 

^  There  could  certainly  he  no  policy  worse 
for  Ireland  than  the  frigid  indiieience  and 
cold  contemptttous  tone  of  concilialiw  which 
they  applied  to  all  the  affairs  of  that  country.'' 

The  foot  was  her  Majesty's  Miniaters  bad 
lost  the  confidence  aot  only  of  the  people  of 
Ireland,  hat  of  Sootland  and  of  Englaad, 
aad  he  woakl  ask,  did  they  think  they 
flOuM  fo  OB  much  longer  with  this  do- 
odhing  pijpciple,  or  raltor  worse  than  do- 
oothiag  pciaci|de,  for  the  <Hiiy  measure  they 
proposed  was  this  obooxious  Ams  Bill  ? 
The  nohle  Lotrd  the  Secretary  for  Irelaod 
•aid,  that  this  Anss  Bill  wu  seaAired 
aecessary  by  the  disturbed  and  ihnsaten* 
iB§mi$€^M§emkklnimA     Ifao^iba 
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confession  was  a  disgrace  to  the  Govern' 
ment,  for  the  country  was  never  in  so 
peaceable  a  state  as  at  the  period  when 
the  present  Ministry  took  office.  This 
Arms  Bills  was  but  an  attempt  to  con- 
tinue the  old  Tory  system  of  governing  by 
force  and  intimidation  ;  but  he  could  as- 
sure the  Government  that  they  would  not 
succeed  in  their  attempt.  'J'he  Irish  were 
a  high-spirited  and  brave  nation,  who  had 
never  yet  calmly  submitted  to  be  governed 
by  force,  and,  please  God,  they  never 
would.  There  was  one  oti)cr  point  upon 
which  he  wished  to  say  a  few  words.  The 
City  of  Waterford,  which  he  had  the 
honour  of  representing,  hitherto  possessed 
six  magistrates,  who  were  more  than 
enough  to  do  the  business  of  that  city. 
These  magistrates  were  of  different 
parties,  and  no  complaints  had  ever 
been  made  of  the  mode  in  which  they 
administered  justice  in  the  town.  Yet, 
notwithstanding  these  facts,  the  noble 
Lord  opposite  had  thought  proper  to  ap- 
point six  new  magistrates  to  the  City  of 
Waterford;  and  it  happened  that  nearly  all 
these  newly-appointed  magistrates  were 
men  who  took  the  most  prominent  part  in 
party  politics  and  in  the  promotion  of  party 
measures.  Under  such  circumstances, 
these  appointments  had  lighted  a  flame 
throughout  Waterford,  it  being  considered 
that  this  move  was  intended  to  confer 
power  on  particular  parties.  The  noble 
Lord,  perhaps,  was  not  aware  of  local 
matters  of  this  description  in  Ireland.  He 
had  every  respect  for  the  high  honour  and 
integrity,  and  the  general  good  feeling  of 
the  noble  Lord.  But  these  qualities  were 
not  enough  for  a  man  who  governed  a 
great  nation ;  he  should  have  practical 
experience  and  a  sound  decision.  He  was 
too  apt  to  be  led  by  other  parties ;  and 
when  he  knew  that  the  advising  counsel 
of  the  government  at  the  Castle  had  dis- 
tinguished himself  by  his  violent  political 
character,  he  felt  that  he  could  have  no 
confidence  in  the  Government  of  the  noble 
Lord.  The  information  upon  which  the 
noble  Lord  acted  in  reference  to  Ireland, 
was  taken  from  the  worst  and  the  most 
polluted  sources ;  and  the  most  grievous 
part  of  the  question  was,  that  the  Govern- 
ment was  surrounded  by  men  who  were  the 
most  inveterate  enemies  of  the  Irish  peo- 
ple, lie  called  u]K>n  the  Government  to 
consider  what  a  continuance  of  this  state 
of  things  might  lead  to.  He  called  upon 
Ibem  to  recollect  the  American  Revoiuti^c 


Mj  a 


There  were  then  not  more  than  two  ^ 
lions  to  coerce  in  the  reTolted  Slatai; 
let  him  remind  them  of  the  words 
were  used  upon  that  occaiion  by  the 
mortal  Burke,  *'  that  force  was  feefab  is 
coerce  men  so  great  in  moral  charaetSTr  si 
glowing  in  energy ;  and  that  a 
could  not  be  said  to  be  goreraed, 
had  to  be  perpetually  cooqaercfV.'* 
Sir  David  Roche  felt  boiind  tu 
few  words,  in  reply  to  the  aiucks 
had  been  made  on  his  friend  Mr. 
Jackson.  He  believed  that  that 
judge,  from  the  time  he  had  been  called  Is 
the  bench,  had  given  univenal  aatisfhclian 
in  his  judicial  capacity,  and  he  felt  that  ha 
should  not  be  doing  his  dnty  if  he  M 
not,  in  his  place  in  that  Hovse,  hmmi 
his  high  sentiments  of  the  learned  jodtaA 
character.  Strong  political  partiians  nfei 
been  appointed  to  the  bench  in  Trelandlf 
both  parties  in  the  state  at  difieient  ps* 
riods  ;  but  as  far  as  his  experience  wei^ 
he  believed  that  those  judges  had  alwqa 
conducted  themselves  in  a  manner  la 
command  the  respect  and  confidenao  if 
men  of  all  parties.  With  respect  to  Baivh 
Lefroy  he  was  not  so  well  acquainled  wwt 
him  in  his  judicial  capacity,  but  he  beUetN 
that  there  was  no  ground  of  compUii 
against  him,  except  that  be  sometimoi  tUl^ 
played  a  little  too  much  humanity  in  Ai 
cases  brought  before  him.  With  iiapi^ 
to  the  bill  now  before  the  House  he  iri|^ 
jected  to  its  provisions,  because  he  thoMllI 
they  would  not  succeed  in  depriving  Afe 
evil-disposed  of  arms,  whilst  they  womI 
subject  to  unnecessary  inconveaieneet 
to  severe  pains  and  penalties,  those 


were  well  disposed.    He  hoped,  theiefii£ 
that  some  modification  of  the  bill  wodH 
be  made  in  committee  to  meet  the  objiec 
tion  upon  this  score. 

Sir  //.  W.  Barron  said,  in  esplai 
that  he  had  not  the  least  intention  of 
pugning  the  conduct  of  Mr.  Justice 
son  and  Baron  Lefroy  since  thej  had 
raised  to  the  bench. 

Sir  R.  Peel :  1  do  not  consider  at 
hour  of  the  night,  in  the  absence  tdmmk 
Members  of  the  late  Government,  tho^di 
I  do  not  refer  to  the  fact  as  any  matter  tf 
blame,  for  I  think  the  noble  Lord  the  Maai^ 
her  for  London  intimated  his  intentios  ft 
giving  his  support  to  the  bill — I  do  nol^l 
say,  consider  it  desirable  at  this  hoar,  anil 
remembering  the  nature  of  the  qneadM 
before  us,  to  enter,  in  the  absence  of  8bS[ 
wtoBc.  I  should  desire  to  be  pittent^MlA, 
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general  vindication  of  the  conduct  of  the 
I  rish  Government.    When  the  proper  time 
arrives  I  shall  be  perfectly  ready  to  vindi- 
cate the  acts  of  the  Government  in  Ireland 
and  of  the  Government  in  this  country, 
in  connection  with  it.     I  shall  be  prepared 
to  show  that  I  have  redeemed  every  pledge 
which   I  have  given,  with  respect   to  the 
Government  of  Ireland,  and  that  the  Go- 
vernment here  and  the  Irish  Government 
have   attempted   to   administer  affairs  in 
that  spirit  of  moderation,  impartiality,  and 
forbearance,  with  which  I  think  the  affairs 
of  Ireland  ought  to  be  conducted.    And  I 
cannot  accept   the  testimony  which,  with 
not  a   very   laudable  industry,  the   hon. 
Baronet  collected  from  every  newspaper, 
as  conclusive  evidence  of  our  failure  in 
those  attempts.      Sir,   before   Gentlemen 
not  immediately  versed  in  Irish  matters, 
and  not  having  any  local  experience  in 
that  country,  draw  an  unfavourable  con- 
clusion with  respect  to  the  conduct  of  our 
Government,  1   entreat  them  always    to 
bear  in  mind  the  testimony  so  honourable 
to  himself,  which  we  have  just  heard  from 
the    hon.    Gentleman   opposite    (Sir  D. 
Roche).     The  chief  charge  alleged  against 
us  is,  that  we  have  appointed  to  the  judi- 
cial office  two  Gentlemen  of  high  profes- 
sional distinction,    Mr.  Justice  Jackson 
and  Mr.  Justice  Lefroy.     The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, hearing  their  judicial  conduct  at- 
tacked, he  a  Roman  Catholic — [Cries  of 
*'  No.^ — well,  if  not  a  Roman  Catholic, 
and  I  beg  the  hon.  Member's  pardon  for 
the  error,  a  Gentleman  decidedly  friendly 
to  Catholic  claims — of  strong  political  and 
party  opinions — a  Gentleman  connected 
with  the  Liberal  party  io  Ireland,  cannot 
remain  silent  when  he  hears  an  imputation 
on  those  learned  judges  which  he  knows 
to  be  unjust;  and  he  states,  therefore, 
from  his  personal  experience  of  the  conduct 
of  one  of  those  judges,  and  from  his  gene- 
ral knowledge  of  the  conduct  of  the  other, 
that  the  discharge  of  their  official  duties 
is  free  from  all  blame.     He  says  if  there  is 
any  one  respect  in  which  they  have  failed,  it 
is  in  too  great  humanity  in  the  exercise  of 
their  duty.     I   say,   then,  remember  the 
testimony  so  borne — a  testimony  so  cre- 
ditable  to  himself,  and  of  such   weight, 
from  the    disinterested  character  of  the 
witness  from   whom   it  proceeds,  before 
you  place  implicit  confidence  in  the  other 
charges  against   the  Irish   Government; 
remember,   I   say,   the   refutation  of  the 
charges  brought  against  then  as  to  their 


judicial  appointments.   Sir,  I  wonder  that 
hon.  Gentlemen  do  not  exercise  a  little  of 
that  tolerance  and  liberality  of  which  they 
profess   themselves   the  champions.      la 
speaking  of  the  judges,  and  the  perform- 
ance of  their  judicial  duties,  they  do  not 
refer   to  these  acts ;  they  do  not  regard 
their  professional  eminence ;   they  never 
refer  to  their  professional  claims    or  ask 
whether  they  have  entitled  themselves  to 
public  approbation   for  the   discbarge  of 
their   judicial    duties,    but  they  ransack 
speeches  made  at  a  former  period  in  a  po- 
litical character,  and  on  some  passages  of 
those  speeches  hon.  Gentlemen  condemn 
our  appointments.     If  I   had  pursued  the 
same  course  with  regard  to  Sir  Michael 
O'Loghlen  for  instance,  or  with  regard  to 
the  other  Attorney-general  for  Ireland,  ele- 
vated to  the  Bench  under  the  late  Admi- 
nistration, whose  professional  eminence,  I 
admit,  fully  entitled  them  to  the  honour 
conferred  on  them,  what  would  have  been 
thought  of  me  if  I  had  said,  **  true,  his 
professional  rank  supplies  a  claim  to  dis- 
tinction ;  true,  his  judicial  conduct  has 
been  above  exception ;  but  he  held  strong 
political  opinions  on  some  particular  mea^ 
sures,  and  he  is  not  therefore  entitled  to 
reap  the  reward  of  his  professional  merits.** 
If  I  had  taken  such  a  course  as  that,  in 
what  light  should  I  have  been  regarded  by 
the  House  and  the  country.    But,  Sir^  to 
confine  myself  to  the  particular  measare 
before  the  House,  I  must  say  the  hon. 
Gentleman,   the  Member  for  Watcrford^ 
has  not  answered  the  question  put  to  to 
many  others  who  have  denounced    this 
bill — **  If  you  entertain  the  opinion  which 
you  now  profess — if  you  believe  this  bill  to 
be  an   insult  to  Ireland — if  you  believe 
the  Bill  of  Rights  conceded  a  privilege 
which  this  bill  infringes  and  infringes  un- 
justly—if  you  think  that  independently 
of  the  Bill  of  Rights  the  common  law  of 
Ireland,  as  well  as  that  of  England,  gave 
the  subject  this  right,  which  he  ought  to 
continue  to  possess --if  these  are    your 
opinions  in  1843,  why  did  you  abaadon 
your  Parliamentary  duty,  and  give  your 
sanction  to  a  similar  bill  in  1841.*'    You 
say  we  found  Ireland  tranquil ;  you  say 
that  outrage  was  suppressed,  there  was  no 
necessity  for  vigorous  measures ;  and  yet 
you,  the  representatives  of  Ireland,  con- 
sidering this  as  an  insult  offered  to  Ireland, 
did  in  the  year  1841,  when  there  was  no 
necessity  for  vigorous  measures— out  of 
complaisance  to  the  then   Govemme&ti 
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Ihtt  rigbt  bon.  »i  lewMd  QmUemna 
■poke  with  the  calmnaM  of  a  wiineu. 
In  ihBt  ipeech,  ibc  ligbt  kon.  QMtleman, 
once  the  ManbaT  for  the  coaoty  of  Tip- 
parary,  one  of  the  prinoipd  leeiwe  of  out. 
rife  in  Ireleod,  wad  now,  I  believe,  a 
reeident,  cntainly  *  prapiielor,  in  tliat 
coanty.  koowiny  tie  local  otrann stances, 
acquaiftled  with  the  diepouliOB  to  outrnge 
which  prevails  amonf  the  people,  and 
awwe  of  the  peeaUar  charaetor  of  the 
erinei  by  which  eome  parte  of  that  county 
had  been  di^iaeed,— the  right  h6u.  Gen< 
tleman  gave  a  piietare  of  the  atate  of 
Tipperary  which  eatablithea  that  diatioc- 
lion  between  ihe  cireomilBiioet  of  Eng< 
land  and  of  Ireland  which  juitify  (he 
HooH  in  prolonging  the  durttHHi  of  the 
mearare  now  before  then.  I  have  heard 
Dothiug  in  the  detaili  of  erfme^l  have 
•een  nothing  in  the  reporla  of  pdice-officea 
—I  have  beard  no  opioioaa  of  nagiatratet 
on  the  lubjacl,  which  have  wada  half  ao 
■ironi;  an  impraiwoo  on  m j  mind  aa  the  few 
lenUneeadwivflradiatbaeharaeHrofawlt' 
lM•s)^thflr^[htho■.HMlb•r.  Hcaaidlhat 
thfl  itateof  that  country  waaaodi,  that  he 
thought  crime  ooald  not  be  •flboUially  re< 
pracMd  unloaa  the  landed  pmpriMcn  came 
forward  to  lervo  Mpon  the  petty  inr  jea ;  and 
be  advind  that,  aa  it  waa  feud  difficult  to 
indvce  penow  to  andenalee  Aa  voluntary 
perfiHvianca  of  iveb  impomnt  fanctioni, 
the  bnded  proprieton  ibe«M  Mperaede 
the  claii  of  ordlnarf  petty  Jnieri,  being 
compelled  to  aaiee  mdar  ■  fine  of  £00/. 
or  €00/.  That  m  ta  ny,  Uia  principle  of 
the  law  being  *'  Jwtkntm  p^imn  et  lex 
terr*:"  that  jnnrs  ihall,  lodar  ordinary 
circomitaneta,  ba  aeleeted  tnm  aenon*  of 
the  aame  claie  and  poaitloa  as  ibe  in' 
dual  whom  they  are  to  try, 

•■  Snch,"  (tan  (he  right  ben.  Gentlei  , 
"  ia  the  atate  of  ihii  dinrlci  with  which  I  am 
]>cri'ectlv  acqaainted,  that  en  a  Sae  of  SOOL  oi 
9001.  I  would  oonpe)  the  gnliv  and  the 
landed  preprieion  to  eome  fcrwaia  and  per> 
form  Ihe  functioni  of  pat^  Joran." 

Why,  what  i>  the  effect  of  such  a 
coarae  P  The  ontregea  being  of  an  agra- 
rian character,  the  diiputea  mating  to  the 
poiieiaion  of  laad— the  qneition  at  iaaue 
being  between  the  leaanto  and  the  landed 
proprietora— the  remedy  propoted  by  the 
right  hon.  Oe&llemaD  weald  enable  the 
landed  pioprietara  to  ait  aijndgaa  in  caaet 
between  their  tenants  and  tbemaeWes, 
What  must  be  (be  staU  of  Ibia  diairici 
whm  the  right  baa,  0»Ultoa%  a  Privy 


CoaDcilloT,  an  oBinwt  latrpw.  eoBiMaw 
neccaaary,  under  a  pnaltj  of  fiOOL  or 
600^,  to  reqane  tbo  laodod  proprieton  to 
peiform  sucbdutioat 

Then,"  (saya  the  ri^t  hen,  Oeatlaman) 

i«  necctaaiTp  fw  the  pnrpoaa  of  hnliiaiing 

the  detection  M  orima^  that  yon  ibiwld  give 

full  security  to  the  witoenea." 

These  engkfementi  to  pnnrida  for  lh« 

iinestea,  mileu  anterod  with  ttia  ■Inwat 

caution,  parlilw  sf  the  ohatMter  ofao  ift« 

ducement  to  giift  «Tidenc«t    The  ri^t 

hon.  Gentlcraan  itdded, 

"  1  know  a  aaaa  in  wkiA  a  hamble  naUb> 
bout  □(  mine  proaMnted  pettcwa  cbarfad  mth 
murder  to  coarictioa  (  I  applied  to  the  ti»> 
*ernmeDl,  1  claimed  th^i  intarforanc^  and  by 
Ilie  cxcrciic  of  mj  legidnata  Inflaeoce  I  in- 
duced  ihc  Gommment  to  previde  Ibr  tl 


msialeaaaaa  in  the  eoloay 
lo  which  they  ware  sent." 

"And,"  (said  Ihe  right  boa.  Gaotlamaa) 
"apply  the  same  pringiple;  iariH  vitneasM 
to  come  forwaid ;  guaTutea  ta  UwH  their  ra> 
moval  to  a  diHul  laad,  and  on  Ibfir  arrival 
there,  subsistaqoe  fbr  thamNlvat  and  tbair 
families." 

Sir,  there  ne  many  thinp  whteb  1fhl{ 
and  Liberal  lawytn  will  ny,  which,  wen 
they  uttered  by  Conmrvatm  poHtidiiM, 
would  excite  n^lcioD,  and  meet  with 
grave  condetiination.  Tbera  ire  MtM 
who,  when  a  Tbig  Govemmapt  idmlpb* 
tered  the  affafri  orlbla  OOBlltlJ,  dodd  tt* 
concile  it  to  tbmMlvti  to  |lf*  iD  tilUt 
mou*  rote  for  thi  M»(wd  n*dtB(  of  thk 
bill,  but  ffb(^  wbni  the  nme  ndmra  M 
propoied  by         " 


it  H  an  owtnn 
an  inault  to  Inhid;    I  m  Rira  tw' 


(hndeman,  hi 


'^■p 


right  hon. 

principle,  wonld,aaflv'«  ) 
It  against  tho  poHlbflit^  ct  RbOM.' '  He 
would,  1  am  coovfawed,  u  fbr  M  JtfUUf 
take  care  that  thil  fnaitt  U.pKftrUa 
comfortable  appoiptanlSMid  nlJaMtooat 
in  distant  colomirimU  Ht  dqpMmto 
into  au  encoaruetoenl  of  IUl«  teitlinoaf . 
I  am  convincM  that  If  tlw  H|fat  hon. 
Oentleman'*  wO)  eo«M  pnnH,  BOM  iMt 
the  honeit  wHoeai  the  wItBM  dMiH^ 
rained  to  dedaro  ibo  tntk-mald  be  M- 
lected  by  h)ffl  for  tbb  mUk  of  hvoar—  fc> 
voor,  at  leat^  w  CBopand  irilh  tha  «Nue« 
quences  of  ciMtlatad  rwi(lw»  hi  hb  o«o 
country.  fiat,^MklBgBOtoflioiH|tud 
truth-telling  wtowm,  what  b  the  AM  tl 
a  country  aa  tB  the  coiBiibridii  of  ertea, 
and  as  lo  (ha  admlablritian  of  jdHfea, 
when   he  wbo  b  <" 


to  |iimMilM»l  M  dhajM 


I  oTidilleB, 
I  tenn  tba 


1915     Arm  (tulmd)  KU^     {COMMONS} 

his  native  country,  and  to  seek  refuge  for 
himself  and  his  family  in  a  distant  land  ? 
**  And  his  family,"  says  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  very  significantly.  Oh  no,  it 
will  not  be  sufficient  to  remove  the  witness, 
it  will  not  be  sufficient  to  provide  the  man 
with  employment;  you  must  remove  his 
innocent  wife  and  children  with  him,  or 
they  will  be  the  victims  of  the  assassin's 
confederates.  It  is  an  easy  matter  to  talk 
lightly  of  this  way  of  providing  for  wit- 
nesses ;  but  I  ask  you  to  consider  what  is 
the  attachment  of  a  peasant  to  his  native 
land.  You  take  this  unoffending  man — 
this  man  disposed  to  co-operate  with  you 
in  the  execution  of  the  law,  in  furthering 
the  ends  of  justice  ;  you  bring  him  to  the 
witness  box ;  you  ask  for  his  testimony 
against  an  assassin.  Compare  the  number 
of  committals  with  the  number  of  convic- 
tions, and  is  it  improbable  that  the  trial 
may  result  in  the  acquittal  of  the  prisoner? 
He  is  restored  to  his  familji ;  be  retires 
triumphantly  from  the  dock  in  full  pos- 
session of  his  liberty,  laughing  at  the  ad- 
ministration of  justice.  What,  then,  is  to 
become  of  the  honest  man  who  gave  una- 
vailing testimony  ?  He  is  not  to  remain 
in  the  country.  The  farm  that  he  has 
cultivated  he  is  to  relinquish,  and  you 
think  it  will  be  a  compensation  to  him, 
perhaps  advanced  in  life,  to  offer  him  an 
asylum  in  Canada  or  some  other  colony  I 
That  is  the  scheme  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, and  he  too  says  he  would  apply 
the  same  laws  to  England  and  to  Ireland. 
But  I  say,  cannot  we  find  better  means  of 
giving  security  to  that  witness,  by  facili- 
tating the  registration  of  fire-arms  and 
preventing  the  improper  use  of  them, 
than  by  admitting  him  to  give  his  evidence 
on  the  expectation  of  our  afterwards  faci- 
litating his  expatriation  to  one  of  the  colo- 
nies ?  I  must  repeat  that  the  picture  of 
the  state  of  society  in  Ireland  which  was 
drawn  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
coming  as  it  did  from  such  unquestionable 
authority,  constitutes,  in  my  opinion,  a 
sufficient  reason  in  itself  for  passing  a  law 
to  provide  greater  security  for  life  in  that 
country.  With  respect  to  the  character 
of  this  bill,  I  have  heard  in  the  course  of 
this  debate  much  declamation  against  un- 
constitutional bills,  but  1  must  say  that  I 
have  heard  more  unconstitutional  doc- 
trine from  hon.  Members  opposite  than 
I  ever  before  heard  in  the  course  of 
one  Session.  When  1  heard  an  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  in  the  midst  of  those 


^iffniiaaMif 


expressions   of  letpect    whieh    ht 

pleased  to    apply  to       f^tHtg   say 

this  detestable  bill,  if  ii  had  bees-  M« 

posed  by  Lord  Morpeth  should  hspt  tal 

his  assent,  I  must  confets  my 

[Mr.    C    Buller :   considered   the 

a  matter  of  indifference.]    Theo, 

ing  to  the  hon.  and  leanied 

this  bill  is  a  matter  of  sach  entin 

ference   that  his  vote  for  or 

would  be  given  according  to  the 

of  the  Irish  Secretary  who  might 

it ;  but  I  cannot  accept  that 

to  the  bill.     I  consider  it  a 

grave  importance.    It  is  with  deep 

that  I  propose  such  a  bill.     I  wb 

maintain  a  distinction  between 

and  Ireland  in  this  respect*     I  dolUi^ 

that  the  obligation  to  regiiHer  fii 

and  the  trouble  you  give,  and  the 

tion  to  bear  arms, — all  thia  I  do 

matter  of  great  regret,  which 

necessity  can  justify;    but  thai 

would  be  equally  cogent  whether 

was  brought  in  by  a  Liberal  or 

vative   Irish  Secretary.    It  r 

vindication,  not  on  political  eoi 

but  it  rests  for  its  vindicatioa  on 

— the  necessity  of  taking  aecnrity 

in  a  country  where  outragea  of  a 

description  prevail.    I  cannoty 

admit  that  the  bill  is  a  matter  of  ii 

ence.    The  question,  then,  for  tha 

to  consider  is,  whether  after  the 

of  the  Irish  Members  so  late  ago  an 

that  such  a  bill  was  neceiaary  far 

the  whole  difference  being  a  rhanaja  Ja^Jjfc 

Government,  the  House  will  faEa  aaiM 

itself  the  responsibility  by  thair 

to-night  of  putting  a  stop  to  any 

fur  the  registration  of  fire-ama  in 

Particular  parts  of  the  bill  will  ha  anatllk 

discussion  hereafter ;  the  queation  naW 

night  is,  whether  with  respect  lo  a 

sure  which  has  been  felt  to  be  m 

by  successive  Admintstratiooa,  which 

not  been  brought  forward  in  any 

insult,  but  in  reliance  upon  the  npiniai|^| 

the  magistrates,  and  the  reporta  of 

who  are  charged  with  the  preaei 

the  public  peace,  who  have 

they  consider  such  a  measure 

— whether  you,  unacquainted 

with  the  local  circumstances  of 

will  undertake  the  "^"^"^libility  by 

tiving  the  second  reai     g  by 

stop  to  the  system  of  rej  isteriag 

Ireland  ?     As  I  said  be    re,  tha 

was  brought  on  at  a  pei    i  of  tha 
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which  nas  loo  early  to  allow  of  its  ]iav- 
ing  been  framed  with  reference  to  the 
present  slate  of  Ireland  ;  in  fact  (as  my 
noble  Friend  -  behind  me  (Lord  Eliot) 
states,  and,  I  am  sure,  do  hon.  Gentleman 
will  desire  to  question  his  auertion),  the 
bill  was  prepared  last  year,  and,  therefore, 
I  again  repeat,  was  not  brought  forward 
with  reference  to  the  agitation  that  is  now 
going  on  in  Ireland.  With  reference  to 
the  other  subjects,  which,  though  not  pro- 
perly subjects  of  the  debate  of  to-night, 
have,  nevertheless,  not  unnaturally  beep 
brought  00  in  the  cour&e  of  it,  I 
shall  be  |>erfecily  ready  to  go  into  them  on 
other  occasions.  At  present,  I  shall  only 
say,  on  the  part  of  the  QoTCrnment, 
perfectly  prepared  as  I  am  to  vindicate,  I 
trust  aucceisfully,  the  course  which  the 
Government  has  (bought  it  right  to  pur- 
sue— determined  as  we  are  to  exercise 
every  legitimate  and  constitutional  power 
which  we  possess  for  the  purpose  of  con- 
tending ugaiuBt  the  accomplishment  of 
those  acts  which  the  unanimous  opinion 
of  every  Member  of  this  House,  from 
England  and  Scotland,  and  of  a  great 
nutnber  of  Members  from  Ireland,  declare 
to  be  equivalent  to  a  dismemberment  of 
the  empire,  and  a  separation  of  Ireland 
from  the  sister  country — but  postponing 
for  the  present  the  dixcussion  of  thai  ques- 
tion, and  the  consideration  of  other  mea- 
sures we  have  adopted,  I  ask  the  House, 
which  will  have  the  opportunity  at  a  fu- 
ture time  of  considering  the  clauaes  of  the 
present  bill  in  detail— I  ask  the  House  not 
to  take  upon  itself  the  responsibility  of 
declaring  by  its  vole  that,  with  respect  to 
Ireland,  there  shall  be  no  special  condi- 
tion imposed  as  to  the  registration  and  the 
use  of  arms. 

The  HouEe  divided  on  the  question  that 
the  word  now,  stand  part  of  the  question. 

Ayes  270;  Noes  105:  Majority  165. 
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Mackinnon,  W.  A.        Lord  AlMor.  T1l»  ^ 
Hervey,  Lord  A.  Christie,  W.  IX   ,^; 

Bill  read  a  second  time.    On  tbm 
lion  that  the  Bill  be  committed, 

Mr.  IK.  &  OBrkn  moved  as  an 
mcnt,  that  a  select  oommitteebe 
to  inquire  whether  the  condhion 
land  is  such  as  to  require  atatntorj 
mcnts  rclatite  to  anna  different  tnm 
which  arc  in  force  id  Great  Britaii^ 
so,  to  what  causes  such  nrrtaaitj 
ferent   lief^islature  is  to  be  ml 
The  hon.  Member  read  a  lettar 
rev.  Mr.  Darvren,  Roman  Catholie 
man,  conlirming  his  :     i    sent 
published  iu  the  n 
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the  diimistal  of  200  bmilfai  ftOM  Lofd 
Hawarden*!  estate,  and  'declariog  hit  rea* 
dinets  to  prove  it  by  the  e? idaoee  of  cre- 
dible witneetea. 

Lord  WanUy  taid,  hit  noble  rdaUve 
had  assured  bin  that  the  statements  whieh 
had  appeared  id  the  newspapers  relatife 
to  this  matter  were  not  by  any  means  eor* 
rect. 

Mr.  Shmo  thought  it  rerv  unfair  tq  re- 
new the  subject,  sitter  the  detafled  denial 
which  had  been  given  to  the  statement  in 
qaestion«  He  believed  Lord  Hawarden 
had  given  dheotions  for  legal  proceedings 
for  a  libel  to  be  taken  against  the  rev* 
Gentleman. 

Original  question  agreed  to.  Bill  or- 
dered to  be  committed. 

House  adjourned  at  two  o'clock. 
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toBencioei  (SooOmmI). 
IVffMfr.— 1**  Salleairtt  HMbow. 

S**   NOfttUMBqillM 

Town  Paving. 

BtporUd.^Q}mgom,  Vakitf,  tad  Gmnodk  RatHiBsri 
'    Bdlnbmgh and Oli%iw OMoS Owtf i  ■■ari^SOfeiil 


of  MWrtHi 
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vsmment  was  suiBeient  noUoe^  had  it  been 
dBeklly  ootifted  to  all  her  M^ssty'ii  sarvsats, 
yet  proceeded  to  tell  the  House  of  Loids  aod 
the  country,  that  u  Lord  thtwAt  and  his 
brother  mamstntes  had  only  lisd  intimation 
of  this  deeiantion  through  the  newspapen, 
<  which,*  ssys  his  Lord^ip,  *  they  were  not 
likely  to  resd,'  therefore  it  was  to  be  presumed 
that  these  poor  innocents  bad  been  aedng  to 
welUntenUooed  ignorance,  and  had  odnsi^ 
dered,  fonooth  1  Ast  their  preseaee  at  magi»< 
tnites  at  these  meetings  was  oaknlated  to  pre* 
serve  order  I** 


3^  aadpHMda— dmMoRaihiiyt 
BaUHh^t  HuMmtiMi ladowua 

PsTmom  Psunrfnw  Vtan 
Cuptt,  Sht  ttw  iMMitftt*  fliS  TMin^^  tf  Uh  Com 
and  Piovtaloii  Lcm^-Flom  MOftsi^  and  Bttgrn,  tat 
IHxrt-Oflloe  RiSiiriu»4l]r  0Ml  BM  Ot  xSttBtMtft  IkOn 
CUMOmkmt,  annul— ■!,  tad  BriSHiMb  Si^awidf 
tha  SdMMb  or  ttw  OaMb  ■SbiUm  Siwlily.  Fnm 
the  Mallow  Uakaw  BaUymoBona,  Kiltekk,  aiid  Batos, 
tgifaiit  tfia  IfUi  Pumi  liw<  ■  ymB  WteSM*  Bi  SiMbv  of 
the  Wodbad  HaAoor  BBUianRMl  Omp  CItflM  Afl* 


or  NwmiUii,  fcf  lanaiiy  fata  Uw  a— it 
oT  tha  Cuneoey.— FMsa  SOfO,  agBnS  Aa  BipailorilH 

UbIoh. 

Beeach  of  PiiviLioB.]  Tba  MarqiMSB 
of  Clanrkardei  1  rise  to  call  your  Lord* 
ships'  attentioD  to  a  flagrant  brsaeh  of 
your  Lordships'  privilegca*  I  have  never 
yet  had  any  occasion  to  bring  undsr  the 
notice  of  tais  House  any  report  of  any* 
thing  which  has  follen  fiBom  ne  heti^  but 
there  has  been  so  gross  a  misrepresentation 
made  of  what  I  wuA  the  other  night  b  a 
paper  of  to^y«  that  I  aas  coospdled,  in 
justice  to  myself  and  to  the  asatter  in 

2uestioo^  to  bring  it  befere  voor  Loid- 
bips'  notice.  With  your  Locoshipa*  per- 
mission  I  will  read  to  von  a  santmce  mm 
a  leading  artide  of  the  Tmktt  newspaper 
of  this  day,  whidi  says^  in  refimnce  t#  me^ 
that  l,~ 

"  Admitting  that  the  dedsistlan  of  Iht  Oe- 


I  think  U  is  hardly  possiUa*  to  combine* 
in  the  same  space  of  any  speech,  or  of 
words  in  that  speech,  a  gitater  mass  of 
misrepresentatioo .  than  ia  contained  in 
the  sentence  I  have  read.  Thna  ftcta 
are  distinctly  misrepresented.  First,  that 
I  admitted  that,  under  any  dreonMtan- 
ces,  a  declaration  in  Farliaasent  conM  be 
a  justification  of  an  OBeaitife  act  of  a 
Government:  on  tba  oootrarv,  I  de- 
churedy  that  fiwDding  an  act  ^  the  fie« 
cative  Government  upon  a  speech  ia  Par- 
liament was  contrary  to  parliamentary  and 
constitutional  Uew^  and,  in  this  instance  at 
kaet,  contrary  to  commooHNsmai  Neat»  I 
did  not  say,  that  it  was  not  likely  that 
Lord  B&ench  would  not  rsad  tiie  news, 
papera;  but  I  did  say  that  it  wee  absittd* 
as  well  as  contrary  to  oonatitatioBal  and 
parliamentary  kw*  to  expect  maoiatrates  to 
shape  their  oondnot  in  nccornance  irith 
speedM  made  ia  Parliament}  aaddmttUa 
waa  especfadly  the  case  with  respect  to 
Irehad  becansa  Iifah  newapapera  were 
thoee  geaerslly  in  dreulation  thsie,  and 
the  Rtrliamentary  reports  b  those  papera 
were  cf  coorea  aeoeasarily  aad  natarally 
much  mote  ahridged  than  thcae  in  the 
English  newspaper^  andtherefimit  woold 
be  absurd  to  auraose  that  jnsticea  of  die 
peace  in  remote  districts  wooU  be  aware 
of  every  JWoA  made  in  Pjsrfiameat, 
What  I  sakt  was  merdy  intended  to  be 
used  as  an  affaaisnlimi  ad  akmriuwu  I 
did  not  mean  to  fdiply  that  Lord  Ffleoch 
was  ignorant  of  the  qieedhee  ia  qtiostlcil. 
The  third  miarepreienutloois,  taai  stated 
to  have  argtied  that  those  gentlemen  at- 
tended these  mentfaigs  because  they*' can- 
sidered  teeooth  tfilt  their  prstence  aa 
magisttates  at  thaaa  maetfnga  was  cak»« 
latM  to  psesmre  erder?'  I  aald  notkity 
of  the  kind.  I  add  that  if  one  Wtto  to 
go  into  die  oBeaticn  or  wueioer  It  wem^ 
wise  10  QismMs  mgiairaiea  mr  aneomnig 
those  neetidM,  that  Oen  tlia  oMtfair 
wooM  arise  wither  asere  ariacUer  would 
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tban  from  Uieir  stayiiiji;  away.  I  have 
thought  it  right  to  notice  this  matter, 
because  the  subject  is  or  great  importanci'. 
and  whether  the  objections  which  have 
beeu  raised  to  the  conduct  of  the  Govern- 
ment with  respect  to  Ireland  are  oi  are  n<iL 
relevant  and  veil  founded,  it  is,  at  all 
events,  most  important  that  they  should  be 
fairly  stated.  I  do  not  think  it  necessa)  y 
to  move  that  the  writer  of  the  passage,  or 
the  printer,  should  be  called  to  the  Bar  nf 
your  Lordships'  House,  but  I  hope  thiit 
the  notice  which  I  have  thought  it  my 
duty  to  take  of  the  matter  will  set  niu 
right  with  your  LordshijM  and  tiie 'country, 
and  BO  1  leave  the  matter  in  your  hands. 
Subject  at  an  end. 

I.ROAL  Reform.]  Loxd  Brougham  U\ii 
upon  the  Table  a  bill  for  the  purpose  of 
remedying  a  defect  in  the  law,  the  exist 
ence  of  which  bad  been  found  very  inron 
venient.  The  bill  proposed  to  introduce 
into  the  law  of  England,  and  the  practice 
of  ihe  courts  of  law  and  equity,  a  proceed, 
ing  long  known  in  the  Scotch  law  and 
practised  in  Scotch  courts,  and  (he  want 
of  which  in  English  practice  had  long  been 
a  subject  of  great  regret.  It  was  what 
was  called  in  Scotland  a  declaratory  action, 
a  proceeding  by  means  of  which  a  person 
in  possetsion,  and  dreading  that  hii  liik- 
might  be  disturbed  when  evidence  in  sup- 
port of  it  might  not  be  forthcoming— or 
by  means  of  which  a  person  not  in  posses- 
sion and  wishing  to  ascertain  his  rights, 
although  no  suit  was  pending  between  the 
partiei— had  the  means  of  obtaining  a  de- 
claratory decree  of  a  court,  either  of  law 
or  equity  as  the  case  might  be,  in  order  to 
sec  forth  and  conclusively  to  establish  bt.'- 
tween  himself  and  those  deriving  riglii 
from  hrm  on  the  one  side,  and  ihe  pAriJEs 
called  as  the  defendants  to  the  suit  on  tliu 
other — the  right  to  the  property  or  status 
as  the  case  might  be.  The  bill  upplied  to 
sails  of  any  kind. 

Bill  read  a  first  time. 

The  SpAKisir  Auxiliauy  Legion.] 
The  Marquess  of  Londonderry  had  u 
question  to  put  to  Ills  noble  Vricnd,  ihc 
Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs,  on  u  subjcri 
that  interested  a  great  body  of  persons, 
and  who  had  uif  ed  him  to  make  an  appli. 
cation  to  his  noble  Friend.  A  ronvention 
had  been  entered  into  between  the  Spanish 
and  British  Governments  relative  lo  tlie 
Spanish  Auxiliary  Legion,  and  nccording 


to  that  all  the  iuta]  iti  dor  to  .AM 
legion  bad  been  paia  it  one,  h  lb 
correspondence  which  took  plM»  is  Vml 
1840,  it  would  be  found  that  harCid^ 
Majesty's  governmeot  had  n^iiead  tliCi 
compensation  should  ba  nads  to  the  I^Nl^ 
on  account  of  the  delay  that  had  oocMql 
in  the  payment,  and  the  tema  of  Ailt 
compensation  were  to  he  deteraiaa^lf 
her  Majesty's  Government  and  that  oCW 
Cattiolic  MajesEy.  Six  nontha  had'a|i|| 
elapsed  since  the  titnetbat  tbatcoa^fltin 
tlon  ought  to  have  been  paid.  The  wpif 
tions  he  had  to  ask  of  his  noble  f£m| 
were,  whether  there  was  a  proapeet  ofnt 
compensation  being  paid,  and  alao  |J^ 
iher  he  intended  to  press  lbs  SpaniAigfc 
vernment  for  that  payment  T  ,  ^ 

The  Earl  of  Aberdent  aaid,  tU  MMKtf 
the  case  was  this.  The  inslaloienls  Ab 
to  the  British  Ausiliarj  Legion  had  i| 
l)een  paid;  but  in  comeqaaoea  al  ^ 
delay  the  Spanish  government  h«l  ^nri 
to  make  compensation.  It  wm  iklfi^ 
posal  of  the  Spanish  conmisaBonMb-  k 
was  said  that,  taking  into  considei 
the  delay,  an  extraordinary  co(npeiii_ 
should  be  made,  the  terns  of  which  a 
ment  were  to  be  settled  in  concert  ■ 
her  Majesty's  gofernment. 
naturally  to  be  expected,  her 
Government  were  anxious  A< 
of  that  compensation.  Tli 
vernment  made  a  propoaat  that  lMfc«- 
of  3  per  cent,  should  be  paid  on  ibe  %mmt 
up  to  B  certain  period,  the  Iti  of  Jom, 
1840.  Her  British  Majesty's  Goveianat 
thought  that  (he  oflicen  and  men  of  fta 
Legion  shonld  have  coropensatjoa  at  Ai 
rate  of  5  per  cent,  per  annum.  Her  |fa- 
jesty's  Ministers  at  Madrid  was  inatrocMi 
to  press  for  that  amount  of  rontpensaliM 
and  the  matter  was  nowunilct  di» 
between  the  two  Govemmeiila. 

The  Marquess  of  Londonderry  a 
lliat  nothing  could  be  mon-  tatisfac 
than  the  answer  of  his  nobk  Friend. 

Subject  at  an  end. 

KliPEAl.    OF    THE   UhIOW    (IkI 

I.nrd  /.or/tm  presented  a  prtitioa 
port  of  the  Union  between  Kny 
Ireland  from  the  town  of  Stigu, 
that  had,  he  said,  been  vUitnl  by  tl 
tolerable  fxrtiiin  who  wen-  nnw  a 
with  a  view  of  dismemE^ring  the 
empire.     Those  persons  drdatrd  t! 
finion  was  to  berrpealed  in  thr 
Since  this  subject  had  been 
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their  Lordships*  and  which  had  been  so 
satisfactorily  observed  upon  by  the  noble 
Duke  near  nim^  although  they  had  not  yet 
heard  what  steps  the  Government  was 
about  to  take,  as  necessary  to  put  an  end 
to  the  present  state  of  things ;  but  since 
that  time  there  had  been  various  meetings 
of  that  vast  conspiracy,  and  amongst  the 
rest  there  was  the  meeting  at  Mullingar, 
of  which  their  Lordships  had  heard  so 
much.  At  that  meeting  statements  were 
made  that  he  considered  most  valuable. 
That  meeting  was  presided  over  by  one  in 
the  highest  authority ;  one  who  was  infal- 
lible— a  Roman  Catholic  bishop;  and  there 
was  present,  too,  a  large  body  of  the  lower 
clergy.  Of  course,  the  most  -violent 
speeches  were  delivered,  and  the  most  rev. 
divine  who  was  there  s<iid,  that  all  the 
bishops  and  clergy  of  the  Church  of  Rome 
were  determined  to  repeal  the  Union ; ' 
and  at  the  same  time  that  this  was  said, 
and  that  they  issued  their  orders,  there 
were  well  paid  tools  in  attendance  to  act 
according  as  they  were  desired.  This 
certainly  appeared  alarming ;  but,  for  his 
part,  he  rejoiced  at  it ;  for,  to  use  a  vulgar 
expression,  it  was  "  letting  the  cat  out  of 
the  bag."  That  which  was  most  necessary 
wa«  to  know  the  situation  of  Ireland,  and 
there  the  most  extraordinary  ignorance 
prevailed  on  the  subject.  It  was  most 
astonishing  what  an  effect  this  had  in  Ire- 
land, and  he  did  not  think  that  effect  would 
be  improved  by  the  various  opinions  which 
had  lately  been  uttered  in  that  House. 
As  to  *'  conciliation  "  and  *'  concession," 
and  the  effects  they  had  produced,  so  much 
had  been  said  by  a  noble  and  learned  Lord, 
who  be  did  not  then  see  in  his  place,  that 
he  did  not  think  it  necessary  to  add  one 
word  of  his  own  on  these  points.  He  hoped 
he  might  be  pardoned,  however,  if,  after 
having  resided  so  long  in  Ireland,  and 
being  so  well  acquainted  with  it,  if  he  ven- 
tured to  suggest  what  he  considered  would 
be  the  best  mode  of  restoring  tranquillity, 
and  of  checking  that  Jesuit  conspiracy 
which  was  spreading  over  the  entire  em- 
pire. He  should  say,  without  hesitation, 
that  the  most  sure  way  of  restoring  tran- 
quillity would  be  by  calling  out  the  yeo- 
manry of  the  north  nnd  of  some  other 
places,  distributed  throughout  the  country. 
That,  in  a  moral  point  of  view,  would  have 
an  extraordinary  and  favourable  effect. 
He  was  convinced  it  would  have  a  good 
effect  upon  ih^  loyal  and  disloyal ;  and  as 
to  the  government  of  the  country,  it  must 
be  well  aware  which  of  her  Majesty's  sub* 


jects  were  to  be  relied  upon.  He  ventured 
to  say  that  the  moral  effect  throughout 
the  country  would  be  most  extraordinary. 
It  would  not  only  do  that,  but  he  ventured 
to  say  that  it  would  prevent  an  effusion  of 
blood,  and  it  would  be  the  means  of  keep- 
ing all  in  their  proper  places.  At  the  com- 
mencement of  the  rebellion  in  1798,  and 
during  the  whole  of  the  progress  of  that 
sanguinary  time,  up  to  the  battle  of  Vine- 
gar Hill,  there  was  not  a  single  regiment 
of  the  line  in  Ireland.  The  force  consisted 
of  the  Irish  militia,  with  the  English  and 
Scotch.  These  with  the  loyal  yeomanry, 
composed  the  whole  of  the  military  array. 
In  Ireland  very  happily  at  this  time  there 
was  a  strong  force,  and  the  regular  troops, 
and  the  troops  were  fully  competent  to 
preserve  the  peace  ;  but  if  the  loyal  men 
were  called  forth,  they  would  he  found  to 
be  a  body  of  men  most  useful,  and  that 
would  save  the  regular  troops  from  being 
harassed,  in  a  way  that  it  would  be  other- 
wise necessary  to  harass  them.  He  consi- 
dered it  his  duty  to  express  his  sentiments 
ns  he  had  been  so  long  a  resident  in  Ire- 
land, and  he  should  now  conclude  by  read- 
ing the  three  last  lines  of  the  petition  from 
Sligo.     They  ran  thus : — 

'*  Your  petitioners  therefore  prdy,  that  you 
may  take  such  steps  as  will  maintan  the  legis- 
lative Union  between  the  two  kingdoms  invio- 
lable, and  your  petitioners,  as  in  duty  bound, 
will  ever  pray," 

Petition  laid  on  the  Table. 

National  Education  (Ireland.)] 
The  Earl  of  Clancarty.  My  Lords,  1  have 
three  petitions  to  present  to  your  Lord- 
ships upon  the  subject  of  National  Educa- 
tion from  parishes  in  the  West  of  Ireland. 
They  are  in  substance  all  to  the  same 
effect,  and  directed  against  the  system  of 
Education  at  present  in  operation.  The 
petitioners  repeat  many  of  the  objections 
to  the  National  Board,  which  have  been 
so  fully  set  forth  in  the  numerous  petitions 
at  different  times  presented  to  this  House, 
but  especially  during  the  last  Session  of 
Parliament.  They  feel  aggrieved  that  the 
parliamentary  grant  for  promoting  the 
education  of  the  Irish  poor  is,  nevertheless, 
still  exclusively  given  in  aid  of  ichools^ 
which  under  the  National  Board  are  con« 
ducted  upon  the  principle,  that  instruction 
in  the  Bible  is  not  a  necessary  part  of 
Christian  Education.  They  represent  to 
jf our  Lordships  that  there  are  1372  schools 
ID  operaUoD,  under  tho  immj^iate  super* 
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intendence  of  the  Prelates  and  Clergy  of 
the  Established  Church,  open  to  childreD 
of  every  religious  denomiDation,  and  actu- 
ally giving  a  sound,  moral,  religious,  and 
literary  education  to  86,102  children,  of 
whom  29,612  are  Roman  Catholics,  and 
8,365  are  Protestant  Dissenters,  hereby 
realizing  to  a  great  extent,  what  the  schools 
under  the  National  Board  have  wholly 
failed  of  effecting,  an  united  education  of 
the  lower  order  of  the  Irish  people.  And 
they  complain,  and  with  reason,  that  from 
these  schools  Parliamentary  aid  is  with- 
held, solely  because  instruction  in  the 
Holy  Scriptures  is  an  essential  part  of  the 
Education  given  in  them.  The  prayer  of 
these  petitions  which  I  beg  most  cordially 
to  support  is,  that  the  countenance  and 
support  of  Parliament  may  be  no  longer 
withheld  as  hitherto  from  these  most  valu- 
able and  excellent  Institutions.  As  1  trust 
that,  after  the  Report  of  the  Education 
Commission  shall  have  been  laid  upon  the 
Table  of  the  House,  there  will  be  an  op- 
portunity for  discussing  fully  the  whole  of 
ihis  important  subject,  I  shall  only  at  pre- 
sent make  one  remark  upon  it  in  refer- 
ence to  what  has  just  fallen  from  my  noUe 
Friend  (Lord  Lorton)  upon  the  present 
excited  state  of  Ireland,  on  the  question 
of  a  Repeal  of  the  Union.  My  liords,  I 
cannot  but  view  it,  and  I  felt  it  my  duty, 
so  far  back  as  last  December,  to  represent 
tiie  case  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  at 
the  head  of  her  Majesty's  Government,  I 
cannot  but  view  it  as  among  the  causes 
that  have  the  most  materially  strengthened 
the  hands  of  the  agitators  of  that  question, 
that  by  the  regulations  of  the  National 
Board,  the  education  and  training  of  the 
great  mass  of  the  Irish  population  has  for 
many  years  been,  and  still  continues,  to 
the  practical  exclusion  of  the  Clergy  of  the 
Established  Church,  the  natural  friends  of 
British  connection,  entrusted  to  the  Roman 
Catholic  Clergy  who  are,  as  your  Lord- 
ships' are  now  well  aware,  the  active  pro- 
moters of  the  Repeal  movement.  If  it  is 
objected  that  the  Clergy  of  the  Established 
C^hurch  do  not  take  that  part  in  the  su- 
perintendence of  the  schools  which  the 
(lovernment  desigced  originally  that  they 
should  take,  I  would  beg  to  remind  your 
liOrdships  that  even  if  the  Clergy  were  to 
lend  themselves  to  a  system  to  which  it  is 
well  known  that  they  arc  conscientiously 
opposed — and  there  is  no  one  but  must 
respect  the  motives  of  that  opposition — 
the  regulations  which  are  drawn  up  f'^' 


the  GovernmenI  of  those  aehoob 
preclude  them  from  tKercmng  mnj 
some  influence  in  then,  fiom  taking  fa 
fact  that  part  in  the  rdigious  and  mmm 
instruction  of  the  asienibled  cbildcMif  «IU 
could  alone  render  their  pcei—pe 
schools  of  any  real  aarfice.  Lict 
ther  observe  toyovr  Loidakipn  tkft 
ministration  of  the  PratMUMi 
being  by  the  rules  of  lbs  Baud 
those  of  their  loiflMdiste  cm( 
while  to  the  RosDsn  Catholic 
wholly  oonBded  the  religioM 
the  remainder,  an  impressi 
injurious  to  the  Protsstaat 
in  Ireland  roost  be  ths 
most  naturally  strike  both  the  poor, 
children  attend  these  sehoofay 
the  children  themselves  who 
those  early  principles  and  foelfoga 
stamp  their  character  sod  dfaporiliov  |s 
after  life,  that,  when  the  servMia  of  §m 
Clergy  are  thus  restrietad  to  tho  OHHlMi 
of  their  respective  comiuaiooSy  Omf  M 
Roman  Catbolicf  or  DnssnIoiB  lasv  Wb 
interest  whatever  in  tbo  BataUUM 
Church^ that  it  is  to  bs  mnhitaiaeJ  iMb 
for  the  advantage  of  a  tsethM  of  te  |P 
pulation,  instead  of  being  doaigned,  0t 
conceive  it  and  every  Olber  of  &o  AiidlP 
mental  mstitations  of  the  cootiy  to  tttk 
been  and  to  be  for  the  advantaga  of 
whole  people.  At  any  tiam  aad  m 
any  circonistances  tba  violatiiMi  of 
principle  of  a  Natioaal  Chaiteh,  host 
volved,  is  to  be  depiceaied;  b«f  at 
present  time  it  obviously  mast  giva, 
has  given  much  weight  to  iha  off  i 
of  those,  who  point  Co  tba 
the  Established  Church  as  ono  of 
objects,  and  the  chief  one  to  bo  dbtofaif 
by  Repeal  of  the  Union.  My 
noble  Friend  has  aHoded  to  tho 
so  called,  of  "  Coociliation/ 
with  him  in  viewing  it  as  the  Amii 

of  all  the  past  mis-govemraant  of  Ti 

The  only  sound  principle  of  GofanMM|C 
and  that  which  would  OMMt  eflbOtoS 
conciliate  the  good  will  and  reapeeCofffe 
Irish  people  and  do  away  with  tho 


t 
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for  a  repeal  of  the  Lpgistative  Daiio^t 
any  other  fundamental  change^  wottt^ 
to  eovern  in  the  spirit  of  our  li 
and  upon  the  prindples  of  the 
and  to  administer  the  laws  with 
vigour,  and  impartiality. 

The    Petitions    from   the  Posiabotf  tf 
BaUinasIoe,  Clinterakerb,  i  mI  KSedfaiM 
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Law  op  LifiBL.]  Lord  Campbell  siddy  he 
had  been  directed  by  the  committee  ap- 
pointed to  inquire  into  the  law  of  defama-* 
tion  and  libel  to  present  its  report,  find  the 
evidence  taken  before  it.  In  moving  that 
these  papers  be  printed,  he  hoped  their 
Lordships  would  alloitr  him  to  state  the 
course  which -the  committee  had  adopted, 
and  the  tonclusions  at  which  they  had 
arrived.  The  committee  had  devoted 
much  time  and  labour  to  the  subject ; 
thcv  had  eitamincd  an  ex-chancellon  two 
df  the  chief  judges  of  the  supreme  courts 
in  Westtminsteishall,  barristers,  and  soli- 
citors; they  had  examined  French  law- 
yers and  Scotch  lawyers,  police  magistrates, 
booksellers,  authors,  the  editors  and  con- 
ductors of  some  of  the  most  respectable 
newspapers  on  both  sides  of  politics,  in 
London  and  the  provinces,  and  he  ought, 
in  justice  to  them,  to  maintain  that  it  was 
the  unanimous  opinion  of  all  who  had 
attended  the  committee, — that  the  editors 
and  conductors  of  newspapers  on  both  sides 
displayed  the  greatest  £cal  for  the  purity 
of  the  press, — and  a  rcadinesi  to  concur  in 
any  measures  for  putting  ati  end  to  the 
practice  of  encroaching  upon  the  sanc- 
tity of  domestic  life,  and  of  attacking  pri- 
vate character.  Upon  the  evidence  the 
committee  had  come  to  the  conelusion, 
that  it  was  not  expedient  to  interfere 
witli  public  prosecutions  for  libel.  They 
found  in  the  law  books  various  dicta  and 
decisions  which  might  be  regarded  as  detri- 
mental to  the  liberty  of  the  press;  but 
then  they  considered  the  mildness  dis- 
played by  successive  administrations  on  this 
sul^'cct ;  and  that  f)^m  the  period  that  his 
learned  Friend  the  Lord  Chancellor  had 
been  Attomey-ffcneral,  there  had  been  no 
complaints  of  puolic  prosecutiofis.  His  tioble 
and  learned  Friend  on  the  Woolsack  had 
set  a  gcx>d  example,  and  he  was  happy  to 
sav  it  had  been  followed.  He  himself 
claimed  no  peculiar  merit  on  this  ground ; 
but  he  had  been  Attomey-Oenerid  tor  above 
seven  years,  and  he  had  only  filed  one  cri- 
minal information.  In  that  case  he  con- 
sidered that  the  public  peace  required  it. 
It  was  against  Mr.  FcargUs  O'Connor; 
and  when  he  conducted  the  prosecution,  he 
requested  the  jury  to  acquit  the  defendant, 
unless  they  believed  that  his  direct  object 
was  to  incite  to  insurrection  and  plunder. 
While  this  was  the  opinioti  of  the  committee 
with  respect  to  public  prosecutions,  it  ap- 
peared to  them  tnat  there  were  a  consider- 
able number  of  practical  evils  in  the  law  of 
libel  that  requirra  instant  temedy«    As  the 


law  now  stood,  if  defamatory  words  were 
spoken,  however  calumnious  they  might 
be,  or  however  public  the  occasion  on 
which  they  were  spoken,  unless  they  im- 
puted an  indictable  offence,  or  imputed 
to  a  party  that  he  was  not  competent  to 
cBTty  on  his  business,  or  that  he  had  an  in- 
fectious disease,  they  were  not  punishable; 
but  if  they  Imputed  want  of  chastity  in  a 
lady  of  the  highest  chaiTacter  and  rank,  or 
if  they  stated  that  a  man  was  without  ho- 
nour and  courage^  the  law  afforded  no 
remedy  whatever.  The  committee,  then, 
had  come  to  the  conclusion  that  there 
shduld  be  a  remedy  for  slander  spoken,  as 
well  ai  in  writing.  The  Scotch  lawyers 
were  astonished  how  the  law  in  England 
on  this  matter  had  remained  down  to  the 
middle  of  the  nineteenth  century.  There 
was  this  distinction  with  respect  to  indict- 
ments and  civil  actions  brought  for  libel, 
that  when  an  action  on  the  case  was  brought 
to  recover  a  compensation  In  damages,  the 
defendant  may  justify  the  truth  of  me  facts 
alleged,  and  then  the  truth  is  an  absolute 
bar  to  the  plaintiff*s  obtaining  a  remedy ; 
but  upon  an  indictment  for  libel,  the  de- 
fendant cannot  allege  the  truth  of  it  by 
way  of  justification.  Under  this  rule,  cases 
of  hardship  sometimes  arose.  Errors  may 
have  been  committed  by  a  pafty,  and  may 
have  been  long  atoned  for  and  forgiven. 
It  seemed  a  reproach  to  the  administration 
of  justice  that  in  such  cases  a  man's  forgot- 
ten misconduct,  or  the  misconduct  of  a  re- 
lation, in  which  the  public  had  no  in- 
terest, should  be  wantonly  raked  up, 
and  published  to  the  world,  on  the 
ground  of  its  being  true,  A  great  wrong 
here  was  committ^,  and  no  remedy  was 
obtained.  It  appeared  at  the  same  time, 
that  civil  actions  were  of\;en  brought  most 
vexatiously,  and  merely  for  the  sake  of  the 
costs.  It  had  been  proposed,  that  the 
tender  of  an  apology  might  be  offered  in 
evidence,  by  Way  of  bar  to  the  proceedings, 
and  that  the  plaintiff,  after  the  tender  of 
an  apology,  should  proceed  on  the  risk  of 
the  jury  thinking  the  apology  so  tendered 
sufficient.  But  the  conclusion  arrived  at 
by  the  committee  was,  that  the  apology 
should  not  operate  as  a  bar  to  the  action, 
but  should  be  given  in  evidence  by  way  of 
mitigation  of  damages ;  and  that  the  jury 
should  look  to  the  spirit  of  the  apology,  and 
consider  whether  it  fairly  made  out  ground 
for  a  mitigation,  or  did  not  operate  as  it  might 
in  some  cases,  as  an  aggravation,  calling 
fbr  more  exemplary  damages.  With  regard 
to  the  tender  of  amendi^  the  ooodusion 
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of  the  committee  was^  that  in  every  case 
evidence  on  this  point  ought  to  be  ad- 
mitted, and  that  if  the  plaintiff  proceeded 
after  such  a  tender  had  been  made^  he  must 
do  80  at  his  own  peril.  It  was  stated  in 
evidence  by  several  respectable  journalists, 
that,  in  spite  of  the  greatest  vigilance  and 
caution^  it  sometimes  happened  that  objec- 
tionable paragraphs  were  copied  from  other 
journals.  R^pectable  people,  when  the.% 
paragraphs  reflected  on  them,  were  in  such 
cases  satisfied  with  an  ample  apology.  But 
there  were  base  characters  who,  it  was 
stated,  sometimes  sent  these  paragraphs 
themselves,  and  nothing  would  satisfy  such 
persons  but  to  urge  on  the  trial  with  the 
view  of  getting  costs.  The  committee, 
under  these  circumstances,  had  come  to  the 
conclusion,  that  when  an  involuntary  error 
had  been  committed,  and  an  ofi'cr  was 
made  to  apologise,  the  defendant  in  that 
case  should  be  at  liberty  to  pay  a  sum  of 
money  into  court;  and  if  the  defendant 
was  not  satisfied  but  went  on,  the  verdict 
with  costs  should  go  for  the  defendant,  un- 
less the  jury  were  of  opinion  that  the  sum 
offered  was  insufficient.  Such  an  enact- 
ment would,  as  he  believed,  give  much 
satisfaction  to  respectable  journalists,  and 
be  attended  with  great  public  good  in 
checking  frivolous  actions  for  libel.  The 
committee  were  struck  with  the  mon- 
strous anomaly  noticed  by  all  the  wit- 
nesses that  in  prosecutions  for  libel, 
the  truth  should  be  entirely  excluded 
in  justification,  although  the  indictment 
charges  the  libel  to  bo  false,  and  that  it 
should  be  frequently  Siiid,  the  greater  the 
truth  the  greater  the  libel.  This  pn)- 
ceeded  on  the  very  false  maxim,  that  the 
libel  was  only  to  be  condemned,  because  it 
tended  to  a  breach  of  the  peace.  The  fact 
was,  that  the  libel  was  to  be  condemned 
as  a  private  injury  to  a  private  individual ; 
that  a  wrong  was  done,  and  an  injury  in- 
flicted upon  a  perbon  who  was  entitled  to 
])rotection ;  and  the  jx^rson  who  did  that 
wrong  ought  to  be  punishable  bylaw.  Libel 
was  a  crime,  as  a  theft  was  a  crime,  or  as 
assaulting  an  individual  was  a  crime,  and 
the  party  libelled  ought  to  have  his  remedy 
at  law  for  the  injury  sustained.  It  ap- 
peared to  the  committee,  and  they  hiul  re- 
ported accordingly,  that  if  there  was  no- 
thing in  the  publication  complained  of,  but 
what  was  true,  and  what  the  ])ublic  (»ught 
to  be  made  acquainted  with,  the  defendant 
ou«;ht  not  to  be  precluded  from  bringing 
evidence  to  prove  its  truth,  or  that  it  was 
matter  of  useful  iutcliigcncc.    The  recom- 


mendation of  the  committee^ 
was  that  the  proof  of  truth  aluMild  in  at 
case  be  excluded,  but  that  it  •hould  aol  It 
an  absolute  bar  in  criminal^  any 
in  civil  proceedings.  This  would  loava 
jury,  under  the  direction  of  the  jadgob 
power  of  deciding  (the  plea  of  truth  ~ 
proved)  whether  there  wa«.  or  was 
proper  occasion  to  publish  it ;  and  if 
jury  felt  that  the  object  of  the  par^  p 
lishing  was  a  malicious  one— was  that  sf 
raking  up  what  ought  to  be  fiwgotten,  sal 
of  msS^iug  notorious  personal  infirmitaBS  ai 
which  the  public  had  no  interest  of  sa* 
tacking  the  feelings  of  a  fiuoily  hy 
ing  what  may  be  true,  but  oi^fat  ta 
forgotten,  concerning  any  member  of  il 
if  this  were  the  opinion  of  the  jury, 
would  find  the  defendant  guilty,  and  la 
would  be  punished  aocxirdingly.  The; 
subject  was  the  classification  qf 
Great  complaint  had  been  made,  that  sB 
libels,  however  varying  in  criminality* 
in  point  of  law  considered  the 
fence,  and  liable  to  the  same 
The  committee  proposed  to  divide 
into  three  classes.  The  first  and 
aggravated  was  a  class  of 
heinous  and  atrocious  that,  morally 
ing  transportation  itself  would  be  aia.il 
adequate  punishment  for  them :  he 
where  an  attempt  was  made  to 
money  by  the  threat  of  libelling  an  a 
dual  or  a  member  of  his  family^  and  the 
was  published  because  the  money 
l^aid.  The  proposal  of  the  committee  wi 
the  {Kirty  convicted  of  this  ofienoe  ihouHhs 
subject  to  fine,  and  imprisonment  fiir 
years,  accompanied  with  hard 
The  next  class  was  where  the  lihd 
li^hed  was  false,  and  the  libeller 
to  be  false.  This  was  aho  a  most 
vated  ofience,  though  divested 
of  the  worst  features  of  the  "flSm^  j^ 
had  before  described.  They  propossd 
for  this  the  punishment  should  be  fina 
imprisonment  for  two  years.  Thethhd 
was,  that  in  which  it  was  not  pmrod 
the  defendant  knew  the  libd  to  be 
though  it  was  published  with  an  inl 
to  injure,  and  maliciously.  It 
posed,  that  the  punishment  for  this 
be  fine  and  one  year's  imprisonment. 
committee   wished  to   establish 


knew  % 


class,  the  punishment  for  which  8houhl«|a^ 
fine  without  imprisonment;  but  ths^i^j 
not  been  able  to  define  this  fourth 
as  not  to  exclude  those  olfcnoct  w 
committee  thought  oueht,  at  the  i 
of  the  courts  to  be  punished  with  * 
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ment  as  well  as  fine.  The  next  subject 
which  the  committee  had  considered  was 
the  publication  of  the  proceedings  of  courts 
of  justice,  and  of  the  two  Houses  of  Par- 
liament. With  reganlj  first,  to  the  publi- 
cation of  the  proceedings  of  courts  of  jus- 
tice, it  had  been  held  by  several  decisions, 
that  when  the  report  of  those  proceedings 
was  fair  and  bona  Jidc  no  action  could  lie 
for  the  publication.  A  different  doctrine, 
however,  had  sometimes  prevailed,  and  it 
had  been  questioned  whether  such  a  publi- 
cation was  legal.  That  doubt  ought  to  be 
set  at  rest.  With  regard  to  publishing  the 
proceedings  of  the  two  Houses  of  Parlia- 
ment, it  had  been  found  expedient,  that 
they  should  be  made  known  to  all  the 
world.  Accordingly  the  publication  was 
now  permitted  with  the  sanction  of  both 
Houses  of  Parliament.  Was  it  then  fair, 
that  the  proprietors  of  newspapers  should 
be  subject  to  have  actions  brought  against 
them  for  publishing  what  appeared  to  be  a 
fair  report  of  the  proceedings  of  Parlia- 
ment ?  The  committee  were  unanimously 
of  opinion  that  it  was  unfair,  and  that  it 
ought  to  be  declared  that  the  conductors  of 
all  publications  should  not  be  liable  to  pro- 
secution for  publishing  fair  accounts  of  the 
proceedings  of  the  Houses  of  Parliament 
at  any  time  when  strangers  were  allowed 
to  be  present.  It  was  at  all  times  compe- 
tent for  the  Members  of  either  House  to 
move  that  strangers  be  excluded  when  the 
proceedings  could  not  be  reported,  without 
a  breach  of  privilege.  Then  with  regard 
to  the  publication  of  exparte  police  reports, 
about  which  doubts  had  been  expressed,  the 
committee  had  concluded,  after  an  ex- 
amination of  some  police  magistrates,  that 
as  it  was  known,  that  these  proceedings 
were  exparte,  and  did  not  necessarily  in- 
jure private  character,  it  was  of  public  ad- 
vantage that  these  proceedings  should  be 
published.  The  publication  was  an  aux- 
iliary to  the  police,  and  it  led  to  the  disco, 
very  and  detection  of  criminals.  He  wished 
it,  however,  to  be  distinctly  understood, 
that  the  committee  excepted  those  extraor- 
dinary proceedings  which  were  wholly  ex- 
par  ie  and  wholly  unwarranted,  which  took 
place  when  persons  went  before  magistrates 
to  ask  what  they  called  advice,  and  which 
proceedings  ought  not  to  take  place,  be- 
cause they  were  cases  in  which  the  magis- 
trates had  no  jurisdiction.  Under  the 
pretence  of  asking  advice,  very  often  state- 
ments were  made  of  a  most  libellous  cha- 
racter, and  were  often  made  only  for  the 
purpose  of  extortiog  monejr, .  The  magis- 


trates, he  repeated,  in  such  cases  had  no 
jurisdiction,  and  could  confer  no  privilege 
and  no  immunity.  There  was  another 
subject,  which  came  before  the  committee 
— namely,  the  proof  which  ought  to  be 
given,  in  order  to  establish  the  responsi- 
bility of  a  party  when  the  publication  was 
made  by  his  agent.  It  had  been  held,  and 
this  was  considered  a  harsh  decision,  that 
the  purchase  of  a  copy  of  a  book  or  news- 
paper at  the  shop  or  office  of  the  defen- 
dant, was  not  only  prima  facie,  but 
conclusive  evidence  of  the  publication  and 
of  the  responsibility.  The  defendant  was 
not  allowed  to  prove  by  evidence,  that 
he  knew  nothing  of  the  contents  of  the 
publication,  and  could  not  by  possibility 
be  aware  of  it ;  and  that  the  libel  had  been 
printed  or  sold  against  his  express  orders. 
The  committee  proposed,  that  sdfter  a  prima 
facie  case  had  been  made  out,  it  should  be 
competent  for  a  defendant  to  prove,  that 
the  publication  was  without  his  orders,  or 
contrary  to  his  orders,  and>  that  under  the 
circumstances,  it  was  impossible  for  him 
to  have  directed  or  sanctioned  it.  Another 
point  to  which  the  attention  of  the  com- 
mittee had  been  directed,  was  the  grievance 
which  arose  in  many  cases  where  a  party, 
instead  of  bringing  a  civil  action  proceeded 
by  a  criminal  prosecution ;  if  he  brought  a 
civil  action  he  was  liable  to  costs^  and  the 
party  against  whom  he  proceeded  impro- 
perly, was  indemnified  by  those  costs,  but 
if  he  proceeded  by  indictment  or  criminal 
information,  the  party  who  was  unjustly 
prosecuted  was  saddled  with  heavy  costs, 
and  had  no  remedy  whatever.  The  com. 
mittee  proposed,  that  in  all  prosecutions  by 
indictment  or  criminal  information  for  pri- 
vate libel,  if  there  should  be  a  verdict  for 
the  defendant  he  should  be  entitled  to  re- 
cover costs^  to  be  taxed  by  the  proper 
officer  of  the  court.  There  was  an- 
other subject  to  which  the  committee  had 
directed  their  attention.—  namely,  the 
course  to  be  adopted  when  there  was 
a  series  of  trials  upon  the  same  indict- 
ment arising  out  of  the  same  transaction. 
Should  persons  be  permitted  to  publish  any 
part  of  the  proceedings  until  the  whole  oif 
the  proceedings  were  concluded  ?  Judges 
had  sometimes  intimated  and  made  an 
order  that  no  part  of  such  proceedings 
should  be  publi^ed  until  the  whole  pro- 
ceedings were  concluded ;  but  of  late  years 
that  mode  had  been  departed  from,  and 
there  was  a  general  opinion  that  such 
orders  were  ineffectual.  They  coold  not 
be  enforced.    Tbere  would  still  be  partial 
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and  surreptitiaus  reports.    The  report  of 
the  committee  adopted  this  Opinion^  and 
thought  the  publication  should  take  place. 
In  the  case  of  Courvoisier,  the  publication  of 
his  trial  during  its  progress  hud  materially 
facilitated  the  conviction  of  that  offender. 
The  publication,  then,  of  the  proceedings 
during  a  trial  Was  Very  advitnti^eous;  it 
was  tantamount  to  enlarging  the  court  and 
admitting  all  the  public  to  witness  its  pro- 
ceedings*   It  was  proposed  to  render  it  law- 
ful, while  a  trial  Was  going  on«  to  publish 
from  time  to  time  an  account  of  the  Jito- 
ceedings.    It  must  always,  hoWever,  be  re- 
membered  that   Such  a  flagitiods  offence 
as  publishing  partial  atid  improper  reports, 
would  render  the  parties  making  those  par- 
tial reports  liable  to  a  criminal  information. 
There  was  only  one  other  subject  he  would 
mention  before  he  concluded.     He  alluded 
to  the  conduct  of  those  disreputable  papdts, 
some  of  which  were  published  in  the  me- 
tro^iolis^  though  he  would  not  t!ame  them. 
This  subject  tiad  been  considered  by  the 
committee,  though  they  hild  not  re€[uired 
the  parties  to  come  before  theiii,  as  that 
would  have  been  asking  them  to  criminate 
themselres.     But  there  Were  various  pub- 
lications, no  one  doubtedi  which  were  con- 
ducted on  the  principle  of  liting  by  slander. 
He  way  sotry  to  say  they  laid  their  ac« 
count  with  making  money  by  taking  away 
character  and  circulating  the  foulest  libels, 
'fhey  set  at  defiance  the  parties  they  in. 
jured,  and  the  way  they  did  it  was  this^ 
they  entered  the  name  of  a  mere  man  of 
straw  as  the  responsible  party  at  the  Stamp- 
office,  who  had  no  property  in  the  ])apet. 
If  an  action  were  brought  and  damages 
recovered  there  was  no  advantage  sained. 
The  party  responsible  had  not  a  shiiung  on 
whicli  to  levy  the  damages  awarded.     If 
the  party  did  not  abscond  he  went  to  gaol, 
and  the  party  wlio  was  injured  had  the 
jxior  satisiaction  of  keeping  the  scape-goat 
in  prison.    It  was  suggested  as  an  effectual 
remedy   for  this  enormous  evil-*- by  the 
manager  of  one  of  the  respectable  daily 
Journals  of  tlio  metropolis — that  the  se- 
curity now  given  to  the  Stamp-office,  to 
answer  for  the   payment   of   the   stamp 
duties,  should  extend  to  pay  for  all  damaecs 
which  a  verdict  of  a   court  might  give 
against  any   paper.      No   newspaper  but 
must  now   give  such   security   before  it 
could  be  established,  and  it  was  suggested, 
that  when  the  security   should  be  made 
answerable  for  damages,  and  ]iart  of  it  ap- 
propriated to   pay    those   awarded   b?  ^ 
court  of  law,  thai  tba  socoxJty  sho"^ 


be  kept  up  to  ito  full  amoaHL  He 
reason  to  believe  that  lio  re^tpectebfejtflflHf 
wotild  make  any  objection  td  ibst 
tion.  A  jootiial  was  wanenltf  eaC 
eithet  by  a  gentleman  hating  cttntal  H 
own,  and  who  could  find  no  dlfflcidty  ^^ 
could  make  no  objectioil  to  gite  tlM  iMfittk 
security  •  or  if  the  neW^iaptf  i#M«  l9  li 
started  by  any  rcspectaUe  gMifkMait^  4Hl^ 
was  Aot  himself  iii  posscsaion  of  Mr^tf,- 
but  who  had  habits  and  alilitiea  to 
such  a  publication,  he  would  liste  no 
culty  in  finding  the  required  aecfutHf. 
conceived,  then,  that  nthoAf  wodU 
plain  of  such  an  enafetitient  as  fC|NHH| 
in  the  smallest  degree  fitt  dfneuai&ii^  • 
OS  having  any  tendency  to  ^te  A  iauilu|iHy 
to  any  description  of  pefaonf»  di*  m  |M» 
ventinff  any  pefsoii  in  the  oOimtty^ 
might  be  desirous  of  it,  ftom 
joufnals  fo  expoiind  thdr  ophliotia  10 
political  admirers.  It  would  be  M 
ship,  and  it  Would  have  the  filoat 
effect  of  crushing  those  injdrioili  feMh 
cations,  and  puttine  an  l^nd  tO  tw  iN 
famous  system  to  which  lie  bad 
llie  report  which  he  should  Iniire  tbe 
to  present  contained  propantlons  Id 
effect  he  had  stated.  He  hoped  WhM 
iiordships  should  have  peniaed  it  th«l  HKf 
wbuld  approve  of  it  Me  hoped,  too,  tbilW 
public  would  think  that  they  Wtte 
by  the  efforts  of  the  committee;  at  all 


they  might  have  the  satisfactiott  of  halHj} 
that  the  investigation  had  caused  no  pttk 
expense,  for  of  all  the  witnesaei  Am  Btt^ 
mittee  had  examined  only  otie  cUniiifl  Mf* 
muncration.  The  committee  tfifig^ii  IJKk 
ouffht  not  to  be  remunerated^  ai  ho 
living  in  London,  had  volunteefed 
dence  and  was  detained  onlt  half 
under  examination,  and  his  evideliofe 
tainly  was  not  the  most  valuable  Aef 
fccdved.  He  proposed,  after  tbe  lepolt 
been  in  their  Lordships'  hands,  to 
bill  which  he  should  have  the  honour  loj^ 
sent  to  the  House.  Of  courae  not  Mf 
of  their  Ixirdships  who  had  not  been  Oft  \ 
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committee,  but  also  all  the  mclnblM  df  fl| 
committee,  would  be  entirely  at  UbeflT  II 
express  any  opinion  they  migfat  tMflk  tk 
upon  any  portion  of  the  bilL  Tha  H/tk 
he  should  have  the  honour  to  pCeaonAMl 
not  been  dissented  from  br  a  ain«  M 
of  the  committee ;  but  the  meinlieN  af  I 
committee  were  by  no  means  pledajed 
they  saw  the  provisiont  embodied  iMI 
bill  not  to  olject  to  any  of  wbidl  IbeJ^ifl^ 
ap    Tvcd.     1^'-  that  tbe  ajHMI 
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vesligated  by  a  committee  00  numerous, 
so  intelligent,  and  so  laboriougi  who  bad 

Jeed,  without  dissent,  to  the  propoutions 
the  report— he  trusted  the  bill  which 
was  to  be  founded  upon  it  would  receive 
their  Lordships'  approbation,  and  having 
become  the  law  of  the  land,  would  be  found 
of  great  benefit  to  the  public.  The  noble 
and  learned  Lord  then  laid  upon  the  Table 
the  report  of  the  committee. 

Their  Lordships  on  the  motion  o^  the 
Duke  of  Wellington  adjourned  till  Friday 
the  9th  inst. 

Report  laid  on  the  Table  and  ordered  to 
be  printed. 

HOUSE  OF  COMMONS, 
Friday,  Jwne  %  1843. 

MfivirTCB.]    BrtiA    PuLUeA-V-  CoraiAQm  f Mioiate. 

r    Awiied  Tazeif  Canidf,  ete.  Whot  Importetioii. 

/i^porMl.— Churoh  Eadowment  i  AtdmMUj  Laadt  t  Cofy* 
hold  and  Customary  Tenuic 

Private.-^l*'  Dnmipdfer  Railway. 

Reported, -^PaiOef  Munitfpri  ilAlM;  BoKon  WiM 
Worka ;  Beaumont  Reienroiri  UoB  Walaff  Wotks  t  K«»- 
dalTs  Divorce  I  Great  Bromloy  lodosure;  Qlmgpw  Po> 
lice  ;  Leighton  BuHard  lodotafb 
3*-  mad  pMRd: -^CSialgniVO  MlloMM;  BdMMMf 
Railway. 
PiTiTioifs  PaaMiTTKi).  i^y  Lord  John  Rumell,  Mr. 
Cfli>ian»  anil  Star  John  Iastliop4»  ftoin  LdMater  nd 
othfla  plaees,  for  tha  TnMl  and  IwiXMala  R«|ieal  of  m 
Com  and  Provisioa  Lawa.— By  MaMra.  DaoLf  B.  Woodt 
Aglionby,  F.  Baring,  Ward,  0.  Berkeley,  SiholefiakU 
J.  H.  Langfltm,  Hayter,  Cdbden,  Rksardo,  Hhidtey, 
Labouehere,  T*  Duneomke,  Bmart*  C  ^nOtafa,  aad  P. 
Howard,  Dr.  Bowriag,  Lords  /.  Ruasdl,  and  H.  Vaae, 
Sirs  J.  Casihope,  R.  Philippe,  and  G.  Stamton,  ftoaa  a 
gmrt  nomber  of  plaeca,  agatart,  attd  by  Lonf  EHngafmoti, 
Lord  CKve,  awl  Sir  R.  H.  ImRs,  from  itee  ptaoaa  hi 
favour  at,  the  Faetoriea  BUli^-By  Meaan.  Baikal^  Draz, 
Miles,  and  Stuart  Wortky,  Anom  the  county  of  iVorfclk, 
and  etevoB  other  plaees,  ^gataat  the  Canada  Com  fiilf.>- 
By  Mr.  T.  Duaoombe,  ftoai  Sliefllild,  ^galnsr  the  IfMk 
Arms  Bill ;  and  from  other  piaoes,  frr  the  Rdaaaa  of 
Cooper  and  other  Chartlsta.— By  (Captain  Pochdl,  fitom 
Brlghtm,  to  the  aame  ellfeoL-->pjram  Ctaobridge,  and 
the  Isle  of  Ely,  a^dnat  ttie  Banlwffey  Aa^-Ffott 
Ringston-upon-Hul),  andoUier  plaoea,  against  the  County 
Coarts  BUL— .From  Chamber  of  Caodmnoe  at  Klqgrton- 
npon-HoD,  Btmihi^bflm,  U^erponi,  add  otfbr  pladea,  in 
flavour  of  Rowland  HilTs  Plan  of  PeaialBae  InfummmBH. 
—From  Kendal,  for  Abolishing  the  Duty  on  Wot^.-^ 
From  Mancfie«ter,  in  Ikvour  of  SdtttUltf  Sodadea  BilL 
—From  Suaanna  Beavefoft  md&Omg,  a^alMt  fmpriaoa- 
mcnt  fbff  Debt.— From  Charfet  RoHay,  i^gaiast  tiw  Law 
of  Primogeniture— By  Mr.  9.  Crawford,  from  KOkenny, 
Trim,  Dooeraik;,  and  Banyaaitioft,  agabist  the  Irish 
Poorlaiws.— From  LkiliAgow,  fof  flba  beMii  faynMttt. 
of  Sehoohnaitess  Bi  Sooclaad. 

Registration  (I hklaxd).]  Mt^Skeil 
begged  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Bafooft  the 
Secietary  for  the  Home  I>epartfiienf  whe- 
ther it  is  the  intention  of  the  GofemiUent 
to  bring  in  an  Irish  regitttation  bill  tbitf 
Session y  and,  if  so,  at  what  ^iod  ? 

Sir  J»  Graham :  The  Goremment  con- 
tinues to  be  of  the  opinios  which  it  has 
freqittAtly  ted  decidedly  eitfuamAf  tlnl 


an  alteration  in  the  registration  of  voters 
in  Ireland  is  necessary.  We  have  di- 
rected our  attention  to  the  subject,  and 
the  consideration  which  we  have  given  to 
it  has  convinced  us  that  any  amended 
system  of  registration  in  Ireland  couM 
not  fail  to  effect  a  considerable  diminution 
of  the  county  constituency  in  that  pari 
of  the  United  Kingdom*  It  is  not  the 
wish  of  the  Grovernment,  that  either  di- 
rectly or  indirectly,  any  such  effect  should 
be  produced.  We  have  found  it  neces- 
sary, therefore,  not  only  lo  direct  our 
attention  to  an  amended  system  of  regis- 
tration  in  Ireland — a  task  which  would  be 
comparatively  easy,  inasmuch  as  the  mea- 
sure would  be  founded  on  the  model  of  the 
amended  system  for  England,  which  hasal- 
ready  rceived  the  sanction  of  both  Houses 
of  Parliament,  and  is  now  the  law  of  the 
land — but,  entertaining  the  views  wc  do 
with  respect  to  the  county  constituency, 
it  would  be  necessary  to  combine  with 
that  measure  some  compensation  for  the 
diminution  of  the  county  constituency 
which  the  amended  system  of  registration 
would  cause.  With  a  view  to  provide  a 
compensation  of  this  nature,  the  Govern- 
ment directed  their  attention  to  the  system 
of  rating  under  the  Poor-law— a  system 
founded  on  valuation.  We  believed  that 
that  system  of  valuation  was  sound,  and 
might  be  made  the  foundation  of  a  mea- 
surd  i  but  the  fight  hon.  Gentleman  and 
the '  House  musV  be  aware,  from  a  bill 
which  has  been  read  a  first  and  second 
time,  and  now  stands  for  committal,  that 
the  system  of  valuation  in  Ireland  has 
been  proved  by  experience  to  be  defective. 
So  far  from  one  general  principle  of 
valuation  having  been  adopted,  as  it  was 
hoped  woold  be  the  ease  when  the  Irish 
Poor-law  Act  was  passed,  we  find  that  the 
valuation  has  varied  in  different  k>cali(iaa 
to  the  extent  of  35  per  centr,  according  to 
the  caprice  and  will  of  different  boards 
of  guardians.  An  mipcftant  daase  h«s 
been  iotroduced  into  the  Irish  Poor-law 
:  Amendment  Act  on  the  svbject  of  valna« 
tioB.  The  claase  coatains  a  provision, 
that  tlie  valaatioB  shall  be  under  the  cor- 
trsl  of  the  central  authority,  and  that  it 
shall  be  taken  under  a  general  sdieme^ 
applicable  to  all  Ireland*  My  answer  ta 
the  question  put  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, theiif  is  this,  that  the  GrovemnieDt 
adhere  to  their  intention  of  providing  atf 
ameodad  system  of  registration  for  Ire- 
ilaiid>  M^fllltes«MtMia^tlMy  wisii to 
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make  compenialion  Tor  the  diminution  of 
(he  county  conilituency  whicli  would  be 
caufed  by  such  a  measure  ;  nni,  thercrorc, 
before  they  introduce  a  bill  on  the  sub- 
ject they  are  anxious  to  have  the  opinii>ii 
of  the  House  upon  (he  clause  respecting 
valuation  in  the  Poor-law  Amendment 
Bill  to  nhich  I  have  referred,  i  can 
assure  the  House,  that  Government  has 
not  lost  sight  of  ihis  subject ;  indeed,  a 
bill  on  the  subject  has  been  pre|>ared  and 
is  almost  ready  for  iniroduciion,  subject 
to  the  decision  of  the  House  on  the  chjuiu 
in  the  Irish  Poor-law  Amendment  13ill. 

Mr.  Skeil:  The  right  hon.  Baronet  has 
omitted  to  answer  one  part  of  my  ques- 
tion; I  wish  to  know  what  the  right  bon. 
Baronet's  opinion  is  as  to  the  probability 
or  certainty  of  his  being  able  to  introduce 
the  bill  during  the  present  Session. 

Sir  J.  Graham  :  It  is  indispensably  ne- 
cessary that  the  clause  in  the  Poor-law 
Amendment  Bill  should  bediscussed  and  de- 
cided on  by  the  House  before  I  can  6nally 
determine  on  tbe  introduction  of  the  bill. 

Appointment  offered  to  Mr. 
O'CoNMELL — Ireland.]  Sir  R.  I'eel 
moved  that  the  House  on  its  rising  should 
adjourn  to  Thursday  next. 

Lord  J.  RusscU :  1  will  take  this  op- 
portunity of  giving  an  explanation  re- 
tinecting  a  statement  which  I  hare  seen  in 
the  newspapers,  purportin>;  to  be  an  ac- 
ununt  of  something  which  passed  in  this 
House,  and  1  will  then  proceed  to  offer  a 
few  observations  on  the  present  state  of 
affairs  io  Ireland.  It  appears  to  have 
been  several  times  stated  that  the  late  Co- 
vcrnmcDt  offered  the  office  of  Chief  Baron 
to  Mr.  O'Connell.  The  fact  is,  that  the 
lute  Government  uffeied  that  Gentleman 
only  the  oflice  of  Master  of  the  Kolls, 
whicIi  Sir  Michael  O'Loghlen  was  about 
to  vacate  fw  that  of  Chief  Baron.  I  am 
not  DOW  going  to  enter  into  the  reasons 
which  induced  the  Govcrnnictit  to  make 
that  ofiijr ;  but  if  any  animadversions 
should  be  made  upon  it,  1  shall  at  all  times 
be  ready  to  defend  it.  1  will  now  toueh 
upon  the  other  subject  to  wbicli  I  have 
already  adverted,  namely,  what  appears  to 
mc  to  be  the  extraordinary  state  of  affairs 
with  KSpect  to  the  Gorernmeut  and  this 
House  relative  to  Ireland.  We  arc  tuld 
every  day  of  new  regimcnt.s  going  orcr  to 
Ireland — of  large  roioforccments  of  troops 
being  sent  there.  Wc  arc  tolil  of  military 
prepanttioiis  being  nude  at  Dublin  C 


and  this  day  it  is  stated.  In  u  artids  hm 
an  Irish  paper,  that  Ad  linl  BowIciW 
repaired  to  the  Irish  coast,  ud  ww  b 
have  war  steamers  under  hia  oaammA 
The  Government  must  be  avare  tbit  At 
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ber  of  persons  who  have  the  eoaMean  tf 
the  people  of  Ireland,  must  pnxlu—  n<i  k> 
juriouB  e&L-ct  io  various  ways.  Tii  Ifce  bM 
place,  these  proceedings  verci  nhiilalfi> 
create  considerable  alarm  ;  and  in  the  Mil 
place,  ihcy  must  add  to  IIk  r 
tioo,  which  it  is  the  object  of  1 
and  the  Government  to  diicoiirwe,  Ui^ 
again,  it  is  necessary  to  considBrboir  that 
proceedings  bear  upon  tbe  votaa  wUch  «■ 
have  given  during  tbe  present  Ses^OB  h  k 
committee  of  supply.  Manir  U«l^^ 
and  I  among  them,  voted  for  the  catiaMB 
proposed  by  the  Goremmeat,  bcinf  tf 
opinion  that,  as  hostilities  Iiad  ao  noorf^ 
ceased   iu   China  and  other   i 

would  not  be  reasonable  to  p  

reductions,  but  still  faofnng  that  tbaGfti 
veroment  themselves  would,  frn 
time,  prudently  and  cautioiulf  n 

retrenchments  as  tbe  puhlic  aerTi        

admit  of,  BO  as,  in  some  meamr^  to  (ifA 
the  deficiency  in  the  revenue,  whkh  fia 
much  lamented.  I,  on  one  occaM^  Mk 
the  liitcrty  of  expressing  nyveir  te-  Atf 
effect  in  the  House,  a^  I  unfaaMft 
from  the  cheers  of  the  right  ban.  Baaiirt 
at  the  head  of  the  Oarenunai^  tM-te 
concurred  in  the  view  I  tmA  on  that  ftUt 
but  it  must  be  obvious  that  if  we  m^t 
keep  up  a  large  force  for  ths  pupMi^ 
maintaining  peace  in  Ireland,  no  aock  ik 
jcct  as  tliat  1  have  referred  to  can  h*ai> 
ried  into  effect.  I  say,  therefim,  Aita 
the  ground  of  the  impoli^  of  CBHliM| 
alarm  ;  on  the  ground  of  the  impoliK^ 
increasing  excitement,  which  it  in  At 
sirable,  rather,  by  every  meana,  im  Utr 
courage  and  diminish  ;  and  oa  the  naHl 
of  the  impolicy  of  keeping  up  Uiae  nili 
tary  and  naval  catabliahmcnts,  whi^  i|  k 
imjmrtant  to  reduce  as  quickly  aa  Mi^k 
—on  :ill  these  grounds  the  meaaonnsSS 
have  becu  lately  taken  by  the  GBver^Hi^ 
nxjuirc  some  explanation,  in  order  to|^ 
duec  the  House  to  sanctkn  them,  ^fl 
have  already  intimated,  I  lay  we  an  qrft 
juHlifictl  in  now  jireasing  the  C 
for  any  statement  of  circu  nst 
their  knowledge  which  may  hi 
adoption  of  thuac  measures  ne 
I  must  declare  *  1 1  have  1  icard  of  ■ 
Ui  airith] 
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who  have  lately  come  from  Ireland,  and 
who  are  best  informed  as  to  the  state  of 
that  country — which  seems  to  my  mind  to 
justify  those  measures.  I  trust,  therefore, 
that  the  Ministers  of  the  Crown,  who  have 
been  entrusted  with  the  disposal  of  large 
forces,  who  are  entrusted  likewise  with  the 
power  of  dismissing  magistrates — from  the 
responsibility  of  which  I  hope  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  the  Secretary  for  the  Home 
Office  does  not  mean  to  shrink,  and  to 
throw  it  upon  the  Lord  Chancellor  for 
Ireland — will  make  some  statement  to  the 
House  in  justification  of  the  policy  which 
they  have  pursued.  If  they  should  not 
think  proper  to  do  so,  I  think  it  may  Ite 
necessary  to  ask  for  the  opinion  of  the 
House  with  respect  to  the  policy  they  have 
pursued  towards  Ireland.  I  am  not  pre- 
pared to  give  notice  of  any  motion  on  the 
subject  at  present,  but  I  find  that  the  Go- 
vernment intend  to  propose  no  measures 
with  regard  to  Ireland,  except  the  Arms 
Bill  and  the  Registration  Bill — of  which, 
by  the  by,  the  prospect  is  very  distant — I 
shall,  in  no  very  long  time  after  the  recess, 
move  an  Address  to  the  Crown,  expressing 
the  opinion  of  the  House  with  respect  to 
the  policy  pursued  towards  Ireland  by  the 
Government. 

Sir  R,  Peel :  I  am  disposed  to  consider 
the  observations  which  have  fallen  from 
the  noble  Lord  rather  as  a  notice  of  his 
future  intentions,  than  at  intended  to  pro- 
voke a  debate  on  the  present  occasion  on 
the  matters  to  which  he  has  referred.  1 
am  sure  the  House  will  feel  that,  after  a 
continued  debate  of  three  nights  on  a 
measure  immediately  connected  with  the 
peace  of  Ireland,  which  led  to  discussion 
on  several  matters  connected  with  the 
Government  and  present  condition  of  that 
country,  it  would  not  be  consistent  with 
the  convenience  of  the  House  now  to  enter 
on  a  fresh  debate  upon  the  same  subject; 
The  noble  Lord  and  the  House  must  feel, 
that  it  is  the  first  doty  of  the  Government 
to  provide  for  the  maintenance  of  the 
public  tranquillity.  The  noble  Lord  also 
must  know,  that  nothing  can  be  more  un- 
wise than  to  place  reliance  on  every  rumour 
collected  from  the  newspapers.  I  must 
guard  the  House  against  supposing  that 
these  reports,  in  every  case,  rest  upon  a 
solid  foundation,  or  that  they  are  not  in 
many  instances  erroneous.  I  will  not  now 
say  a  word  with  respect  to  the  dismissal 
of  the  magistrates ;  I  think  it  would  be 
very  inconvenient  to  anticipate  discussion 


on  that  subject.  I  cannot»  however^  help 
reminding  the  noble  Lord,  that  when  the 
Government  with  which  he  was  connected 
was  in  power,  they  attached  to  much  im- 
portance to  demonstrating  their  intention 
to  maintain  the  legislative  union,  that  the 
Lord-lieutenant  appointed  by  them,  and 
having  their  full  confidence,  felt  it  his 
duly  to  make  a  public  notification  of  a 
very  peculiar  and  unusual  character.  Lord 
Fortescue  distinctly  notified  that  no  favour 
on  the  part  of  the  Crown  should  be  con- 
ferred on  those  who  encouraged  meetings, 
or  otherwise  took  part  in  the  repeal  move- 
ment. Upon  that  occasion  Lord  Fortescue 
distinctly  notified  that  every  person  who 
took  an  active  part  in  favour  of  repeal 
should  incur  the  penalty  of  civil  disability, 
because  it  would  be  impossible  for  any 
such  person  to  obtain  an  appointment 
under  the  Crown.  The  noble  Lord  must 
bear  in  mind  that  the  Repeal  of  the  Union 
has  been  considered  by  all  Governments 
as  a  question  of  a  very  peculiar  character, 
and  although  it,  doubtless,  is  competent 
to  any  Member  to  propose  the  Repeal  of 
the  Union  in  this  House,  yet  the  conduct 
of  the  late  Government  shows  that  the 
active  supporters  of  that  question  ought  to 
be  looked  upon  with  disapprobation. 
Whenever  the  noble  Lord  shall  feel  dis- 
posed to  bring  the  subject  of  our  policy 
towards  Ireland  under  the  consideration 
of  the  House,  I  trust  that  the  Government 
will  be  able  to  vindicate  the  course  which 
it  has  pursued. 

Mr.  Hume  expressed  his  surprise  at  the 
statement  of  the  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  London,  that  the  late  Government  bad 
not  made  Mr.  O'Connell  an  offer  of  the 
ofiSce  of  Chief  Baron.  He  heard  Mr. 
O'Connell  state  publicly  in  that  House, 
without  contradiction,  that  the  offer  of 
that  office  had  been  made  to  him,  and  he 
had  repeated  the  same  thing  in  private. 
The  state  of  affairs  in  Ireland  was  such, 
that  Parliament  ought  not  to  lose  one 
hour  in  extracting  from  Government  an 
explanation  of  their  reasons  for  making 
such  formidable  preparations  as  were  now 
being  carried  on.  If  the  Government 
were  about  to  revert  to  the  old  practice  in 
Ireland,  and  govern  that  country  by 
coercion,  they  would  fail  to  establish  tran- 
quillity there.  The  right  hon.  Baronet 
said  that  the  House  had  been  occupied 
during  three  nights  in  discussing  the  state 
of  Ireland  and  the  policy  of  the  Govern- 
ment; but  that  was  not  the  fact.    The 
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right  hon.  Baronet  himself,  when  he  ad- 
dressed the  Home,  said  that  he  would 
confine  himself  strictly  to  the  one — 
subject  immediately  under  discussion 
the  Arms*  Bill.  It  appeared  to  him 
an  act  of  madness  on  the  part  of 
the  Government  to  take  their  present 
course.  When  a  different  system  was 
pursued,  Ireland  was' so  tranquil  that  one 
half  of  the  military  usually  maintained 
there  was  removed.  The  military  force  in 
Ireland  in  1793  was  8,500  men  ;  on  the 
occasion  to  which  he  referred  the  force 
was  reduced  to  within  a  thousand  of  that 
number,  and  he  recollected  Mr.  0*Connell 
stating  that,  if  necessary,  two  or  three 
more  regiments  might  immediately  be 
withdrawn  from  Ireland.  What  bad  pro- 
duced the  extraordinary  change  now 
apparent  ?  The  people  had  not  changed ; 
it  was  the  conduct  of  the  Government 
towards  the  people  that  had  changed. 
He  begged  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  before 
he  drove  the  country  to  civil  war,  into 
which  he  was  fast  precipitating  it,  to  con- 
sider the  situation,  not  only  of  Ireland, 
but  of  England.  We  were  in  a  state  of 
absolute  bankruptcy;  notwithstanding  the 
Income-tax,  the  revenue  was  two  millions 
and  a  half  below  the  ordinary  expenditure. 
Instead  of  reduction,  under  these  circum- 
stances, which  he  honestly  declared  he 
expected  from  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  he 
was  concentrating  a  large  naval  and  mili- 
tary force  in  Ireland.  The  Government 
were  taking  the  most  unconstitutional 
measures  to  create  a  rebellion  in  that 
country.  They  did  not  intend  it  certainlv ; 
but  there  was  no  rational  aoan  out  of  the 
House  who  would  not  say  that  they  were 
adding  to  the  excitement  by  the  course 
which  they  were  pursuing.  He  would  tell 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  what  he  ought  to 
do.  He  should  discountenance  the  strong 
party  feeling  that  existed  in  that  country, 
both  on  the  system  of  national  education 
and  on  all  other  subjects.  The  right  hon. 
Baronet  told  them  be  supported  the  sys- 
tem of  education  in  Ireland,  but  every 
man  appointed  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet's 
Government  to  a  high  dignity  in  the 
Church,  and  every  law  officer  of  the 
Crown,  were  men  who  had  done  every- 
thing in  their  power  to  oppose  that  sys- 
tem. 8o  long  as  the  lord  lieutenancy  was 
kept  up,  so  long  would  it  be  a  focus  for 
taction.  The  lord  lieutenancy  ought  to 
have  been  done  away  with  long  ago. 
Ireland  ought   to  be  incorporated   with 


England,  u  Scotland  was.'  As 
for  Kilkenny,  he  (  .  (  le) 
against  repeal,  and  naa  onitlad  no 
tunity  of  declaring  hit  beUef  that 
repeal  of  the  Union  would  be  inj 
alike  to  England  and  to  Ireland.  On 
motion  of  Lord  Althorp,  the  Ilneaa  if 
Commons  pledged  icaelf  to  aaeietaJB 
legislative  Union,  bnt  pledged  itadf  at 
same  time  to  redren  the  fciitiaeiija  af 
Ireland.  Had  that  been  dooe  t 
four  years  ago,  he  (Mr.  Haine) 
nounced  the  overgrown  Chaich 
ment  of  Ireland.  Since  theo  the 
had  been  robbed  of  one-fMith  ef 
tithes.  He  said  «« robbed,''  lor  he 
sidered  the  tithes  public  pcooeKy, 
thought  they  ought  not  to  have  heee  i 
to  the  landlords;  but  the  Chnreh 
still  monstrously  disproportioBed, 
believed  that  was  the  honest  opioiDoef 
every  Member  of  the  Hoii8e,oa  whichaiv 
side  he  might  sit.  Let  the  cmmm  ef 
grievance  be  removed,  and  the  GoeeM* 
ment  need  be  under  no  annrahnnaJBe  M 
to  the  violence  of  the  repealeri.  Far  Hi 
own  part,  he  should  hdd 
responsible  if  any  of  the  feriooa 
quences  should  occur  which  diej 
to  apprehend,  and  which  they  weie 
all  in  their  power  to  bring  eboot. 
population  of  Ireland  had  kmip 
patient,  but  justice  had  not  ~ 
them;  and  before  the 
recourse  to  measurea  of  sefnky, 
ought  to  have  auored  tbemielvea 
plages  of  Parliament  had  been 
Sir  R.  Peel  hoped  the  Hi 
allow  him  to  correct  a  mistake  Into 
the  hon.  Gentleman  seemed  to  have 
on  rather  an  important  point.  The 
Gentleman  admitted  that  the  ' 
had  declared  their  intention  to  aeppoetttf 
system  of  national  edncation,  bat  he  wSk 
that  the  Government  had  oonnlOMIIt 
that  declaration  by  selecting  Itar 


appointment  in  the  Church  end  the  IM 
persons  hostile  to  that  system.  He  neril 
state  the  facts  with  reqMct  to  the 
officers  of  the  Crown.  The  two 
cipal  law  officers  of  the  Crown 
Attorney-general  and  the  Soliettor 
Now,  it  was  of  great  importance  diai  A| 
Attorney-general  for  Ireland  ahodd  hipt 
a  seat  in  that  House.  The  high  eeafi^ 
mical  character  of  the  Atlomej-ifanflpl 
entiiled  him  to  become  a  candidalelDr^bl 
university  of  which  lie  «  a  menibeff:  |a 
was  then  intimated  to  i  m  ihet  Vll 
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would  not  oppose  the  system  of  national 
education  he  had  no  chance  of  success. 
The  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
communicated  the  substance  of  this  inti- 
mation to  him,  but  said  at  the  same  time 
that  he  should  feel  much  averse  to  giving 
such  a  pledge.  He  expressed  his  appro- 
bation at  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man*is  unwillingoess  to  pledge  himself  in 
the  manner  required  of  him ;  he  refused 
to  give  the  pledge,  and  was  appointed 
Attorney-general.  As  to  the  Soh'citor- 
general  for  Irelend,  he  was  one  of  those 
appointed  by  the  late  Government  to  act 
as  commissioners  for  conducting  the  sys- 
tem of  national  education.  He  must 
caution  the  House  against  allowing  itself 
to  be  misled  by  erroneous  statements  with 
respect  to  the  intention  of  the  Government. 
Mr.  M.  OTerrall  entreated  the  right 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  to  avail  them- 
selves of  the  approaching  holidays,  and  to 
prepare  a  statement  of  what  Iheir  inten- 
tions were.  There  was  a  large  part  of  the 
people  of  Ireland,  who,  while  they  fully 
agreed  with  others  of  their  countrymen, 
that  there  were  many  and  serious  griev- 
ances, yet  did  not  concur  with  them  as 
to  the  remedy  to  be  applied.  What  he 
wished  her  Majesty's  Government  to  do, 
was  to  put  those  who  were  opposed  to 
repeal  in  a  position  to  say  to  the  people  of 
Ireland,  that  the  Government  was  ready 
to  do  everything  it  could  do,  to  redress 
all  just  subjects  of  grievance.  There  was 
one  subject  that  had  been  much  misun- 
derstood. He  alluded  to  what  had  been 
called  fixity  of  tenure.  For  the  tenant  to 
wish  to  possess  himself  of  all  the  rights  of 
a  proprietor,  was  too  absurd  a  thing  to  be 
even  discussed ;  but  it  was  not  less  cer- 
tain that  there  was  much  in  the  existing 
law  between  landlord  and  tenant  that  re- 
quirecf  alteration.  At  the  last  meeting 
which  he  had  attended  of  the  commis- 
sioners for  inquiring  into  the  state  of  the 
poor  in  Ireland,  he  believed  it  was  in  1835 
— he  had  proposed  to  his  brother  commis* 
sioners  to  extend  their  inquiries  to  the 
laws  for  regulating  the  relations  between 
landlord  and  tenant,  for  he  was  satisfied, 
that  much  misery  and  crime  might  be 
traced  to  those  laws.  He  believed  it 
was  ail  unfortunate  circumstance  that 
that  inquiry  had  not  been  proceeded 
with.  It  was  a  question  fraught  with 
the  greatest  danger  to  the  peace  of  the 
country,  and  if  it  was  not  attended  to, 
the  consequence  would  be,  that  tba  at- 


tention of  a  large  part  of  the  population 
would  be  so  much  fastened  on  the  absur- 
dity  to  which  he  had  alluded,  that  it 
would  afterwards  be  difficult  to  dispose 
them  to  accept  of  a  more  reasonable  ar- 
rangement. The  fate  of  Ireland  depended 
very  much  on  the  conduct  of  Government, 
and  he  very  much  regretted  the  course 
which  they  seemed  at  present  disposed  to 
pursue.  He  thought,  after  all  these  large 
meetings  bad  been  allowed  to  proceed  to 
such  an  extent  without  any  intimation 
that  the  Government  intended  to  take 
any  steps  openly  to  discourage  them,  and 
after  the  public  mind  had  been  suffered  to 
be  excited  by  the  speeches  delivered  at 
those  meetings,  it  was  most  unwise  to 
come  forward  and  dismiss  magistrates 
who  had  attended  those  meetings.  It 
was  only  making  those  gentlemen  more 
popular  by  making  martyrs  of  them, 
whereas  if  a  previous  notice  had  been 
given  them  of  the  intentions  of  Govern- 
ment, they  would  probably  have  remained 
away  from  those  meetings,  or  would  have 
attended  them  only  as  spectators.  He 
would  entreat  her  Majesty^  Government 
seriously  to  consider  what  he  had  said. 

Mr.  Shaw  merely  rose  to  set  himself 
right  with  respect  to  one  or  two  facts 
that  bad  been  erroneously  stated.  He 
was  present  when  Lord  Fortescue  made 
his  declaration  on  the  subject  of  repeal, 
and  Lord  Fortescue  not  only  stated  that 
be  would  discouraee  the  agitation  of  that 
question,  but  said  be  would  carry  his  op- 
position to  the  utmost  extent  to  which 
Government  could  go,  and  would  with- 
hold every  kind  of  patronage  and  favour 
from  every  person  who,  in  any  way,  lent 
any  encouragement  to  that  movement* 
With  respect  to  the  system  of  national 
education,  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  were 
constantly  charging  the  Government  with 
appointing  bishops,  whose  opinbns  on 
that  subject  were  at  varianoe  with  those 
which  Government  acted  on.  Now,  there 
was  a  very  simple  reason  for  this.  He 
would  not  say,  whether  the  Irish  clergy 
were  right  or  wrong  in  the  view  they  took, 
but  he  dkl  not  believe  that  her  Majesty'i 
Government  could  have  found  any  person 
competent  in  every  other  respect  to  fill 
the  office  of  a  bishop  who  was  notopposed 
to  that  system  of  education*  With  respect 
to  his  (Mr.  Shaw's)  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Attorney-general,  he  (Mr.  Shaw)  had 
never  before  heard  that  it  had  been  pro« 
posed  to  bis  right  hon.  Friend  to  give  a 
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pledge  against  the  preient  syatein  ofedu 
cation,  but  lie  felt  quite  persuaded  iha 
the  proper  feeling  aod  independence  of 
his  right  hoD.  Friend  could  not  hate  al- 
lowed him  to  take  any  other  course  that 
the  one  he  had  taken.  If  the  coniti' 
tuency  had  asked  him  (Mr.  Shaw)  to  give 
such  a  pledge,  he  would  certainly  have 
refused  it.  At  the  same  time,  he  wai 
quite  surprised  to  hear  that  liis  rit;lit  lion. 
Friend  was  favourable  to  the  system  of 
national  education,  he  had  always  (houghi 
quite  the  reverse. 

Mr.  T.  B.  C.  SmUh  said,  as  his  name 
had  been  introduced  into  the  discussion, 
he  trusted  the  House  would  allow  him  tc 
make  a  fen  observations.  The  tiist  inti- 
mation which  he  received  with  regard  to 
the  representation  of  the  University  of 
Dublin  was  before  he  was  a  law  ofiicer  of 
the  Crown,andbeforeanyperson  was  aware 
that  he  was  to  receive  any  appointment 
from  the  Government ;  and  it  was  con- 
veyed in  a  letter  from  a  private  Gentleman 
connected  with  the  university,  who  stated 
that  there  was  a  strong  feeling  in  his 
bvour,  and  a  desire  that  he  should  be  put 
in  nomination  ;  and  required  to  know  from 
Iiitn  whether  or  nut  he  would  permit  him- 
self to  be  put  forward,  but  there  was  not 
one  syllabic  in  it  relating  to  his  opinions 
on  any  one  subject  Perhaps  that  was 
occasioned  by  the  fact  that  his  general 
political  views  were  known  from  fonoer 
occasions.  As  he  thought  it  possible  that 
there  might  he  some  miiconstiuction,  and 
he  had  made  it  a  rule  never  (o  attempt 
to  gain  an  advantage  for  himself  by 
practising  deception  on  any  man,  he 
wrote  in  reply  to  hii  friend  in  the  uni- 
versity, saying,  lest  the  gentlemen  there 
might  be  under  a  misapprehension  as  to 
his  views,  that  he  would  not  wish  to  be 
put  forward  if  he  should  be  expected  to 
oppose  tile  grant  to  MavDOoth  or  the  grant 
for  the  purpose  of  national  education. 
That  declaration  was  Toluntary  on  his 
part.  He  made  it  because  he  thought  it 
would  not  be  right  that  there  should  be  a 
requisition  to  him  under  a  misapprehen- 
sion. In  the  course  of  the  following  month 
he  was  appointe<l  to  the  office  of  Solicitor- 
general,  without  the  slightest  appjicntion 
having  been  made  on  his  behalf.  Un- 
der these  circumstances  he  acted  fairly 
^nd  openly,  and  stated  that  if  he  should 
be  returned  he  xhoiild  in  all  prnbabilily 
support  the  grants  for  national  education 
and  the  ('ollegc  of  Mayuooth.  The  requisU 
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tion  was  proceeded  with,  and  be  lu^  ithp 
believed,  a  majority  oT  the  electon  •itth 
the  walls  tA  the  univenity  j  tk  Mb 
roters,  consisting  prisdpallf  of  tfaa  dBK 
were  against  him;  but  ba  belioTal  4lt 
if  he  had  pled^  bimaelf  to  tmm 
the  system  of  national  edncatioti  oM^t 
grant  to  Mayuooth  Ctdl^e  ha  Mdk 
have  contested  the  reprewntotMU.  ^E 
ing  been  educated  within  the  walk  rf 
the  university,  there  was  a  feeliac  ■  IJB 
fovour  amongst  many  ot  the  *'wtBifc  hI 
the  clergy  would  have  been  satiiSBdif  |i 
would  have  promised  to  uipport  a  giaitlt 
the  Church  Education  Sooetv,  hot  ha  «« 
determined  not  to  be  ptedged  in  aar  « 
and  u Don  those  grounds  declarr^  '~  ~ 
liimself  as  a  candidate  for  the 
representing  the  Univerritjr. 

Mr.  Cnrdwell  thonght  it  woaU  tal 
been  more  expedient  had  there  faeaa  M 
magiitrates  dismissed.  He  thought,  flk 
large  class  of  persons  in  Ireland  ■!■■ 
lives  and  property  were  placed  ia  jifr 
pardy,  would  consider  that  the  boMb 
Uken  in  this  House  of  the  proeeedh^  || 
that  country  was  not  likely  to  atMyit 
pacify  the  agitation,  and  that  it  w^,  m 
the  contrary,  very  likely  lo  ezcita  a  it 
minds  of  large  claiies  there,  and  AA 
leaden  a  strong  impression  that  tbej  ^| 
the  sympathy  of  s  large  par^  is  M 
House  with  them.  M  thU  paitJdK 
moment  it  was  most  nudeiirable  thstiiff 
an  impresaion  should  go  ibrei  ~  " 

were  his  own  opinion  merclj, 
not  trouble  the  Home  with 
stated  it  because  it  was  the  _  _ 
great  number  of  persons  in  tbia'Hi 
Gounlry.  He  must  say, 
noble  Lord  was  prepared 
censure  on  the  Government, 
so  at  once — or  if  not  prepared  with  aa  1^ 
mediate  vote  of  censure,  he  ihould  hSt 
delayed  his  obiervatious  till  tha  a^B 
was  belter  understood.  "'*• 

Mr.    M.  J.  OCtmrntU  felt  [w 
that  when  any  body  of  men  were  l_ 
of  their  civil  privileges,  for  doinyS 
was  perfectly  legal  in  itself,  such  ian 
would  always  awaken  a  feeling  of  ■ 
pslhy  in  that  House,     He  helie¥«d,i 
all    parties   in  Ireland  felt  ■ 
when  Iheir  country  was  treated  i     _  _ 
justice,  they  would  be  rare  lo  meal  ^M' 
the  sympatliv  of  the  people  of  EarlaaZ?' 

Sir  //.  f\:  Barron        s  amSd^er'-^** 
oh,   oh,"    "question,  queAioa.*' 
should  not  oUdw  himself,  he  i  " 


,  tbeo,  that  Wm 
d  to  pan  a  voMV 
lent,  he  ahoaliV 
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deterred  by  any  cries  of  "  oh,  oh,"  or 
**  question,  question,'*  from  doing  what 
he  beh'eved  to  be  his  duty,  and  he  could 
tell  them  that  the  Irish  people  would  re- 
sent their  insolence,  and  would  deeply 
feel  the  insult  offered  to  one  of  their  re- 
presentatives and  themselves.  He  knew 
that  the  appointments  made  by  the  Go- 
vernment, had  given  an  impulse  to  cleri- 
cal agitation,  and  that  opposition  to  the 
education  system  was  looked  on  as  a 
stepping-stone  to  a  mitre.  The  Bishop  of 
Cashel  had  always  been  the  bitterest  op- 
ponent of  that  system,  and  since  his  ap- 
pointment, he  had  attended  a  meeting 
held  in  the  city  of  Dublin,  for  the  pur- 
pose of  opposing  the  system.  Was  that 
the  way  in  which  patronage  ought  to  be 
distributed  ?  The  natural  consequence 
was,  that  the  people  of  Ireland  looked 
upon  the  Government  as  insincere  in  their 
professions  of  support  to  the  system  of 
national  education.  Ministers  had  sent 
over  troops  to  Ireland,  and  dismissed  ma- 
gistrates. Every  act  of  this  kind  they 
bad  done,  had  increased  the  repeal  rent 
threefold,  fourfold,  and  sixfold,  and  driven 
into  the  ranks  of  the  repealers  men  of 
wealth  and  station,  distinguished  for  their 
integrity  and  their  love  of  peace,  who  had 
never  before  joined  any  political  move- 
ment. He  could  declare  with  certainty, 
from  his  knowledge  of  Ireland,  and  of  the 
opinions  of  many  men  of  calmness  and 
impartiality,  who  were  well  able  to  judge 
of  the  political  circumstances  of  the  coun- 
try, that  there  was  not  the  slightest  chance 
of  any  outbreak  of  violence  occurring,  ex- 
cept it  were  provoked  by  the  tyranny  and 
perverse  proceedings  of  Government  them- 
selves. He  believed,  that  both  the  leaders 
of  the  people  and  the  Roman  Catholic 
clergy  to  a  man  would  oppose  themselves, 
in  the  most  determined  and  most  energetic 
manner,  to  everything  like  violence  or  re- 
volt. All  the  armaments  that  were  in  pre- 
paration, therefore,  and  all  this  great 
display  of  military  and  naval  force,  were 
merely  laughed  at  in  that  country,  or  re- 
garded as  an  insult  to  the  people,  and  an 
attempt  to  overawe  their  opinions.  Mi- 
nisters, however^  would  fail  in  this,  as  they 
had  failed  in  previous  attempts  to  repress 
the  free  spirit  of  public  opinion  in  Ireland, 
by  misplaced  measures  of  harshness  and 
coercion. 

Captain  Bemal  wished  to  make  one 
observation  on  what  had  fallen  from  the 
right  hon.   Gentleman,  the   Recorder  of 
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Dublin,  as  to  there  being  none  of  the  Irish 
clergy  fit  to  be  elevated  to  the  episcopal 
bench,  who  were  favourable  to  the  Irish 
national  system  of  education.  He  might 
mention,  as  distinguished  examples  to  the 
contrary,  the  lately  appointed  Dean  of  Os- 
sory,  Dr.Bellew,and  the  Provost  of  Trinity 
College,  who  were  both  favourable  to  that 
plan.  He  would  only  add,  that  he  implored 
the  hon.  Member  for  Ipswich,  who  had 
placed  a  notice  on  the  books  for  some  day 
after  Whitsuntide,  of  a  motion  to  repeal  the 
Emancipation  Act,  to  reflect  whether  at 
the  present  moment  such  a  notice  remain- 
ing on  the  books,  would  have  any  other 
effect  than  that  of  inflaming  the  unhappy 
disturbances  now  so  widely  spread  in  Ire- 
land. He  would  implore  tbe  hon.  Mem- 
ber, in  the  name  of  common  sense,  in  the 
name  of  the  majority  of  the  Members  of 
that  House,  to  withdraw  his  notice. 

Mr.  Lane  Fox :  As  the  hon.  Member 
has  appealed  to  roe,  I  beg  to  say  I  mean 
to  bring  forward  the  motion  of  which  I 
have  given  notice;  and  I  never  should 
have  given  notice  of  such  a  motion,  unless 
on  that  occasion  I  was  prepared  to  prove 
that  it  is  Popery,  and  nothing  but  Popery, 
which  leads  to  the  disorders  now  prevail- 
ing in  Ireland. 

Motion  for  the  adjournment  agreed  to. 

BuEKos  Atres  anb  Monte  Video.] 
Mr.  Ewart  understood  that  the  British 
ambassador  had  demanded  of  General 
Rosas,  the  Buenos  Ayreau  commander, 
that  he  should  withdraw  from  the  territory 
of  Monte  Video.  That  officer  did  not 
comply  with  the  request ;  he  marched  on- 
ward and  continued  to  lay  waste  the  ter- 
ritories of  Monte  Video.  The  British  mer- 
chants conceived  that  their  ambassador, 
in  not  having  proceeded  further,  although 
there  was  an  ample  force  on  the  coast,  had 
not  acted  up  to  the  notice  he  had  given, 
and  they  presented  a  remonstrance  to  the 
ambassador  to  that  effect.  He  wished  to 
ask  whether  steps  would  be  taken  to  re- 
lieve the  apprehensions  felt  by  the  British 
merchants,  and  give  effect  to  the  demand 
made  on  General  Rosas  by  the  British 
ambassador. 

Sir  R.  Peel  said  he  had  already  stated 
to  the  House  that  every  possible  represen- 
tation and  remonstrance  of  the  most  ur- 
gent character  had  been  made  to  the  bel- 
ligerent parties,  to  induce  them  to  come  to 
terms  of  peace.  The  representative  of  the 
English  Government,  and  the  representa- 
2S 
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ti*e  of  (be  French  goverDmetit  acted  to- 
gether ID  the  most  cordial  ipirit  of  co- 
operatioD,  and  the  united  authority  of 
ihOM  two  countries  wai  brought  to  bear, 
in  every  way  in  which  it  could  be  brought 
to  bear,  by  ineaiures  of  remonatraoce 
againit  the  coutinuaDca  of  luch  hostilitiei. 
Every  protection  which  it  had  been  poa. 
■ible  to  give,  either  to  the  French  or  Bri- 
tish aubjeclt  bad,  he  beheved,  been  given, 
and  would  be  conlinned  ;  hut  if  the  hon. 
Gcntleraan  aaked  him  whether  we  aliould 
take  a  part  in  thii  war,  ha  was  not  prepar- 
ed lo  give  any  BMurance  that  we  should 
do  so.  On  tbe  contrary,  he  was  prepared 
to  say  that  the  Government,  deprecating 
those  hostilities,  and  convinced  that  their 
only  effect  was  to  retard  the  growing 
prosperity  of  both  countries,  determined 
OS  they  were  to  use  all  the  influence  they 
could  commaod  to  put  an  end  to  thera, 
and  all  their  power  to  protect  Briliih 
subjects,  could  not  encourage  the  hon. 
Member  to  hope  that  Britain  would  be- 
come a  principal  in  the  hostilities,  or  that 
British  forces  would  be  brought  to  hear 
on  the  issue  of  the  contest.  He  begged 
leave  to  assure  the  hon.  Member  that 
every  possible  means  would  be  taken  to 
protect  the  lives  and  property  of  British 

Mr.  MilntT  Gibton  wished  to  know 
whether  Government  had  authorised  a 
letter  from  Mr.  Mandeville,  which  had 
appeared  in  the  public  journals,  rec|uestiDg 
the  Buenos  Ayrean  general  to  desist  from 
advancing  on  Monte  Video  in  an  authori- 
tative tone. 

Sir  R.  Petit  the  Goveinmest  certainly 
never  had  Buihoriscd  the  British  agent, 
nor  had  the  French  government  authur- 
iicd  their  agent  to  hold  out  the  expecta- 
tion that  either  one  country  or  the  other 
would  become  a  party  to  hostilitie),  but 
both  had  been  authorised  to  make  repre- 
srntdtions  in  the  strongest  manner  agaioat 
the  continuance  of  hostilitiei. 

Mr.  Eioart  remarked,  that  British  mer- 
chants in  that  country  declared  th.it  our 
ambassador  had  assumed  a  poaiiioo  to 
which  he  had  not  adhered. 

Subject  at  an  cod. 


Canada  CuftN  Law.]  Lord  Stanky 
moved, "  That  the  Canada  Wheat  Bill  Ite 
read  a  second  lime." 

Lord  n'anU-ti  moved  as  an  amendmeui, 
"  That  the  bill  be  read  a  socoud  time  that 
day  sii  luonths."     He  was  convinced  thai 
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an  exienaive  i      ggW       trade   wod4  M" 
carried  on  aen  rder,   if  tbe  10 

became  law;  bu(  ir  lue  duty  were  egl- 
lected,  on  what  principle  could  Ministan 
justify  their  giving  up  an  amount  of  n- 
venue  to  the  colonists  which  ogght  b 
flow  into  the  British  Treasury  ?  Afa^ 
why  eitsblish  n  s;^item  of  prolectkin  ta 
Canada  ?  The  agriculturists  of  tbts  com- 
try  wished  to  upliold  the  piatective  sysiaa 
because  it  hod  conlinued  for  a  long  tid^ 
during  which,  both  agriculture  and  num. 
factures  had,  on  the  whole,  pro^ierai 
But  tbe  Canadians  had  no  such  (^ 
They  did  not  wish  this  bill  for  the  sokt^ 
the  protection  ii  would  give,  or  Imoim 
they  thought  it  necessary  :  but  llioy  ks*« 
if  they  did  not  consent  to  the  iropoailiM 
of  a  duty  on  their  imports  of  whni, 
there  would  be  no  chance  of  getting  lM 
British  Parliament  lo  pass  the  biU. 

Mr.  /,  £•  Dcnisaa  in  aecoudiag  (b 
motion,  said,  that  as  they  bad  mt 
reached  the  stage  io  this  measoro,  ate 
it  was  usual  to  discuss  its  principle,  mJ 
as  the  noble  Lord  had  afl'ordcd  ibesaM 
fresh  inrormalioii  upon  it,  it  was  oeca^m 
to  examine  the  [ireamble  of  tbe  bill  iwlb 
Now  the  preamble  merely  set  fonb.  A> 
whereas  an  act  was  pasted  by  tba  la^Ui> 
tive  assembly  of  the  province  uf  CsMii^ 
imposing  a  duty  or  3s.  a  quarter  on  «hM 
iotporied  into  Canada,  iherefora  it  ^ 
expedieal  that  an  act  of  ParlwMM 
should  be  passed  allowing  cora,  lbs 
growth  of  Canada,  to  be  iinpotied  ink 
England  at  a  duiyoE  If.;  and  all  Oev 
ground  in  Canada,  wliethw  frtun  C«» 
dian  or  from  American  wheat,  at  a  p» 
portiooate  rate  of  duly.  There  wm  M 
altegalion  that  auygiievance  will  \mt^ 
moved,  or  any  special  benefit  be  i  lufMi^ 
by  this  act ;  in  thii  respect  the  pna^ft 
is  candid  enough,  but  ii  ' 
begin  at  tbe  beginning,  or  uU  ibi  % 
stoiy:  if  it  did,  it  ought  to  b^^ 
staling,  that,  i.lieien<i,  ibe  SacmA 
State  for  tbe  Colouics  wtot«  Ism  ■ 
hasty  despatch  io  the  governor  of  Cm 
without  duly  considermg  the  c«^» 
quences;  therefore,  bo  it  aiiscied,  lb« 
tbis  unmeaning  and  roi«cIiie*oa*  ^^ 
sure  pass  into  a  law  :  a  leasou  hardly  a^ 
licieni,indeed,fot  theGeutienM^  u 
and  certainly,  by  uo  lueam  cmicI 
the  eyes  of  the  people  of  EueUu 

look  fur  a  muiDunt  at      e  fin-ua 


of  <:a 

thing  (vecutiar  ii 
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justify  the  pasting  ol  this  messure.  Now 
it  is  admitted  that  Canada  does  not  grow 
corn  enough  for  the  consumption  of  the 
North  American  provinces.  Upper  Ca- 
nada alone,  with  a  population  of  about 
400,000,  produces  any  surplus  corn. 
Lower  Canada,  with  a  population  of 
500,000,  No?a  Scotia,  New  Brunswick. 
Prince  Edward's  Island,  and  Newfound- 
land, all  look  to  Upper  Canada  for  a 
supply  of  corn ;  and  these  countries  are 
necessarily  dependent  on  Upper  Canada, 
who,  herself,  situated  at  the  head  waters 
of  the  lakes  and  rifers,  has  the  earliest 
means,  by  water  communication,  of  sup- 
plying all  their  wants.  Can  any  country 
be  more  favourably  circumstanced  then 
than  the  corn-growing  districts  of  Upper 
Canada?  and  what  possible  need  can 
there  be  for  the  great  indulgence  granted 
by  this  bill  ?  But  it  is  said  Canada  should 
be  treated  as  an  English  county.  But 
under  this  bill  she  may  sell  her  own  corn 
dear,  and  buy  all  she  consumes  cheap; 
and  what  English  county  has  such  a  px\* 
vilege  ?  If  this  bill  should  pass,  English 
counties  must  petition  to  be  treated  as 
favourably  as  the  colonies.  Suppose 
Lancashire  should  address  the  noble  Lord 
and  request  to  be  allowed  to  sell  all  the 
corn  she  produces  in  the  London  market, 
and  to  import  all  she  requires  for  her  own 
consumption  at  a  3i.  duty*  she  will  only 
be  asking  for  what  is  granted  to  Canada 
by  this  Hill,  and  what  is  granted  to  Canada 
under  the  pretence  of  treating  her  as  an 
English  county.  A  good  deal  of  differ- 
ence of  opinion  has  been  expressed  as  to 
the  probability  of  smuggling  under  this 
bill.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem. 
ber  for  Coventry  assured  the  House  that 
very  little  smuggling  could  take  place; 
the  Member  for  Bath,  a  rather  more  im- 
partial witness  on  this  subject,  assured  the 
House  that  the  most  extensive  smuggling 
would  take  place ;  that  what  with  the 
facilities  of  crossing  the  river  in  summer 
and  traversing  the  ice  in  winter,  any 
quantity  of  wheat  could  be  smuggled  into 
the  colony  without  the  possibility  of  de- 
tection.  Now  setting  for  a  moment  these 
two  witnesses  one  agonal  the  other,  he 
(Mr.  Denison)  would  call  forward  a  still 
more  important  testimony,  no  other  than 
that  of  the  noble  Lord  himself.  The  noble 
Lord,  in  his  opening  speech,  admitted 
that  it  would  be  most  difl&eult,  indeed  that 
it  would  be  impossible  to  prevent  smug- 1 
gling  along  a  lineof  ifOMlierofl^OmikMi  [ 


unless  you  bad  the  whole  population  in- 
terested in  the  support  of  the  law ;  now 
he  (Mr.  Denison)  contended  that  you  will 
have    the    whole    population    interested 
against  the  law.     Will  the  millers  be  in- 
terested in  paying  3s.  duty  on  every  quar- 
ter they  grind  ?  Will  the  consumers  in  the 
towns,  will  even  the  farmers  themselves, 
be  interested  in  the  collection  of  the  duty  ? 
Certainly  not.    The  farmers  indeed  would 
be,  if  Canada  was  going  to  be  the  market 
for  the  corn,  but  the  markets  for  the  corn 
will  be  Liverpool  and  London,  and  the 
price  of  wheat  in  Canada  will  always  be 
regulated  by  the  price  in  Liverpool,  mwus 
the  freight  and  charges.      The  farmers, 
therefore,  who  can  send  all  their  own  corn 
to  England,  will  be  equally  interested  with 
everybody  else  in  the  colony  in  obtaining 
a  cheap  supply  for  their  own  consumption, 
in  evading,  and  not  in  paying  the  duty. 
Strange  to  say,  the  very  vice  of  this  mea- 
sure has  obtained  for  it  some  supporters ; 
for  as  it  is  attacked  both  by  those  who 
desire  protection  for  agriculture,  and  by 
those  who   advocate  freedom   of  trade, 
some,  like  the  Member  for  Durham,  have 
said  that  truth  probably  lies  in  the  middle, 
and  therefore  they  would  support  the  mea- 
sure ;  but  some  positions  may  be  so  un- 
skilfully taken  up,  that  they  may  be  equally 
open  to  attack  on  either  flank,  and  such 
seems  to  be  the  singular  misfortune  of  the 
present  BilL    Those  who  desire  protection 
to  agrieultuni  say,  if  the  good  to  be  de- 
rived from  this*  measnre  is  so  small,  why 
interfere  with  existing  arrangements?  why 
harass  and  disturb  the  minds  of  men  ? 
Last  year  you  left  us  at  least  this  cloak  for 
our  inconsistenciee.     We  could  say,  with 
our  leader,  have  I  not  preserved  the  slidiog- 
seale  ?    Now  that  cloak  is  snatched  from 
us ;  a  fixed  doty  of  4s.  is  imposed  on  all 
American  wheat;    and  by  favour  of  the 
smuggler  the  4f.  will  proKmbly  be  redueed 
practically  to  Is.,  and  no  rerenue  will  come 
into  the  exchequer.    Say  the  advocatea 
for  freedom  of  trade^  how  many  bad  prin- 
ciples are  not  embodied  in  this  measure  ? 
A  Corn-law  is  impoaed  on  Canada ;  new 
protected  interests  are  ealled  into  exist- 
ence.    If  any  quantity  of  corn  finds  its 
way  into  the  country,  it  will  be  through 
the  medium  of  smuggling,  which,  with  all 
its  demoralising  consequences,  will  prevail 
along  the  whole  frontier.    But  beyond  all 
these  a  more  serious  objection  aiill  prestala 
itself.    This  Act  stands  in  direct  opposi«- 
tiott  to  the  found  pctnciples  of  trade  Iiu4 
2S^ 
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down  b;  the  Government  lait  year,  and 
givei,  most  unfortunaiely,  ju»t  gronndi 
of  exception  to  the  United  Stales  of  Ame- 
rica. Ttie  Preiident  of  the  Board  of 
Trad#,  in  a  rety  able  pamphlet,  vindicat- 
ing the  measures  of  the  last  Seuion,  bai 
used  thete 


'-'  Sir  R.  Peel  and  Lord  Itipon  have  dnne 
away  with  a  practice  which  had  given  Rreal, 
and  not  wholly  unjujl,  offence  lo  America— 
aril)  which  is  alleged,  in  the  recent  repari  of  a 
Committee  of  Congresi,  ax  a  sciiou!!  griev- 
ance— namely,  that  of  granting  pridlege  of 
duly  to  foreign  produce  when  carried  to  the 
United  Kingdom  from  the  ports  of  ourcnlo- 
hIks,  and  thereby  excludini;,  under  the  provi- 
sions of  our  Navigation  Act,  (he  v»sc1<i  of  Ihe 
pioducing  countries  from  a  fair  competition 
with  our  own,  for  the  voyage  ;icros5  the  ocean ; 
as,  foreianiple,  in  the  case  of  their  pirch,  pine 
limber,  and  their  athes.  The  practice  was  also 
open  to  liie  objection,  that  it  utarved  ihe  re- 
venue oflen  wiihoul  anj  advantage  lo  tbe  con- 

Nnw  the  measure  is  open  lo  every  oh- 
jection  ur^ed  in  this  paHgage.  It  starves 
the  revenue;  it  HfTords  no  advantage  to 
the  coniuraer.  It  diverts  the  trade  from 
its  direct  and  legitimate  chnnnel ;  it  de- 
prives the  United  States  of  a  fair  compc- 
lilion  in  carrying  on  trade  of  their  own 
produce — and  this,  for  so  small  an  object, 
at  a  moment  when  you  are  inviting  Ihe 
United  Slates  to  throw  down  the  harriers 
of  restriction,  and  to  meet  yuu  in  the  open 
course  of  an  honourable  and  friendly  ri- 
valry. They  will  »ay,  you  give  us  indeed 
fair  words,  but  your  deeds  belie  them  ; 
you  invite  us  lo  a  reciprueity  in  commerce, 
anil  teeing  the  next  moment  that  some 
small  advantage  can  be  gained  by  the 
protection  of  your  colonial  code,  you  push 
it  into  new  extremes, forgetful  of  everv  thing 
but  Ihu  promise  of  a  momentary  and  ex- 
clusive advantage.  If  anything  coulil  be 
wanting  to  complete  the  objectiotis  lo  this 
Bill,  it  would  be  found  in  the  lime  of  its 
iniroducliot).  The  Recorder  of  Dublin 
told  you  lasL  night,  ihntlhis  Rill  wan  add- 
ing recruits  daily  lo  the  cause  of  Repeiil 
in  Ireland.  It  is  exciiin^  deep  discontent 
among  the  farmers  of  England.  What- 
ever might  liavii  been  the  ctfects  of  the 
Tariff  and  the  Corn-law  of  last  year,  i' 
had  produced  one  result  of  far  mar 
porlBpre  than  a  reduction  of  10  or 
cent,  on  the  value  of  produce.  Tb( 
shaken  all  confidence  in  the  conn' 
trust  in  public  men,  and  all  sccurii) 
faluia.    When   tbe  right  hon.  Ua- 


jdbjAmwgU 


after  rallying  I 
in  the  country,  i 

power,  and  then  ■  _^    _ 

site  principles,  be  ofioided  tfa>  maul  ■■§ 
of  tbe  people  of  En^utd.  Hm  ■»«dri 
settlement  of  last  year  had  ho  priMJpliff 
fisednett  in  it,  and  wohM  sbrIj  hal  li 
speedy  and  much  greater  f4t»ngii. 

Mr.  Bettelt  agreed  with  hv  bott  AM 
whn  spoke  last,  that  this  wms  a  noit  ^ 
fortanate  time  for  intnidiieiB^  tkis  HI 
He  had  not  opposed  ths  inea*«Ks  mt  ha 
year.     He  had  pertnaded  his  c 


He  knew  nothi 
nothing — of  any  pledge  to 
the  House  might  imagine  his  di 
ment  at  finding  freah  measures  bow  f^ 
posed  :  at  being  lold  by  his  csmMifeHi^ 
"  You  persutdMl  us  that'  the  bill  if  M 
year  would  be  a  final  seltlemeDt;  hatiM 
is  another  stride,  and  a  l^rge  a*e,  U^ 
made  towards  repeal ;  who  can  Idl  ^tai 
the  next  stride  will  place  us?"  Hs^ 
anxious  to  consider  Canads^seoaeHrtf 
England  ;  but  then  Canada  Ao«ld^HI 
bear  the  burthens  of  Esgli^  cooi 
rather  English  farmera  ahoold  be 
from  those  burthens.  The  m 
example,  fell  most  heavily  oi 
man,  and   at  the  aame  time  i 

itself  because  the   poor    roan 

drink  liquor  made  from  barley.   He 
have  all  such  taxes  removed  ;  aad  bi 

say  ao  fairly,  because  bs 

for  an  income-tax.  He  ihoogfat  it  ^ 
fairest  of  all  t»ea.  H«  wished,  H^M 
protection  should  go  hand  '  *  -  -' 
necessity  of  cultivalioB. 

Mr.  Eiiot  Yorie  gave  hia  anppgrti 
measure.  Some  time  previous  iq  ^ 
irodnction  of  it,  the  right  hon.  Gi___ 
Ihe  President  of  the  Board  of  Trsdc 
distinctly  announced  the  [iropoaii 
duly  of  .if.  on  American  i  ' 
frontiers  of  Canada.  It  must  not,  ., 
be  charged   against  the  Uoverniseatj 

the  agricultuTiil  member;  

surprise;  they  were  theuaelves    la 

for  not  having  taken  greater  paiaa  M  ^ 

'     i^nnd  the  proposiO  of  the  Govei 


It  was  a  measure  ^kich   Vte 


Sat  I 


)ul>l    I 


diatori;' 
tcturiui 


led  as  « 
country  frgni* 
'ow  Uboure4,tarf 
he   tsDded  trf 
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propounded  in  that  House.  But  if  it 
were  more  clearly  understood,  he  thought 
country  gentlemen  would  coincide  in  the 
opinion,  that  the  protective  system  was 
by  no  means  invaded,  but  in  some  degree 
strengthened  by  it.  There  was,  however, 
one  ground  upon  which  all  English, 
Scotch,  and  Irish  country  gentlemen  ought 
to  resist  it,  and  that  was  its  disturbing 
effect.  He  had  lately  been  in  Scotland 
for  the  purpose  of  letting  some  farms,  but 
the  tenants  asked  only  for  renewals  of 
three  or  five  years,  instead  of  the  usual 
longer  period,  unless  he  could  guarantee 
the  continuance  of  the  Corn- laws.  And 
what  would  be  the  benefit  of  the  measure 
to  the  consumer  here  ?  Would  he  not 
have  to  pay  a  higher  duty  on  wheat  from 
Canada  than  he  had  been  paying  on  an 
average  for  some  years  past  ?  In  Canada, 
too,  the  millers  and  those  engaged  in  the 
transit  trade  were  opposed  to  it.  The 
consumer  in  Canada  was  also  against  it 
for  it  was  hostile  to  his  interests.  But  it 
must  be  chiefly  considered  with  reference 
to  its  effects  upon  our  foreign  trade  with 
America.  At  first  the  Americans  were 
induced  to  like  it  because  it  admitted  their 
produce  at  a  fixed  duty,  although  by  an 
indirect  road.  But  why  did  not  the  Go. 
vernment  at  once  come  to  an  understand- 
ing with  the  Americans,  and  revive  trade 
with  our  best  customers  by  taking  her 
produce  in  return  for  ours  ?  He  believed 
that  the  hostility  of  the  American  tariff 
arose  entirely  from  the  same  causes  as 
other  foreign  tariffs — namely,  because  we 
forced  a  false  and  unsound  system  so  far 
that  they  were  under  the  necessity  of 
adopting  such  a  course.  Our  manufac- 
tures were  not  taken  because  we  would 
not  receive  as  an  equivalent  that  which 
she  could  spare — her  agricultural  produce. 
This  was  a  measure  of  the  blindest  policy, 
and  there  was  nothing  to  justify  it  but  a 
hasty  expression  of  the  noble  Lord,  to 
which  nobody  paid  any  attention  at  the 
lime  it  was  uttered.  Upon  those  gprounds 
he  should  give  his  support  to  the  amend- 
ment of  his  noble  Friend. 

Mr.  Bankes  said,  it  had  been  remarked 
of  this  measure  that  that  part  of  it  which 
was  protective  would  cease,  but  that  which 
savoured  of  free- trade  would  continue.  It 
was  impossible  not  to  see  that  there  was  a 
very  great  probability  of  that  being  the 
case.  He  must  complain  of  the  manner 
Iq  which  it  had  been  brought  forward. 
They  bad  yet  to  inform  theoMdves  as  to 


I  what  were  the  real  feelings  of  the  people 
of  Canada  with  respect  to  this  measure. 
It  was  stated  by  the  noble  Lord  that  it  had 
been  received  with  every  degree  of  popu- 
larity in  the  colony,  and  carried  with  an 
unanimous  voice  through  the  Legislature  ; 
but  it  was  a  fact  which  could  not  be  con- 
cealed, that  it  was  rejected  by  that  very 
Legislature  only  a  year  before;  and,  look- 
ing to  the  documents  upon  the  subject, 
they  found  undoubtedly  that  there  were 
discussions  upon  it,  the  nature  of  which 
they  could  not  comprehend  from  the  very 
meagre  details  before  them,  and  that  it 
had  occupied  several  weeks  in  being  car- 
ried through.  It  was  not,  therefore,  too 
much  to  ask  that  they  should  be  more 
fully  informed  of  the  real  feelings  of  the  po- 
pulation of  that  colony  and  of  those  who 
governed  it,  before  they  agreed  to  this 
measure.  He  might  be  told  that  this  bill 
contained  provisions  by  which,  if  the  pro- 
posed protection  should  cease,  the  protec- 
tion which  now  existed  should  come  again 
into  operation ;  and  that  if  those  provi* 
sions,  as  now  framed,  were  not  sufficient, 
amendments  might  be  introduced  in  com- 
mittee ;  but  protection  once  lost  was  not 
so  easily  regained.  And  if  it  should  hap- 
pen from  some  unforeseen  circumstances 
that  the  colony  should,  after  the  experi- 
ence of  no  long  duration,  abandon  this 
protection,  he  did  not  -see  how,  even  if 
the  act  were  so  skilfully  framed  as  to  en- 
title them  to  return  to  the  protection 
which  they  had  now,  they  would  be 
enabled  to  insure  the  benefit  of  it.  Ths 
hon.  Member  for  Cambridgeshire  had 
said  that  the  agricultural  Members  had 
not  been  taken  by  surprise.  But  he  would 
refer  to  the  manner  in  which  this  measure 
was  announced  by  the  noble  Lord ;  and 
must  say,  that  the  charge  of  the  hon. 
Member  against  the  agricultural  Members 
was  rather  unfair,  as  proceeding  from  one 
of  their  own  body.  He  must  suppose  that 
in  Cambridgeshire  this  matter  was  well 
known.  He  must  suppose  that  the  con- 
stituents of  the  hon.  Member  had  had 
advantages  which  the  constituents  of  other 
hon.  Members  had  not  had ;  and  he  must 
suppose  that  the  hon.  Member  had  been 
directed  by  his  constituents  to  support 
this  measure,  and  to'  bring  against  the 
other  agricultural  Members  the  charge 
he  had  preferred.  He  believed  that  the 
noble  Lord  who  introduced  this  measure 
entertained  the  sincere  conriction  that  it 
woald  not  have  an  injarioos  effect  upon 
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the  agricultural  iaterests  of  this  country  ; 
and  if  the  bill  had  been  proposed  last 
jear,  at  a  period  when  higher  prices  ex- 
isted, it  might  not  have  been  open  to 
such  strong  objections  as  under  present 
circumstances,  might,  as  he  ooncetved 
with  justice,  be  urged  against  it.  It  was, 
however,  useless  at  this  time  to  endeavour 
to  persuade  the  agriculturists  that  the 
measure  would  be  beneficial  to  them,  and 
that  it  would  not  lead  to  a  considerable 
diminution  of  their  profits.  The  noble 
Lord  in  introducing  the  bill  had  taken 
great  pains  to  remove  the  impression  that 
it  would  tend  to  encourage  smuggling; 
and  he  enlarged  upon  the  trifling  advan- 
tage which  would  be  derived  from  contra- 
band trade  end  the  difficulties  by  which 
it  would  be  artended.  He  believed,  how- 
ever, that  the  system  of  smuggling  which 
they  had  reason  to  apprehend  would  be 
carried  on  in  this  manner: — that  a  va- 
cuum being  created  in  Canada  by  the 
exportation  of  colonial  wheat  to  this  coun- 
try, grain  would  be  smuggled  from  the 
United  States  into  Canada  for  the  con- 
sumption of  the  colonists.  The  only  pro- 
tection afforded  to  the  agriculturists  of  this 
country  would  therefore  be  the  duty  of  la. 
There  was  another  point  to  which  he 
wished  to  direct  the  attention  of  the 
House-  Under  the  provisions  of  the 
Grinding  Act,  any  quantity  of  flour  might 
be  taken  to  the  bonding  warehouses,  and 
exchanged  for  an  equal  quantity  of  foreign 
wheat.  How  were  they  to  guard  against 
fraud  here  ?  What  was  to  prevent  persons 
from  exchanging  Canadian  flour  which  had 
paid  a  duty  of  Is.  for  an  equal  quantity  of 
American  or  other  foreign  wheat  ?  Sop- 
pose  a  person  imported  a  quarter  of  Cana- 
dian flour  upon  which  the  Is.  duty  was 
paid,  how  could  they  guard  against  his 
taking  it,  under  the  provisions  of  the 
Grinding  Act,  to  the  bonding  warehouses 
and  exchanging  it  for  a  quarter  of  foreign 
wheat,  which  ought  to  pay  a  duty  of  20s., 
thus  gaining  an  advantage  of  l9s.  ?  He 
sincerely  hoped,  that  if  this  measure  most 
pass  into  a  law  it  might  produce  all  the 
benefits  anticipated  by  the  noble  Lord. 
He  was  far  from  supposing,  that  if  the 
system  of  protection  continued  to  be 
maintained  in  Canada  it  wonld  not  be 
productive  of  benefit  to  the  colony ;  and, 
if  »Qch  benefit  did  result,  he  believed  it 
would  be  productive  of  reciprocal  advan- 
tage to  this  country.  But  he  considered 
that,  in  the  present  depressed  state  of  tiM 


agricultural  in  nm    k« 

anxiety  and  ala      i  ptvtaiM 

agrioultural  distrteis,  he 
charging  his  duty  10  ihOM  wh 


presented  in  that  Hmm  if  te  n«t 
assent  to  that  toiarank     Re  iSl  ■ 
regret  in  having  eoMpdkMl  Id 
those  with  whom  he  ft^Mndly  nMaJf 
to  whom  he  gave  fall  cradit  AT  tttt 

cerity  of  the  motlvei  by  sHiteh  l^f  \ 

actuated  in  proposing^  tfab  bflL  HcMl 
no  doubt  they  ebtertiined  Iht  •( 
viction  that  the  measure  tnniM 
injurious  to  British  agrieultslfe  | 
trusted  they  would  do  him  the  hmtm  • 
believe  that  ha  was  idflocnotd  by  ^0fti 
sincerity  in  adopting  tba  cooni  Wuilll 
felt  it  his  duty  to  purine. 

Mr.  Miichell  thought  thet  lb*  i^pM^ 
ance  of  this  measnte  hsMi  been  00% 
overrated.  He  did  not  think  the  MW^ 
tation  into  this  country  of  80^MMI 
100,000  quarters  of  CeaadlMS 
would  produce  any  maleital 
the  home  market.  He  oMeeMd  lb 
bill,  however,  because  he  bmevod  k  i 
abstract  the  difference  ift  the  deiy 
the  British  Treasury,  io  order  tb  ftfl 
into  the  pockeU  of  the  denedlsto  ~ 
proprietors,  and  that  if  woeid 
raise  the  price  of  wheal  to  e 
extent  in  Canada.  The  ■ 
therefore  inflict  a  double  htnee  flm, 
the  English  Treasury;  And  neit^ 
Canadian  consomers;  and  Ibr 
ject?  To  support  the  hiftded  i 
Canada.  He  considered  tbel  the 
of  the  bill  would  be  to  dlseeorei, 
than  to  ittcreasey  the  tmnsit  of  A 
wheat  through  Canada  to  tbie 
Hitherto  the  duty  on  AmctieSM 
imported  through  Canedn  bed 
per  quarter;  bet  by  this 
manent  duty  of  4s.  n  qeerler 
imposed.  He  also  objeend  to 
because  if  would  create  e  i 
in  Canada.  Many  peivoea 
daced,  under  the  expecteti 
measure  enoonrsged  theoi  to 
to  invest  their  capital  In  Cse 
culture;  and  if  it  ahoeld  be 
found  expedient  to  adopt 
diflferent  nature,  they  wonM 
and  complain  of  the  injary  deee  MfMk 
and  of  the  interference  fh  tlnir  eilv 
interests.  He  did  not  ton  ih  Ibet 
carried  out  the  princip  if 
that  it  would  ben  t  tne  ToeseMol  j 
be  weeU,  % ' 
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Mr.  S.   JVortley  said,  the  Government  Ision  he  had  taken  the  liberty  to  ask  the 


had  been  charged  with  having  misled  the 
people  of  this  coantry  with  respect  to  the 
present  measure.  He  might  say,  in  re- 
ply to  observations  which  had  fallen  from 
several  hon.  Members,  that  the  right  boo. 
Gentleman  the  President  of  the  Boatd  of 
Trade  had  last  year  proposed  to  impose  a 
3^.  duty  on  the  importation  of  United 
States  corn  into  Canada  by  an  act  of  the 
Imperial  Legislature;  but,  on  considera- 
tion, it  was  thought  advisable  to  leave  it 
to  the  colonial  Legislature  to  impose  a 
duty  on  corn  passing  their  frontier.  It 
was  eventually  suggested  that  a  duty  of 
3s.  should  be  levied  on  the  Canadian 
frontier,  a  duty  of  Is.  being  imposed  on 
importation  into  this  country.  He  could 
therefore  fully  confirm  the  statement  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cambridgeshire  (Mr. 
E.  Yorke);  and  he  thought  that  hon. 
Gentlemen  had  no  reason  to  complain 
that  they  had  been  deceived  by  the  Go- 
vernment with  respect  to  this  measure.  It 
had  been  said  that  this  bill  was  designed 
to  afford  protection  to  the  agricultural 
interest  in  Canada,  and  to  give  an  advan- 
tage to  the  colonists  in  the  home  market 
over  foreign  producers.  But  the  same 
principle  had  been  adopted  in,  he  believed, 
1836,  with  regard  to  colonial  sugar,  and 
subsequently  with  respect  to  rum.  There 
could  be  no  question,  in  his  opinion,  that 
as  a  matter  of  revenue  a  fixed  duty  was 
preferable  to  a  sliding  scale.  With  respect 
to  the  operation  of  the  measure,  he  could 
not  believe  that  it  was  likely  to  have  an 
extensive  effect  On  the  agricultural  inter- 
ests of  this  countty.  As  the  noble  Secre- 
tary for  the  Colonies  had  said,  the  mea- 
sure had  been  long  looked  fbr  as  a  great 
boon  by  the  Canadians,  and  considering 
all  the  citcumstances  of  the  case  he  coula 
not  but  support  the  second  reading. 

Mr.  V.  Smith  wns  afraid  that  it  was 
almost  ungenerous  to  aim  another  bk>w 
at  this  almost  undefended  measnre ;  but 
he  must  say  he  thongtit  that  such  ft  men- 
sure  ought  to  have  received  something 
nK)re  of  explanation  from  her  Majesty's 
ministers  than  the  House  bad  yet  heard. 
If  the  noble  Lord  who  introduced  it  did 
not  like  to  say  anything  in  its  delence 
why  were  others  silent?  Why  was  the 
Paymaster  of  the  Fofces  ftbseiit,  intro- 
duced as  be  had  been  imo  the  Cftbinet  as 
a  decoy  to  tiie  country  gentlemen, — as 
the  Mrs.  Bond  who  ww  to  mvilt  them  to  | 
c««e  and  U  kHM?   On  A  flmwr  w:eft-  i GMMdn?  The  Hmm  nai'tdd^lnwentri 


noble  Lord  whether  he  could  support  his 
assertion  that  the  Canadian  Act  had 
passed  with  the  unanimous  consent  of  the 
Canadian  Legislature.  That  assertion  had 
been  denied  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Montrose  (Mr.  Hume),  and  the  noble 
Lord,  in  consequence^  had  produced  the 
journals  of  the  Canadian  Legislature, 
fVom  which,  however,  he  (Mr.  V.  Smithy 
must  say  that  any  thing  but  what  the  no> 
ble  Lord  had  stated  appeared  to  have 
been  the  case.  [Lord  Stanley  had  made 
no  such  an  assertion.]  The  noble  Lord 
had  certainly  been  understood  by  himself 
and  others  to  hftve  stated  that  the  Cana- 
dian act  had  passed  unanimously;  how- 
ever, the  noble  Lord  must  know,  at  least, 
he  (Mr.  V.  Smith)  hoped  the  noble  Lord 
knew,  that  he  was  the  last  person  to  ac- 
cuse the  noble  Lord  of  intentional  incor- 
rectness, and  he  hoped  the  noble  Lord 
would  take  an  opportunity  of  informing 
the  Hoase  on  what  precise  questions  the 
divisions  in  the  Canadian  Legislature  had 
been  taken.  It  appeared  that  no  fewer 
than  four  divisions  had  taken  place  in  re- 
ference to  this  subject.  The  noble  Lord 
had  called  upon  the  House  of  Commons 
to  pass  the  measure^  because  otherwise, 
he  said,  it  would  be  an  insult  to  the  colony 
of  Canada.  Now  the  insult,  if  any  to  the 
colony,  proceeded  from  the  noble  Lord 
himself,  for  he  had  made  a  promise  to  the 
colony  without  having  the  sanction  of  the 
British  Parliament.  To  talk  of  insult  to 
the  Canadian  Legislature,  he  must  con- 
fess, appeared  to  him  to  be  idle.  If  the 
House  of  Commons  were  to  be  toU  every 
time  that  an  occaskm  occnrred  for  them 
to  exercise  the  privttegea  and  rights  of  the 
House,  that  tbey  must  not  do  this  or  that 
because  it  would  be  an  insult  to  the  co- 
lony, he  most  say,  in  his  opinion,  that 
would  not  be  fitting  Ministerial  language. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Cork 
(Mr.  O'Connell),  was  very  differently 
treated  when  he  said  that  this  or  that 
conduct  would  be  considered  an  insult  to 
Iieland.  To  take  tliat  into  consideration, 
it  was  declared  would  be  fettering  the  pri- 
vileges of  the  House.  But  if  the  bill 
paMd,  would  it  not  be  an  insult  to  the 
other  North  American  coloniee,  to  Nova 
Scotia,  New  Brnnswick,  and  Prince  Ed* 
ward's  Island,  wh^h,  though  not  so  va- 
laable  at  present,  Might  aome  time  or 
olher  approach  nmj  wsaily  ib  value  to 
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that  these  were  not  agricultural  colonies. 
He  believed  the  very  same  reason  applied 
to  Canada.  At  the  present  moment  it 
did  not  raise  any  great  quantity  of  corn. 
The  House  had  been  told  by  an  hon. 
Gentleman  who  was  acquainted  with  the 
country  that  the  fly  destroyed  the  crops 
in  Lower  Canada,  and  though  there  might 
be  some  surplus  from  Upper  Canada  it 
was  only  from  that  part  of  the  colony  that 
any  could  be  expected.  But  Nova  Scotia 
was  advancing  in  agriculture.  The  emi- 
gration papers  presented  by  the  noble 
Lord  yesterday  showed  that  prizes  were 
given  there  for  agricultural  improve* 
ments.  These  were  small  beginnings,  it 
was  true,  but  they  were  worth  some- 
thing. Because  Canada  had  cost  trea- 
sure and  blood,  we  should  not  be  afraid 
to  act  fairly  to  the  other  colonies  as 
well  as  to  Canada.  Then  the  governor 
of  New  Brunswick  stated,  that  in  his 
progress  through  the  colony  he  had 
everywhere  noticed  improvements  in  agri- 
culture. Prince  Edward's  Island,  he  was 
told,  had  passed  a  similar  act  to  this  of 
Canada,  with  a  similar  prospect  of  a  boon 
from  the  noble  Lord.  The  noble  Lord 
denied  it,  it  seemed  ;  but  he  asked,  whe- 
ther, if  the  other  North  American  colonies 
passed  similar  measures,  would  the  noble 
Lord  dare  to  refuse  them  this  boon? 
Writing  to  Jamaica  the  noble  Lord  stated 
that  a  privilege  given  to  one  colony  could 
not  be  denied  to  another  colony.  He  (Mr. 
V.  Smith)  took  those  words,  and  war  ued 
the  noble  Lord  that  a  boon  given  to  one 
colony  could  not  be  refused  to  another. 
Let  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  therefore, 
lay  their  account  with  having  wheat 
coming  in  from  all  the  colonies  on  the 
same  terms  as  from  Canada.  The  noble 
Lord  had  introduced  his  resolutions  at 
one  o'clock  in  the  morning  of  the  Oth  of 
May  —  a  most  inconvenient  hour  —  the 
consequence  of  which  was,  that  at  this 
stage  of  the  measure,  it  was  too  late  for 
him  (Mr.  V.  Smith)  to  introduce  the 
names  of  the  other  North  American  colo- 
nics as  he  should  otherwise  have  done. 
There  was  one  thing  that  he  wished  par- 
ticularly to  know,  whether  the  noble  Lord 
had  taken  any  additional  precautions 
against  smuG:gling?  He  did  not  even 
know  how  the  noble  Lord  proposed  to 
defray  the  expenses  of  tht*  measure  in 
thut  respect.  Did  he  mean  to  call  upon  this 
country  ?  If  the  noble  Lord  did,  he  could 
"^•sure  him  that  this  country  would  not 


afford  him  the  means ;  or  did  tht 
Lord  mean  to  say  that  Canada 
defray  the  expense  ?  Ho^ 
be  brought  about?  It  waa  impoMHi^ 
in  his  opinion,  that  the  dnty  conld  dtfeif 
the  expense.  In  fact,  he  baliefiedp  thai 
the  duty  would  not  be  levied;  for  ha 
could  not  see  that  it  was  the  iataratef 
any  person  to  maintain  it.  Their  aol. 
having  passed,  and  received  the  Rofd 
assent,  bow  could  the  noble  Lord 
them  to  lew  the  duty  ?  The  noble 
told  the  House, —"Oh,  we  don't 
Custom-house  officer* ;  every 
Canada  will  be  a  cuitom-hoaM 
Why  so?  The  largest  portion  of  iha 
population  would  be  intereated  in  wmm^ 
gling.  There  would  be  no  one  pOMa 
in  Canada  who  would  be  intereated  iar 
the  slightest  degree  in  the  prevention  el! 
smuggling.  These  things  were  overloahai 
by  Gentlemen  on  the  opposite  aide;  e^, 
perhaps,  their  principal  otgect  waa  li. 
support  the  Ministry,  and  it  was  with  thsl 
view  some  few  came  down  on  one  nUl 
to  vote  against  one  resolution^  and  m&v 
more  on  another  night  to  vote 
another.  The  object  of  the  bill 
establish  a  protective  interest  in 
which  ultimately  would  nnite  with  At 
protective  interest  here  to  oppose  At 
principles  of  free- trade ;  and  it  wonid  ha 
difficult  to  oppose  their  united  efforts. 

Mr.  G.  H\  Hope  said,  thai  no  ain». 
ments  had  been  advanced  agaiMafha 
bill  which  had  not  been  urged  before  OHT- 
and  over  again.  The  bill 
the  same  as  the  reaolutiona;  and 
necessity  was  there  for  his  noble 
going  over  the  same  ground  sgain. 
the  course  of  argument  pursued  by  Ua 
hon.  Friend  it  would  be  sapnosed 
there  was  no  Custom-honie  in  C 
His  hon.  Friend  ought  to  know,  ft 
situation  which  he  had  formerly 
that  duties  were  collected  on  other 
coming  into  Canada  from 
that  sufficient  security  for  their 
existed.  Where  smuggling  oonU  be 
ricd  on  along  the  frontier  there 
no  corn,  whilst  the  great  lakes  were  a 
posed  between  the  corn-growing 
and  Canada,  and  these  lakes,  as  hi 
dcrstood,  were  never  entirely  fnuna 
in  winter.  Besides  this,  what 
the  gain  to  the  smuggler  in<  m[ 
the  risk  of  seizure  and  the  dinicnlty  i 
ing  ?  There  had  been  foi  riy 
able  qaauuty  of  cont        q  ea 
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Trom  America,  but  the  reductioa  of  duty 
10  one  hair,  conbiiied  with  other  causes, 
had  dooe  away  with  ihe  contraband  tiade. 
An  overwhelming  majority  of  the  Legis- 
lative Assembly  of  the  two  Canadu  was 
in  favour  of  the  bill,  aud,  notwithstanding 
(be  division  in  the  CanadiBn  Legislature 
there  had  been  no  vote  against  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  bill,  h  had  been  asked  by 
his  hon.  Friend,  who  pressed  the  point 
with  some  emphasis,  whether  it  would  be 
possible  to  refuse  the  same  boon  if  it  were 
required  by  our  North  American  colonies ; 
but  it  should  be  remembered,  that  thesq 
colonies  did  not  produce  corn  for  exporta- 
tion. As  lo  the  allusion  which  bad  been 
made  to  the  Prince  Edward's  Island  Act, 
the  answer  was,  that  it  only  related  to 
revenue.  When  the  prices  vere  very 
high  here,  American  corn,  instead  of 
coming  by  the  route  of  Canada,  would 
coroe  direct,  and  when  the  prices  were 
low,  American  corn  would  come  to  this 
country  through  Canada.  Hishon.  Friend 
argued,  that  the  bill  would  give  strength 
and  coDsistency  to  the  existing  Corn-laws 
which  at  any  rate  proved  that  the  measure 
was  not  brought  forward  for  the  purpose 
of  weakening  the  present  protection, 

Mr.  Sheil :  I  do  not  think  that  the  hon. 
Gentleman  has  succeeded  in  showing  that 
it  was  not  necessary  for  any  Member  of 
the  Treasury  Bench  to  have  taken  part  in 
this  debate;  nor  do  I  think  he  has  shown, 
what  it  was  oF  great  importance  to  es- 
tablish, that  the  statement  of  the  noble 
Lord,  the  Secretary  for  the  colonies,  that 
there  were  no  divisions  in  the  Canadian 
House  of  Representatives  on  the  measure, 
has  been  borne  out  by  the  facts.  I  am 
convinced,  that  the  noble  Lord  only  slated 
what  he  believed  to  be  true — the  docu- 
ments, however,  which  he  has  produced, 
prove  that  the  noble  Lord  laboured  under 
a  mistake  of  an  egregious  kind.  After  the 
noble  Lord  had  staled  to  the  House,  that 
there  were  no  divisions,  my  hon.  Friend, 
the  Member  for  Montrose,  referred  to  a 
paper  in  which  it  appeared  that  there  wag 
a  division  on  the  first  resolution.  When 
that  paper  was  reverted  to  by  my  hon. 
Friend,  and  when  he  referred  to  the 
speeches  made  upon  that  occasion,  I  ask 
how  it  is  the  noble  Lord  could  make  an 
assertion,  so  utterly  at  variance  with  the 
evidence  adduced  by  the  Member  for 
Montrose.  The  noble  Lord  said,  he  had 
referred  (o  the  journal.  So  have  1.  Surely, 
the  noble  Loid  will  admitftbUftdlTiiioD on 


the  resolution  on  which  the  bill  is  founded 
is  the  same  thing  as  a  division  on  the  bill 
itself.  What  was  that  resolution  ?  Re-  ■ 
solved, — 

That  it  is  the  opinion  of  the  committee, 
it  is  expedient,  in  order  to  encourage  the 
agncultural  iuieiesti  of  this  province,  and 
facilitate  the  free  adrnJssioN  of  Canadian  wheat 
into  the  ports  of  tbe  Hailed  Kingdom,  to  im- 
pose a  duly  on  foreign  wheat  imported  into 
this  province." 

Did  not  that  resolution  involve  the 
principle  of  the  whole  meaaure  1  Then 
look  St  page  5,  and  let  us  see  who  is  in 
the  right.  We  have  assertion  on  one 
side,  met  with  asseveration  on  the  other, 
but  what  is  the  proof?  On  the  top  of 
page  S,  I  find  this  statement : — 

"  The  question  being  tfaeu  put  on  the  6rst 
resolution,  tbe  House  divided  thereon,  artd 
Ibe  names  being  called  for,  they  were  taken 
down  as  folloneth." 

On  the  first  resolution,  involving  the 
principle  of  the  bill,  there  was  a  division 
taken,  therefore  the  noble  Lord  bad  not 
made  out  his  assertion.  Then  you  say, 
"  read  the  intennediate  portion,"  Be- 
tween  the  first  resolution  and  Ibii  division 
there  was  a  division  on  an  amendment 
The  amendment  was  lost,  and  then  the 
division  was    taken    on    tbe  first    reio- 


I  think  the  noble  Lord,  with  all  his 
ingenuity,  will  not  be  able  to  elicit  any 
different  construction  from  that  entry. 
Then  let  as  see  whether  other  assertions 
are  better  founded.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Cambridgeshire  said,  that  the  country  had 
not  been  misled,  but  straight,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Dorsetshire  turns  round  and  asks 
whether  his  constituents  have  been  misled? 
And  that  qnestion  hai  received  no  answer 
The  hon.  Member  for  Dorsetshire  added 
that  he  had  not  been  misled.  Did  the 
hon.  Member  for  Donetsbire  convey  that 
information  to  his  constituents  ?  Did  be, 
in  this  House,  take  part  in  the  debate  with 
the  hon.  Member  for  Yorkahite,  who  was 
also  not  milled  ?  Did  either  of  the  hon. 
Members  take  pains  to  impress  on  the 
agriculturists  tbe  benefits  of  those  mea- 
sures, taken  in  reference  to  which  yon 
may  well  exclaim, — 

"  O  fortunati  nimium  bona  si  sua  ndrint." 
But  the  people  say  they  are  nualed.    In  . 
«der  to  ucetttin  wbetbec  Ibe  dwr|e  m 
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well  rounded  let  Us  lee  the  Tacts.  The  no- 
ble Lbtd  tntlcipated  the  charge,  and  de- 
clared that  the  meattlre  wai  hot  clandes- 
tinely introduced,  and  the  noble  T<oid  ad- 
vtrted  W  a  apcMh  mtda  by  himself.  It  is 
inie  ibU  tha  Vlce<Ptemdent  of  the  Board 
or  TrldlB>  on  the  8th  of  Ffebruary,  1849. 
suggesteti  Ifae  advaiilage  of  k  flked  duty 
between  Catlada  and  America  ;  did  he  saj 
one  word  about  the  abolition  of  (hs  duty 
on  Canadian  wheat  brought  into  this 
country  T  Not  a  syllable.  He  said  there 
was  a  ditpoutidh  in  the  Govenmleat  to 
lessen  the  duly  npon  Ameriean  trhetit 
inlrodaced  into  Canada,  but  not  a  word 
about  reducla|r  the  duty  Da  Canadian 
#hebt  brought  Into  this  country.  It  there- 
Tore  required  considerable  iagtibuity  and 
■biliiy  to  extort  Tram  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman'i  Itatement  aa  an  itifisrence  that 
itrhich  he  now  Raid  be  had  so  deerly  tie- 
ciared.  On  the  9th  oT  February  the 
greatest  interest  prevailed  lhrouKh6ut  the 
country  10  know  tb«  determination  of  the 
GoTerament ;  it  was  supposed  that  they 
would  adheni  in  Parliament  to  their 
pledges  eapiessed  or  Implied,  In  the 
hush  oT  public  atiention,  when  every 
sfentence  of  the  Prime  Minister  not  only 
entered  the  ear,  but  was  fntprcased  m 
the  mind,  the  Prime  Minister  entered 
into  an  explanation  of  the  alterations 
which  he  intended  to  adopt.  Did  he 
say  a  word  about  this  bill  T  Not  n  syl- 
lable. He  detailed  with  the  utmost  mi- 
QUteness,  the  change  ha  intended  to  make 
in  llie  duty  on  Canadian  corn.  There  was 
to  be  a  5s.  duty  when  the  price  was  55i, ; 
as  the  price  advanced  to  fiSs.  the  duty  was 
to  be  reduced.  What  was  it  incumt>enl 
on  a  Prime  Minister  to  do  when,  upon 
such  an  article  as  corn,  this  plan  was  in 
meditation  7  Was  it  not  to  apprise  the 
country  oT  the  Tact  ?  My  rignt  hon, 
Friend  the  late  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer (Mr.  Baring)  asked  on  the  9th  of 
February,  1842,  whether  the  Cabinet  con- 
lemplaied  any  change.  If  they  did,  why 
did  they  suppress  all  mention  of  it?  A 
hint  was  given  by  the  hoble  Lord  the  Se- 
cretary for  the  Colonies?  lo  what  stage 
of  the  Corn-law  was  that  hint  given?  Was 
it  on  an  amendment  oT  the  Government? 
No,  My  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  the 
county  of  Limerick  made  a  motion,  and 
llien  ihe  noble  Lord  the  Secretary  for  the 
Colonies  made  a  motion,  which  he  is  as- 
tonished we  have  not  tiorne  in  mind.  He 
may  bo  ingaiihed  UmI  bit  vorda  were  IM 
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veyed  any  sUCh  nmiit^f.  Tlib  •••« 
the  28th  of  f^bnar).  "nun  *u  ttmtttt 
speech  Made  on  the  l8th  of  April.  Ik 
one  had  metaUllned  whkt  Utoh  place  at 
the  I  Ath  of  April.  tlM  aoMeLotdlte 
the  Prealdedt  oflbe  Bbird  df  Trade  (He 
Earl  x>(  Ripon),  who  ia  now  tranafemJ  It 
anotluTdepUtment, where  t  believe  cootiat 
ii  vehy  neceMary,  introduced  tb«  Oon-lw 
in  the  other  House.  Didlic  savone  vmrilB 
refeteoee  to  the  bUl  ?  Ttie  Pttme  MUi- 
ter  had  passed  it  Over,  tlic  Svcrvtan  IB 
tbe  Colonies  hail  idtiAd  ut:«tl  it  indaeil. 
ally,  and  then  the  Pmidcnt  of  the  Boarf 
of  Trada  left  it  (ML  The '-'n<l  of  MsrI 
was  paaaail.  At  that  tine  the  nohir  LorA 
despatch  bad  been  WiiU  en;  nn  t)>e  IW 
of  Aptil,  *hen  the  corn  bill  was  broM|l( 
into  the  Honle  of  Loids,  iho  President  ef 
the  Board  of  Tnde  diti  not  utter  nne  mvi 
with  tespeet  to  this  oMhaurc.  I  catasff 
acquit  the  noble  Lord  of  pMctisliig  ttf 
deception  to  the  Hotiseor  Comaafwi.tal 
it  is  most  nnAwiunate  that  Ihn  tu^l] 
gentlemen  have  been  taken  Vj  aUrjMte 
Ihe  hon.  Member  fin  Shropabire  ia  ate 
by  surprise;  the  hon.  Member  f»  SaM 
the  gallant  reptesentttive  of  aigrkiilMnl 
estOnishtnent  art  utterlyamazed.  jrthai 
be  a  scale  Of  surprise,  the  fannen  ol 
England  have  gone  through  every  gnll 
of  the  scale.  They  marvelled  ibtl  ibl 
Whigs  chang;fed  their  luinds  before  lla 
general  election — they  went  astonbM 
that  the  Tories  cbnngerl  thfir  minds  SS 
soon  alierwards.  Theyir^'.  ,  r.irr'!  /lit 
Corn-bill— they  weieap]  unC 

and  now  they  are  still  m<  :  ■jrt 

that  fifteen  months  after  .  iii:  .,,,:  ,;:c«id 
come  forward  and  iDtndncr  n  cban;:*  ii* 
yoar  own  Goal  meann  ;  ihit  yov  sbMlft 
give  up  your  aliding-ac^lo  ant)  ndepl  a 
fixed  duty  which  wouM  prove  n  Gxcdfift- 
posture.  In  my  opinion  this  bill  H  a^iii. 
tionable  to  the  nnbd^  who  an  Ml 
advocates  of  protecthm,  and  K  sa  alfl 
more  objectionable  tn  the  advocatea  rf 
free-trade.  The  fanncis  fuppoae  Ak 
they  are  to  have  proteelion,  and  JM  |)Vl 
them  a  duty  payable  brre :  whevwaa  Ml 
lorn  round  and  subatilatc  Torn  dniytiiW 
hei«  in  England,  a  dn^  to  br  rabed  Ik 
Canada  Tor  theCanad  s,  and  mit  |br  Bi^ 
land.  Yon  may  say  -  loi  erial  puliet  ic 
quires  thia."  PoaaiMy  "  iperial  pofa^* 
may  require  the  ab«i  of  ibe  OM>* 
lam;  taAf  a  tawa.  aot  «• 
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a  reference  to  imperial  policy,  but  you 
defend  them  in  ortler  to  support  particular 
interests ;  in  other  words  class  interests. 
Is  it  not  the  same  thing  to  Ireland  and  to 
England  if  flour  comes  into  this  country 
whether  it  is  ground  on  the  Vistula  or  the 
St.  Lawrence.  Will  not  Canadiah  com 
interfere  with  home-grown  corH  as  mudh 
as  corn  grown  at  Dantzic  or]  in  AiiiericA. 
Will  it  not  equally  displace  bbroe-grawh 
corn  ?  Will  it  not  equally  iftte^fere  iirith 
contracts — will  it  not  affect  pin-money 
and  settlements  quite  ab  diuch  as  foreign 
grown  corn.  Why  then  do  you  introduce 
this  bill.  It  seems  ftom  tli6  papers  before 
the  House  that  the  WMern  States  of 
America  are  by  this  bill  to  bn  converted 
into  the  granaries  of  thil  country.  How 
do  you  reconcile  that  probability  With  the 
policy  of  your  Corn-la Ws,  to  which  yoii 
express  your  determination  to  iidhere? 
I  pass  to  the  smuggling  question.  In 
these  papers  yoti  have  a  tn^iiidtial  showing 
that  there  will  be  no  smuggling.  Whd  do 
you  think  is  the  authority  against 
smuggling  ?  Why,  my  Lord  Moiintcashel. 
You  will  hardly  believe  it— this  bill  Is 
sheltered  under  that  illustrious  name-^ 

'*  Magni  stat  nomini^  umbra.'^ 

The  North  Amefican  committee  of  the 
Colonial  Society  sent  the  tneitiorial,  but 
the  first  name  amone  the  Subscribers  is 
my  Lord  Mountcashel.  Giving  you  the 
full  benefit  of  all  the  authority  to  be  de- 
rived from  the  nanle,  see  how  stands  the 
evidence.  We  have  had  the  opibiob  dF 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Coventry  (Mr. 
E.  Ellfce),  whose  sagacity,  whose  talents^ 
and  whose  pure  and  disinterested  princi- 
ples are  beyond  dispute.  I  know  of  no 
man  of  rodrcf  shrewdness  iind  saga<!ity,  of 
whose  opinion  With  rerard  td  matt^r^  af^- 
fecting  Canada  I  wonldmore  readily  take, 
but  against  him  we  have  hAd  Iha  evidence 
of  two  hon.  Members^  one  ail  llnglishroan, 
who  has  been  officially  connected  with 
Canada,  I  mean  the  hon.  and  teamed 
Member  for  Liskeard,  and  the  other  a 
Canadian,  the  hon.  Member  fbr  Bolidn, 
[No !  no  /]  If  he  is  not  a  riative  of  Ca- 
nada, he  is  most  honourably  connected 
with  that  colony,  of  which  the  Legislatara 
at  one  period  made  him  the  repository  of 
its  special  confidenee.  My  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Liskeard  has  been  Id 
Canada,  he  was  a  nnmber  of  Lord  Dor- 
ham's  goveroaMmt.  Both  these  genttottien 
coDCtr  in  ttMing  UmI  i«<ggli>g  wM  M 


carried  on  to  a  very  gredt  eitent.  My 
gallant  Friend  (he  Member  for  Maryte- 
bone  concurs  in  that  opihion.  He  is  Well 
acquainted  with  Canada;  against  that 
opinion  his  testimony  hai  beeh  given  by 
the  noble  Lord  the  Secretary  fbr  the  Co- 
lonies, who  has  been  id  Canada,  but  bis 
evidence  is  rebtitted  by  that  of  the  Menl- 
bers  fbt  Maldoti  and  fdf*  Taiibton,  Whb 
travelled  with  him  through  Canada,  when 
thev  sympathised  With  the  nobte  Ldrd  in 
senlimentSi  which  h^  tio  Idnger  enteriainl 
They  think  that  sthtigglirtg  Will  be  carried 
on  to  a  very  great  extent  iind^r  these  cir- 
cumstances, where  there  appears  to  exist 
a  doubt  so  strong  iipon  a  matter  so  im- 
pbrtant,  and  the  witnesses  contradict  e^ch 
other  so  difectiyi  wottlU  it  not  have  beeti 
a  better  cotlrse  to  have  referhed  the  whdie 
qtie^tion  to  a  coinmittee  ?  At  preseht  we 
have  nothing  but  assertion  bpoo  one  side 
encountered  by  equally  strong  assevdftl- 
tioti  upon  the  otheh  I  have  said  that 
the  advocates  ot  free  tMde  alsb  bbght 
to  oppose  this  measure.  The  Americans 
aire  alrtedy  complaining  of  the  introdne- 
tidn  of  this  tariff.  When  you  are  Intro- 
ducing into  Canada  a  Corti-law  Whteh 
has  produced  such  bad  efibcts  here,  HfHy 
it  not  have  an  equally  pernibioos  efieet  in 
Canada  without  necessity,  all  the  evils  tS 
your  Cern-ldws.  There  is  no  pretence  fbt 
a  Canadian  Corn-law.  There  have  been 
no  investments  in  Canada  made  dn  the 
faith  of  the  Corn-laws,  capital  has  not 
beeii  introduced  there  under  them,  theire 
are  do  settlements  or  family  arrangements 
dependent  upon  them  in  CanadA.  By 
destroying  the  Corn-laws  hete  yon  may 
root  up  interests  Which  have  grown  up 
with  them.  But  this  cannot  be  said  in 
Canada.  We  have  received  all  idtimafti 
tion  that  the  Corn-laws  here  ifeHnridt  be 
roaidtalnedj  and  my  bod.  Friend,  the 
Member  for  Mbntrosd  iayft,  '*  Catry  tUt 
mealttre  as  soon  ai  ydo  pbstfiU?  catt, 
and  the  Canedlan  Legislatdre  will  break 
through  fti**  You,  feelihg  the  forde  Of 
that  soggestkHi,  have  attemt)ted  to  goiltd 
agaiaftt  it  Tbu  hft¥e  altered  your  reso- 
iHtione^  yon  have  added  td  the  Wdfde, 
''  from  and  after  a  day  to  be  nAmed,^  the 
wordsj  *'  and  tbelkreforth  daring  the  don^ 
tiUMnce  df  the  said  ddty.'^  Yob  feel  the 
force  Of  the  objection,  and  you  iay  tb^t 
the  preaebt  act  shall  be  cd*ezisteht  with 
the  Canada  Act.  Ift  not  this  e¥idedce 
that  yoa  consider,  after  a  trial  Of  yiMir 
Co»n4iiWi/  iHo  QMMam  Will  try  Vb  pA 
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rid  of  them.  If  there  be  a  cry  for  a  re- 
peal of  the  Corn-laws  in  this  country,  why 
should  not  there  be  a  cry  for  the  repeal  of 
Corn-laws  in  Canada.  You  say  that  with 
a  fixed  duty  in  a  time  of  famine  in  Eo§:- 
gland  there  will  be  aery  for  repeal  of  this 
fixed  duty  ;  if  there  be  a  time  of  famine 
in  Canada  why  should  there  not  be  a 
similar  cry  there  [No,  no.]  You  say 
**  No."  I  am  aware  of  the  value  of  an 
official  denial,  but  where  is  your  evidence  ? 
And  what  is  your  principle  of  a  fixed  duty  ? 
You  have  a  sliding-scale  on  the  Hudson, 
and  a  fixed  duty  on  the  St.  Lawrence. 
You  slide  along  the  Erie,  and  are  in  what 
the  Americans  call  "  a  fix  "  on  the  Wel- 
land  Canal.  Nay,  if  you  bring  American 
flour  down  the  St.  Lawrence,  'and  grind  it 
there,  you  admit  it  at  a  fixed  duty,  whilst 
if  it  comes  unground,  it  comes  in  under 
the  sliding-scale;  so  that  on  the  St. 
Lawrence  itself,  you  have  in  operation  at 
one  and  the  same  time,  the  sliding-scale 
and  the  fixed  duty.  I  do  not  enter  into 
the  calculations  or  into  all  the  mystifica- 
tions may  I  say,  in  which  the  noble  Lord 
indulged.  One  word  more  —  I  have 
not  heard  on  the  other  side  anything 
which  can  justify  tlie  exclusion  of 
Nova  Scotia,  New  Brunswick,  and  Prince 
Edward's  Island.  This  point  has  been 
pressed  again  and  again.  It  has  been 
pressed  by  those  who  have  attacked  the 
Government  in  front,  and  those  who  have 
fallen  upon  them  in  the  rear;  but  no  defi- 
nite, skilful,  and  perspicuous  answer  has 
been  extorted  by  the  most  skilful  inqusi- 
tor  who  has  administered  his  interro- 
gatories to  the  noble  Lord.  Lord  Dur- 
ham recommended,  that  all  these  colo- 
nies should  be  combined  into  one  mass. 
It  was  apprehended,  however,  to  be  too 
serious  an  experiment,  and  was  not 
adopted.  Yet  there  is  no  difference  in 
the  natural  advantages  of  these  colonies ; 
there  is  no  ground  for  making  the  present 
distinction.  You  say  that  there  is  no  corn 
grown  there ;  but  I  have  abundance  of  evi- 
dence to  show  that  there  is.  Mr.  McGregor 
says  so.  Under  Sir  Howard  Douglas  a 
great  impetus  was  given  to  the  growth  of 
corn  in  Nova  Scotia  ;  and  the  same  thing 
is  asserted  both  by  Mr.  Buckingham  and 
Mr.  Martin.  But  you  do  not  think,  that 
Nova  Scotia  will  complain.  Have  yoo 
forgotten  the  proceedings  of  the  people  of 
that  colony?  Do  you  not  know,  that  the 
Legislative  Assembly  of  that  colony  forced 
»m  amoDgtt  tliem  certain  obnoxious  ia- 


dividuals — that  they  have  exhibited  a 
of  their  own,  and  a  power  lo 
their  views  ?  It  is  only  for 
state  of  insurrection,  howeTer, 
premiums  are  reserved.  Is  it  lUr  ee 
part  of  a  British  Minislry  first  to 
into  what  I  will  not  call  a  el 
bargain,  with  the  Canadian  _ 
but  a  bargain  without  the  assent  or  k 
ledge  of  Parliament,  and  then  iw  isni 
round  and  say,  **  If  you  do  nui  rati^aar 
treaty  there  will  be  a  civil  war.**  Thas 
words  were  not  used,  uDdoabtcdty,  hsi 
you  talked  of  the  danger  to  this 
and  of  the  weakest  point  of  the 
empire.  And  ■  you  did  not  atop 
You  assembled  your  Friends;  not  ie 
House,  but  out  of  tha  House  ;  they 
at  the  Foreign-office,  and  yoa 
your  supporters  with  resignation,  [CMis 
0/ ;«  No,  nor]  We  were  threetened  vilh 
a  civil  war,  and  then  you  threatened  yssr 
supporters  with  resignation.  \Crm  ff 
;'  No:*]  Did  not  the  noble  Lord  aav.  te 
if  this  bill  was  not  carried  he  ahould  al* 
vise  his  Sovereign  to  refuse  the  raapl 
assent  to  the  Canada  bill,  and  reskiH 
office.  [*«  No,  no."]  He  said  itaheril 
be  his  last  act.  {^Renewed  cries  qf^'Mkn 
Well,  then,  in  place  of  saying  ihmt  it  shssH 
be  his  last  act,  he  said,  *'  tboogli  itshasH 
be  his  last  act."  [Cheers  amd  arm  ^ 
*'  Nor]  If  that  be  not  what  the  nsfll 
Lord  said,  it  would  be  batter  for  the 
Lord  himself,  in  candour,  to  state 
he  did  say.  The  threat  used  at  the 
ing  to  which  I  am  referring, 
it  is  stated  in  a  letter,  written  hy  the 
ber  for  Kent,  appeared  to  involve 
tion ;  but  as  theie  is  so  mach 
that  point,  1  may  recommand  to  the 
Lord,  that  he  should  bate  recoaasa  Ht^ 
dissolution,  and  on  tha  Cora-lawa, 
Canadian  bill,  and  the  praaperity 
which  he  has  blessed  the  conntry, 
the  people  of  England  an  oppoftaai^af 
pronouncing  a  practical  panegyric  i 
administration  of  himself  and  hia 
ciates. 

Lord  St  an  leu  said,  that  oeitaialy 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleraaa  ate 
just  sat  dnwn  had  introduced 
novelty  into  the  debate,  which    he 
thought  so  worn  out  that  he  ahouM 
felt  an  apolo;;y  due  to  the  House 
intruding  ujion  its  attention^ 
that  such  a  direct  appeal  bad 
to  him  by  the  right  hon.  and  ~ 
tlcman.    in  consequenoe  of 
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sions  which  had  fallen  from  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  at  the  close  of  his 
speech,  he  felt  bound  to  trespass  upon  its 
indulgence  for  a  few  moments  while  he 
endeavoured  to  show  that  he  did  not  shrink 
from  the  challenge  which  had  been  thrown 
out,  and  to  prove  that  he  was  prepared  to 
meet  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man. When  he  remembered  that  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had 
been  for  a  considerable  time  a  Member  of 
the  late  Administration,  he  did  not  feel 
great  surprise  that  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  should  recommend  to 
the  present  Government  any  other  expe- 
dient rather  than  that  of  resignation.  He 
thought  that  if  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  had  carried  his  example  and 
experience  rather  than  his  precept  a  little 
further,  the  last  and  fatal  experiment  of  a 
dissolution  would  not  afford  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  any  grounds  for 
urging  a  dissolution  as  the  best  course  to  be 
adopted.  The  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman seemed  to  know  the  circumstances 
which  he  supposed  to  have  occurred  at  a  pri- 
vate meeting  of  gentlemen  widely  diner* 
ing  from  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman in  political  opinions.  [Mr.  Sheil : 
''  I  spoke  on  the  authority  of  the  pub- 
lished letter  of  Mr.  Pluraptre."]  That 
letter  he  had  not  seen,  but  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  had  stated,  that  on 
the  part  of  the  Government  he  (Lord 
Stanley)  had  taken  the  undue  and  indecent 
liberty  of  threatening  the  supporters  of 
the  Government,  that  unless  they  gave 
their  support  to  this  measure,  he  should 
feel  it  his  duty  to  resign  the  situation  he 
had  the  honour  to  hold.  Now,  there  were 
many  Gentlemen  then  in  the  House  who, 
unlike  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man, had  been  present  at  the  meeting,  and 
who  could  remember  what  had  passed. 
At  that  meeting — if  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  wished  to  know  what 
passed — he  had  stated  to  the  Gentlemen 
assembled,  that  which  he  conceived  showed 
the  groundlessness  of  the  apprehensions 
of  the  agriculturists  with  respect  to  this 
measure.  He  had  stated  furUier^  the  po- 
sition in  which  the  Government  was  placed 
with  respect  to  this  measure,  but  he  added, 
most  distinctly,  that  no  Member  of  Par- 
liament was  pledged  to  its  adoption ;  and 
he  also  said—  and  he  now  repeated  it — that 
it  was  then  and  still  was  the  duty  of  the 
Government,  considering  the  pledges  given 
to  Canada,  to  use  its  utmost  endeavours 
for  the  purpose  of  carrying  the  measure 


into  effect.  The  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  had  alluded  to  a  speech  which 
he  had  made  in  Parliament  on  the  occaaioQ 
of  the  motion  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Taunton  (Mr.  La- 
bouchere.  QMr.  Sheil :  "  Your  opening 
speech."]  Be  it  so.  On  that  occasion  he 
stated  strongly,  that  the  Government  was 
pledged  to  tuke  every  step  to  secure  the 
passing  of  this  measure — that  the  Cana- 
dian Legislature  had  passed  a  bill  in  the 
full  reliance  that  the  measure  would 
become  law,  and  he  had  stated  further, 
that  if  unfortunately,  and  contrary  to  his 
expectations,  Parliament  should  lefiise  its 
sanction  to  one  side  of  the  contract,  he 
would  not  be  a  party  to  advise  the  Crown 
to  assent  to  the  other  portion  embodied  in 
the  bill  of  the  Canadian  Legislature ;  and 
that  in  the  event  of  the  rejection  of  the 
bill  now  under  consideration,  it  would  be 
his  firnt,  though  it  might  also  be  his  last 
official  act,  to  advise  the  Crown  to  refuse 
its  assent  to  the  bill  passed  by  the  Cana- 
dian Legislature.  Now^  he  did  not  think 
that  any  hon.  Member  could  fairly  con- 
strue this  language  into  a  menace.  But 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had 
stated  that  he  had  not  only  held  out 
threats  of  danger  to  the  country  by  the 
rejection  of  this  bill,  but  that  he  had  en- 
tered into  a  clandestine  treaty  with  Ca^ 
nada,  and  concealed  it  from  the  House. 
[Mr.  SheU:  ''No."]  Oh,  yes ;  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  (jentleman  said,  he  had 
entered  into  a  treaty  which  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  would  not  de- 
signate as  clandestine.  That  was  a  stale 
artifice,  and  one  wholly  unworthy  of  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  GeotlemaD.  The 
right  hon.  and  learned  (jrentleman  had 
gone  on  to  state  that  he  had  said,  that  if 
Parliament  refused  to  ratify  the  tieaty, 
there  would  be  civil  war  in  Canada.  He 
had  never  said  or  tliought  anything  of  the 
kind ;  but  this  he  had  said,  and  this  be 
repeated,  that  it  was  not  the  same  thing 
to  refuse  to  pass  a  measure  when  Dothlng 
had  previously  taken  place,  and  to  with- 
draw a  boon  when  an  equal  benefit  had  pre- 
viously been  conceded.  But  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  had  also  contended 
that  he  had  made  statements  —  which, 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
defied  him,  with  all  his  ingenuity,  to  get 
out  of — with  respect  to  the  unanimity  of 
Canada  in  reference  to  this  measuret  and 
taking  in  his  hand  the  journals  of  the 
House  of  Assembly,  the  right  hon.  and 
leurned  Gentleman  had  charged  him  with 
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having  misrepresented  bets,  [Mr.  Shell : 
*^  No»  I  said  you  were  in  error  as  to 
&ct8."]  The  right  hon.  and  learned  Cren- 
tleman  added,  that  from  those  journals  he 
would  proFe  the  error.  Now,  his  declara- 
tion had  been,  that  the  principle  of  the 
present  measurej  and  also  the  principle 
of  the  bill  passed  in  Canada,  had  ob- 
tained the  universal  and  unanimous  assent 
of  all  the  branohes  of  the  Canadian  Legis- 
lature; and  he  repeated  that  statement. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman,  the  Member 
for  Northampton  had  said»  that  in  the 
House  of  Assembly,  as  appeared  from  its 
journals,  there  had  been  some  division 
upon  the  original  resolution ;  but  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  omitted  to  state,  that 
two  of  those  divisions  were  with  regard  to 
a  third  resolution,  not  at  all  or  in  any  de- 
gree connected  with  or  forming  a  part  of 
the  measure  under  consideration.  There 
had  been  two  divisions  on  the  first  resolu- 
tion, which  was  to  the  efiect — 

''  That  it  was  expedient  to  encourage  the 
agricultural  interests  of  this  province  (Cana- 
da), and  to  facilitate  the  introduction  of  fo- 
reign wheat  into  the  province  at  a  duty 
named." 

The  amendment  moved  was  to  the  ef- 
fect,— 

<<  That  such  duly  should  be  levied  only 
when  Canadian  wheat  could  be  admitted  into 
the  United  Kingdom  duty  free.'' 

In  short,  the  original  resolution  was  to 
impose  a  duty  of  3^,  without  conditions ; 
the  amendment  was  to  impose  a  duty  with 
conditions.  On  these  motions  divisions 
had  taken  pUce,  and  the  original  resolu- 
tion was  carried  by  m  majority  of  thirty- 
nine  to  eighteen.  The  main  resolutions 
were  afterwards  carried  by  a  majority  of 
fort v- nine  to  thirteen  ;  and  of  the  thirteen 
(fontlemen  who  voted  in  favour  of  the 
amendment  twelve  of  them  had  declared, 
that  their  opposition  was  founded  on  the 
circumstance,  that  the  bill  now  under  con- 
sideration would  not  give  security  to  the 
Canadians.  [Mr.  Sheili  <' That  state- 
ment is  very  ingenuous."^  It  might  be 
ingenuous ;  but  what  was  much  better,  it 
was  true.  A  similar  amendment  had  been 
moved  oo  the  bill,  and  with  these  excep- 
tions, neither  in  the  second  nor  in  the 
third  reading  of  the  bill  had  there  been 
any  division  or  difference  of  opinion  either 
in  the  upper  or  the  lower  House  of  the  Le- 
gislature. Now  lie  asked  the  right  lion,  and 
learned  Gentleman,  and  ho  asked  tlie 
House  whether  he  had  satisfied  both,  tliat 
'     n  the  principle  of  tlie  measure  pn^ 


itaw.  If 


v«» 


posed  by  theC     ei 

no  diffiavenoe  ok  e 

had,  the  ^i— 1_ 

to  by  his  hon.  Friend,  tke  Undav 

tary  for  the  Colonies  (Mr.  GL  W. 

showed  that  tiioae  diflniiwnw  hml 

misinterpreted.    So  nvdi,  than^  fi 

circumstanoet  under  «4iieh  tha 

had  been  passed  bf  the  r?—**^- 

ture.    The  feelings  and  opioi 

by  that  Legislature,  he  took  to 

tions  of  the  feelings  and  ophnoiM  «ff  Ai 

people  of  Canada.    But 

another   point  which   had 

by  the  right  hon.  and  k 

man    opposite.     The    ri|^t 

learned    Gentleman   bad   aaid    ftha 

sent   bill    was    a    anipriaa    npna 

Houso  and  upon  the  ooiwCrr.    Ha 

gretted,  that  any  hon.  Mnashrr 

have    misconceived    the   Sntanti 

views  of  her  Majesty*! 

he  admitted  frankly,  that 

ment  nor  hon.  Gentleosen  anpoaito 

bound  bv  an^hing  whid  had  wmm 

year.    The  right  non.  and 

man  (Mr.  Sheil)  had  quated  w 

paned  on  the  8th  and  9Ch  af  PahwM 

last  year,  and  had  said,  that  Ua  (LsM 

Stanley  8)  right  hon.  Friond,  thn  VwA 

dent  of  the  Board  of  Tiade»b«|,  b 

the  British  Colonml  PMseadoM  Bill. 


no  notioe  of  what  the 
tended  to  da  with  respect 
This  omission  had  anaen  bona  the 
hci,  that  then  the  CenJawa 
undier  ooasideffatioa ;  but  on 
February,  before  the  Con-la 
troduoedf  the  right  km. 
Member  for  Taunton  had 
jection  to  the  principle  of  tha  isB| 
of  a  duty  by  the  authoritr  af  ~ 

without  the  consent  of  the  

gislature.  The  &ct  was,  that  the  Qm 
femment  was  doubtful  aa  to  the  oaasaa^ 
the  colonial  LegislaUire.  But  aha  niA 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  epnonito  (|C 
Sheil),  although  he  had  qnoseawhiil  Q 
passed  on  the  8th,  the  9tl^  thn  Mkal 
February,  and  the  18th  of  April 

had  omitted  a  ver?  important  

made  by  his  right  hon.  Fricad*  thn 

dent  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  on  tha  iUhiC 

February,  on  the  discussion  of  thn 

made  by  the  hon.  Member  Sat  thn 

of  Lincoln   (Mr.  Ch--*--*'Br), 

spect  to  the  Corn-lawa.    un  that 

his  right    hon.   Friend  had 

words:-* 

"  With  re<*MeBt  lo  the  c      ion 
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been  alluded  to,  ba  belJsTad  that  no  man  in 
that  House  would  contend  that  any  regulation 
ought  to  be  adopud  in  tbe  new  Corn-law 
which  should  raise  a  new  barrier  ai  againit 
our  trade  wilh  the  United  States.  He  had 
praposed  lajina  adutvof  St.  on  wheat  import- 
ed into  Canada.  Snonld  Parliunent,  bow- 
ever,  lay  a  narely  nominal  duty  od  the  im> 
poTlation  of  Canadian  flour  and  wheal  ioU) 
ihii  country,  he  would  not  venture  lo  pledge 
hioueir,  ihat  il  would  not  be  right  lo  lay  tlie 
duly  on  the  imporlalion  of  American  wheat 
into  Canada,  whicb  slood  in  bis  resolution; 
but  ir  Parliament  thould  adhere  lo  tbe  princi- 
ple of  a  5i.  doty  on  the  importation  of  Cana- 
dian wheat  and  flour  in  this  country,  in  Ihal 
cate  the  3(.  duly  would  not  be  pretied  upon 
the  HouM." 

Did  not  this  itatemeat  annonDce  the 
contemplated  introduction  of  Americoii 
cora  into  Canada,  and  of  Canadian  com 
into  thift  coDntry?  The  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  had  Bsid,  that  his 
noble  Friend  tooli  no  notice  of  the  ques- 
tion on  the  IBth  of  April;  of  coarse 
Dot,  for  it  WM  not  then  settled.  Hts 
noble  Friend  never  thought  of  referring 
to  that  which,  after  all,  was  for  the 
coosidcration  of  the  colonial  Legislature. 
With  regard  to  the  question  of  smuggling 
corn  from  the  United  States  into  Canada, 
and  also  with  regard  to  the  quantity  of 
com  that  was  likely  to  be  introdiiced  frora 
the  United  States  into  Caimda  under  this 
bill,  the  matter  had  been  discussed  uiqne 
ad  nauatam.  He,  therefcre,  would  not  go 
into  it.  The  Hon.  Member  for  Haldon, 
however,  bad  made  an  observation  with 
respect  to  smuggling  wheat  into  Canada, 
which  he  wished  to  advert  to.  TIm  hon. 
Gentleman  had  mieappr^ended  what  had 
fallen  from  him  ;  he  did  not  say,  that  be 
could  not  tell  the  extent  of  the  smuggting, 
but  he  said,  that  he  did  not  appreheoa  thst 
there  would  be  any  serious  extent  of  einiig- 
gling  inland,  but  lhat  it  was  peerible  a 
certain  portion  might  be  smnggled  that 
was  introduced  by  the  sea  board  fbr  the 
use  of  tlie  fisheries.  Again,  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Dotsetshire  did 
ndt  tint)  fault  with  the  engagement  tbat 
had  been  entered  into  with  Canada,  but  be 
complained  that  the  measure  had  been 
lironglit  forward  when  agriculture  was 
suffering  under  such  depression ;  but 
surely  the  h\\  of  prices  could  not  justify 
ihe  Governtnent  in  sbaBdoning  the  mea- 
sure. The  hon.  Genttemm  said,  that  if 
the  meanire  waa  tA  be  carried  when  com 
wai  at  the  price  of  hat  year,  he  did  not 
anlict|>ate  any  great  evil  toat  would  rewit 
fcom  it.     It  was  adnitted  by  his  ban.. 


prove  _ 

great  advantage  to  Canada,  and  that  i. 
great  number  of  British  subjects  annually 
emigrated  there,  and  that  no  boon  could 
be  conferred -on  those  pronnces  which  did 
not  react  on  the  mother  coimtry.  Now, 
these  were  large  admissions,  and  all  of 
them  of  great  importance.  He  believed, 
that  if  thej  thus  did  good  to  Canada, 
which  vas  the  natural  refuge  for  »o  large 
a  portion  of  tbe  population  of  the  mather 
country,  that  it  would  react  upon  tbe 
state  m  this  country,  and  would  produce 
the  most  beneficial  dBects.  He  would  not 
waste  the  time  of  the  Houae  with  going 
into  calculations  as  to  the  probahle  quan- 
tity of  conif  or  rather  flour,  which  waa 
likely  to  come  from  Canada  imder  tbe  ope* 
ration  of  this  measure ;  but  to  relieve  tbe 
apprehensions  of  some  Gentlemen  con* 
oected  with  agriculture,  be  perhaps  might 
be  allowed  to  state,  that  iie  had  receired 
some  communications  from  mercantile 
houses  connected  with  the  Canadian  trade, 
in  which  he  was  assured  that  the  quantity 
likely  to  be  imported  this  year  under  tbs 
measure  was  very  small.  He  fhand  in  the 
communication  u  oue  Canadian  mercantile 
house,  that  it  was  stated  ;— 

"That  the  price  of  flour  at  Montreal  it 
from  33*.  6<l.  to  25*.  a  barrel,  that  was  abont 
from  43f.  to  Vtt.  a  quarter  of  wheal,  Tbe 
slock  on  hand  is  inal^  and  modi  lass  will  be 
•sportsd  fmaup  ihs  wontiy  ihan  thsM  «nU 
ba  laat  year.  Tas  maifcet  price  in  Haw  York 
il  2m.  higher  than  in  CanadSf  and  lhat  ;i^l 
would  lue  up  a  large  proportion  of  the  corn 
from  ibe  western  states." 

Aftar  tftia  h«  said  with  pnfcct  eonft. 
deooBt  tbat  he  did  not  believe  that  than 
was  much  to  apprehend  ta  the  agricultural 
interest  of  thw  cnontry  from  this  Muras; 
Tbe  hon.  Gattleuan  askod,  wonU  not 
Canada  com  swamp  the  boiM  market  as 
much  as  tbat  froid  Odessa  i  Cartidnly  It 
did  not  matter  so  much  wber*  the  oon 
came  from,  if  the  marliet  was  to  be  ctot* 
ted  ;  but  when  they  obtained  a  aap|^,  it 
was  a  material  thing  to  eonsider  at  what 
price  it  was  likely  to  be  fntnduced  into 
tbe  mtriut.  If  Hemf  oeotd  get  Odeata 
corn  at  14«,  «  qnarter,  it  would  disphwe 
the  ooniDnptMB  of  Bsglisb  com,  and,  of 
eourae,  rsdnce  the  price.  If  two  cr  three 
hundred  thoonuid  quarters  of  irimU  wer« 
inirodaoed  at  this  rate,  tbe  efieet  woaM 
beMrooglyfelt;  bat  badid  not  aMiciiMte 
tbat  any  qnaatKy  ot  con  impcrted  nwn 
CamidB  wmU  diaplace  an  equal  quantity 
•rbtBvpNdM*^  It  M  not  MMttr,  bwv^ 
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ever,  where  the  corn  came  from,  if  it  came 
at  such  a  price  as  materially  to  afTect  the 
prices  in  the  British  market.  As  for  the 
remark  that  had  been  made,  that  this 
measure  created  an  invidious  distinction 
between  Canada  and  the  otherNorth  Ame- 
rican colonies,  one  hon.  Member  having  inti- 
mated that  it  perhaps  arose  from  the  cir- 
cumstance of  there  having  been  no  rebel- 
lion in  the  other  colonies,  that  it  was  not 
extended  to  them  ;  and  another  hon.  Mem- 
ber having  said,  that  if  the  bill  passed  in 
its  present  shape,  you  would  impose  an  af- 
front on  Nova  Scotia — he  must  disclaim 
any  such  motives,  and  say  he  feared  no 
such  consequences.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman who  spoke  last,  as  well  as  other 
lion.  Gentlemen  who  took  the  same  side  in 
the  debate,  agreed  in  this  objection.  And 
here  he  would  beg  the  House  to  recollect, 
that  when  he  introduced  the  measure,  he 
distinctly  stated,  that  it  was  not  brought 
forward  to  promote  the  grinding  interest 
of  the  colony,  but  for  the  encouragement 
of  the  domestic  agriculture  of  Canada,  and 
that  they  should  send  here  not  American, 
but  Canadian  corn.  Were  hon.  Gentlemen 
aware  of  the  fact,  that  since  the  old  Corn- 
law  came  into  operation,  the  whole  quan- 
tity of  colonial  corn  brought  into  this 
country  for  home  consumption,  with  the 
exception  of  that  from  Canada,  did  not 
exceed  35,000  quarters?  He  was  told, 
however,  that  Nova  Scotia  would  consider 
this  measure  as  an  affront  to  her,  and  why, 
he  would  ask  ?  Nova  Scotia  did  not  grow 
anything  like  wheat  enough  for  her  own 
consumption.  New  Brunswick  also  did  not 
produce  nearly  sufficient  for  her  own  con- 
sumption. It  had  been  strongly  argued, 
that  Canada  produced  more  than  sufficient 
c*orn  for  herself,  but  not  sufficient  to  satisfy 
the  wants  of  the  whole  of  British  America. 
Now,  he  begged  hon.  Gentlemen  to  recol- 
lect, that  Canada,  Nova  Scotia,  New 
Brunswick,  and  Prince  Edward's  Island, 
comprehended  the  whole  of  British  North 
America.  At  present,  Nova  Scotia  and 
New  Brunswick  imported  corn  from  the 
United  States  without  the  payment  of  any 
duty ;  but  if  you  extend  this  measure  to 
these  new  colonics,  you  compel  them  to 
impose  a  duty  on  the  importation  of  wheat 
into  them,  and  they  have  no  flour  of  their 
own  produce  to  send  here.  He  was  satis- 
fieii  that  these  colonics  would  regard  the 
extension  of  this  measure  to  them  as  being 
a  very  trifling  bocm  when  you  accompanied 
it  with  the  condition  imposed  on  Canada. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Liskeard 


asked  the  other  night  why  the 
did  not  apply  this  measare  to  Ni 
land,  which  obtained  its  Mipplr  cf 
from  the  states  on  the  Missienp|ii;  ■ 
made  the  obserratioDy  that  N 
la]^  midway  between  the  Mi 
this  country.    This  might  be  so  ; 
tainly   no  map  that  he    had    i 
showed  it    But  if  it  were  eo,  it 
strange  that  it  did  not  find  its 
New  Brunswick,  where  it  ooaM  he 


ana  then  imported  into  this  oonatiT 

little  more  than  ll.  a  heml 


Gentleman,  however,  had  added,  thiftll 
was  very  true,  that  these 

growing  countries.     But  i  

this.  Prince  Edward's  Islaiid  fiad  „ 
a  duty  of  4s,  on  the  importatioii  ef 
into  that  colony,  without  any  ref 
this  measure.  This  was  a  revemie 
a  revenue  act  only,  and  for  the 
of  revenue  only;    but  if   other 

chose  to  impose  duties  aimilar  to  

volved  in  this  measure*  the  matt^ 
be  considered  by  the  Government, 
doubt  would  be  duly  brou^t  m 
consideration  of  Parliameot.     He 
however,  give  no  pledge  on  the 
as  he  had  strongly  felt  the  ioooa 
during  the  present  Session  of  havisM 
so.    Could  any  man  doubt  it,  »l»^ 
were  inconveniences  in  girin^    *  ^ 
that  doing  so  materially  in' 


the  public  businesa.  He  and  nid  aildilk 
that  this  was  a  meaauie  whieh  litey 
small  importance  aa  r^trded  its  efttt  kk 
agriculture,  but  the  experienee  of  di 
Session  as  to  the  inconvenienoe  of 
promises  would  make 


for  the  future  as  to  what  he  said  of  ilt 

measures  to  be  hereafter  propoeed,  AeZ 
the  course,  therefore,  that  her  MaitMt 
Government  would  take  with  rajSTS 
the  other  colonies,  he  would  ne 
word  ;  but  special  grievances  with 
to  C  anada  induced  her  Majesty's 
ment  to  introduce  this  mcanuw 

determined  not  to  abstain  firom 

important   question,  because  that  hUV 
raise  a  discussion  with  respect  to  eSff 
colonics,  which  at  present  ooaU 
touched  by  the  matter. 

Sir  Charles  Napier  observed,  that  a  i 
nights  ago  he  was  simple  em 
lieve,  on  the  authority  of  the 
that  there  could  be  no  i  no»iia»  i 
into  Canada  under  this  bill.     Novht 
consulted  several  officers  irho  ^. 
in  Canada,  who  assured  fa   i  thai 
altogether  a  misuke.    Ha 
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bill,  although  called  a  modified  free-trade  for  the  sake  of  bis  constituents,  bis  opin. 

bill,  would  have  the  effect  of  demoralising  ions  on  the  bill. 

the  country  and  exciting  all  kinds  of  bad  Lord  Norreys  was  anxious^  before  the 

feeling  between  the  American  persons  on  debate  was  over,  that  the  hon.  Member  for 

this  border  on  the  one  side,  and  the  Cana-  Wallingford  should  have  an  opportunity  of 

dians  on   the  other.     If  any  one  would  repeating  those  attacks  before  the  face  of 

take  up  a  map  of  America,  he  would  see  the  right  hon.  Baronet  at  the  head  of  the 

that  there  was  nothing  to  prevent  corn  Government  which  he  had  made  out  of 

being  brought  down  from  the  banks  of  that  House.     The  hon.  Member  said,  the 

Lakes  Ontario  and  Erie  by  the  canals  and  ^^^^r  night,  that  it  was  his  intention  to 

by  the  American  floats,  and  when  they  sp^ak  on  the  second  reading  of  the  bill, 

passed  from  Cleveland  and  got  along  the  ^^^  *>e  had  not  as  yet  ventured  to  repeat 

American    shore   into    the   Lake  of    the  ^hoee  attacks  on  the  right  hon.  Baronet 

Thousand  Islands,  nothing  whatever  could  ^*»'ch  he  had  made  behind  his  back.     He 

prevent  smuggling.  The  noble  Lord  might  ^^^  n^^  dare  to  make  those  attacks  before 

send  Admiral  Bowles,  and  all  the  ships  the  ^ce  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  which 

and  all  the  steamers  which  they  were  about  Jf,  *f,r  "^^  at  an  a^icultural  meeting  at 

to  send  10  Ireland,  to  Canada  instead,  and  Walhngford,  which  the  hon.  Member  him- 

he   could  not  prevent   the  smuggling  of  ^'^  ^^^  convened.    Notwithstanding  the 

wheat  from  the  United  States  into  Canada.  *"«f^«  7\'^^  the  hon.  Member  had  made 

American  corn  would  continue  to  go  free  on  the  nght  hon.  Baronet,  he  was  surprise^^^ 

of  duty,  as  had  been  the  case  hitherto,  ??^^  ^^'f  Corn-bill  had   been  before  the 

into   Canada;   and   as  for  the  duty  im-  ^«"«?  for  an  entire  month  to  see  in  the 

posed    in    the  colony,    the    truth    was,  ^oming  Po*^  the  name  of  the  hon  Mem- 

that    the    Legislature    of    Canada    had  ber  as  present  at  one  of  the  right  hon. 

bamboozled   the  noble  Lord,   as  he  had  Baronets  parliamentary  dinners      If  he 

.  J  ,    .      ,       1    ..             .  entertained  feelines  towards  the  neht  hon. 

attempted  to  bamboozle  the  country  gen-  ^^^^^  ^.^j,^^  ^  ^^^  ^^.^^  ^^  ^^^ 

lemen.  Member  for  Wallingford  had  expressed,  he 

Mr  JlWeAouse  thought  the  measure,  as  ^^ould  not  have  gone  and  sat  at  the  right 

applied  to  English  and  Irish  millers,  was  hon.  Baronet's  table  amongst  his  supporters 

excessively  unjust.     He  would  not  have  ^j  ^^^^  parliamentary  dinner.    As  he  was 

made  any  objection  to  It  as  a  measure  of  coming  down  to  the  House,  some  lines 

colonial  beneficence ;  but  he  asked  why  occurred  to  him  which  reminded  him  of 

was  the  experiment  proposed  m  the  pre-  ^t^  |,o„  Member  and  the  course  which  he 

sent  state  of  agriculture,  and  why  should  |„^  taken  — 

the  experiment  be  made  on   agriculture  ,,  q^j^  imo.erentes  hospites  vexas,  canis 

alone.?     With  respect  to  smugghng,  be  ip,avus  adversum  lupos ? 

consulted  Sir  C.  O'Donnell,  who  had  been  Quin  hue  inanes,  si  potes,  vertismioas 

military  secretary  in  Canada,  and  it  was  Kt  meremorsurum  petis? 

that  gentleman's  opinion,  that  it  would  be  Tu  cum  timeod^  voce  compUsti  nemos 

impossible   to   prevent   smuggling   under  Projectom  odoraris  cibum." 

this   bill.     He  complained,  that  certain  And  looking  at  the  right  hon.  Baronet 


friends  of  the  noble  Lord   had   covered 

him  with  a  panoply  of  infallibility,  which  «  Molossus  aut  fulvus  Lacon." 

the  noble  Lord  was  not  at  all  anxious,  he  _,                 .     , 

believed,  to  wear.    Sir  Colquhoun  Grant  J^®  ^^^'  Member  might  say  to  him- 
used  to  say  on  some  occasions,  '*  I  do  not 

wish  to  say  a  severe  thing,  but  upon  my  ''  Cave,  cave:  namqoe  in  malos  asperrimos 

soul,  you  are  as  great  a  scoundrel  as  ever  I  Parata  tollit  comua." 

met."    And   when   those  friends  of  the  But  why  did  not  the  hon.  Member  make 

noble  Lord  came  round  to  him  and  told  his  attack  in  the  House  of  Commons? 

him  that  he  had  no  weak  point— that  he  Why  had  he  not  fulfilled  his  pledge  and 

could   not  err,  he    believed,  that  if  the  risen  in  his  place?   Where  did  the  hon. 

noble   Lord   followed   the  course  of  bis  Member  make  his  declaration  ?  The  House 

own   nature,   he  would  say,  «*  Ton   my  would  be  surprised,  '*  and  you,  too.  Sir,'* 

soul,  gentlemen,  if  such  be   your  belief,  (continued  the  hon.  Member,  addressing 

you  must  be  the  weakest  set  of  gentlemen  himself  to  the  Speaker),  ''  will  be  sur- 

that  ever  I  knew."     He  thought  the  hon.  prised  to  hear  that  it  was  at  your  house. 

Member  for  Kent  was  bound  to  explain  (The  hon.  Memb^   boasted,  with  great 
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Ca»ada  Cam-Law.  {Jnri  S} 

hM  penonally  alluded  to  by  tha 
liOKTi  ud  tie  thought  he  oould 
■  tbe  naaoa.  He  met  the  noUe 
Doming  into  the  House,  snd  aiked 
m  be  ^iag  to  meet  his  frieDdi  at 
tM&— if  he  was  going  to  attend  the 
liiml  nieetiDg  which  wai  to  bo  held 
PMlt  at  Woodstock.  He  could  tell 
ible  Lord,  ihat  the  meetiDg  to  be 
it  Woodstock  was  DOt  convened  bjr 
od  if  the  noble  Lord  went  there,  he 
Bteet  the  aisembled  rarroers,  and  if 
^irOTed  of  his  conduct  thef  would 
t.  He  did  not  know  what  course 
ble  Lord  might  adopt,  but  the  faf 
if  Oifordshire  woula  perfectly  know 
1^  had  now  returned  to  HarliamenL 
oble  Lord  had  further  stated  that 
1  made  an  accusation  against  the 
boo.  B&ronet  at  the  bead  of  the 
iment,  which  the  noble  Lord  stated 
r.  Blackilone)  would  not  reiterate 
t  House.  Now,  be  would  reiterate 
bich  he  had  stated  at  Wallingford. 
be  bad  stated  was  this,  that  the 
ban.  Baronet,  at  tbe  head  of  the 
itnent  had  beeu  placed  in  bis  pre- 
toud  position  by  tbe  ^mers  of 
id,  because  they  considered  be  would 
purauance  of  the  views  and  senti- 
which  they  entertained,  and  that  so 
in  doing  this — and  in  saying  this, 
ke  not  only  his  own  sentiments,  but 
if  tbouaandi  and  tent  of  thouwods 
loor»— tbe  right  hon.  Bantnet,  when 

(n  bit  present  proud  podtlon,  not 
id  not  act,  in  pursuance  of  the  views 
terests  of  tbe  formers,  but  directly 
d  tbetr  sentiments  ahd  wishes.  He 
this  statement  now,  in  the  hearing 
right  bon.  Baronet,  and  of  the  noble 
tbe  Member  for  Oxfordshire,  and 
that  bis  worda  would  not  be  misun- 
)d. 

House  divided  on  the  question, 
)e  word  "  now  "  stand  part  of  tbe 
ID.  Ayes  209;  Noei  109;— Ma- 
100. 

List  of  the  Ayes. 
,T.D. 
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Viict. 
J,  C.  B. 

by,  H.  A. 

hon.  \y. 

,  Col. 
W. 


Baring,  hon.  W.  B. 
Bantinck,  Lord  G. 
Beroard,  Visct. 
Bodkin,  W.H. 
BoWeto,  H.  O. 
Bonhwick,  P. 
Boifield,  B. 
Uowring,  Dr. 
Boyd, J. 
Bradshaw,  }. 
Bramiton,  T.  W. 


Broad  wood,  H. 
Brock lehunt,  J, 
Bruce,  Lord  £. 
Buckley,  E. 
Buller,  Sir  J.  Y. 
BurroughM,  H.  N. 
Chaiteris,  hon.  F. 
Cheliea,  ViKt. 
Chute,  W.  L.  W, 
Clayton,  R.  R, 
Clerk,  Sir  O. 
Clive,  Visct. 
Colleit,  W.  R. 
Colletl,  J. 
Complon,  H.  C. 
ConoUy,  Col. 
CoDie,  SirC.  H. 
Copeland,  Aid. 
Corry,  rt.  bon.  H. 
Courteoay,  Lord 
Crawford,  W.S. 
Cresswell,  B. 
Crippi,  W. 
Damer.hon.Col. 
Dawnay,  hon.  W.  H, 
Denison,  E.  B. 
Dickinson,  F.  H. 
Dodd,G. 
Douglat,  Sir  H. 
Douglas,  Sir  C.  E. 
Douglas,  J.  D.S. 
Drum  mood,  U.  H. 
Dngdale,  W.  S. 
Duncombe,T. 
DunganoOD,  Visct . 
Easi,  J.  B. 
Eastuor,  Vuct. 
Eliot,  Lord 
Eoilyn,  ViMl. 
Esoolt,  B. 
Fieidea,  W. 
Fellowts,  E. 
Flower,  Sir  J. 
FollBit,  Sir  W.  W. 
Forbes,  W. 
Fox.  3.  L. 
Gatkell,  J.  Milna* 
<ilad)tone,Tt.hn.W.B. 
Gladstone,  Capt. 
Glyooe,  Sir  S.  R. 
Godson,  R- 
Gordon,  hon.  Capt, 
Gore,  M. 
Goring,  C. 
Goulburo,  rt.  hon.  H. 
Graham,  rL  hn.  Sir  J. 
Granby,  Mareoess  of 
Granger,  T.  C. 
Greenall,  P. 
Greene,  T. 
Grimsdilch,T. 
Hale,  R.  B. 
Halford,  II. 
Hamilton,  G.  A. 
llamilloD,  W.  J. 
Hamilton,  Lord  C 
Hampden,  R. 
2T« 


Hanmer,  SirJ. 
Harcourt,  G.  G. 
HardiogB,n.hD,SirlI    - 
Hardy,  J. 
Halton,  Capt.  V. 
Heatheole,  Sir  W. 
Hepburn,  Sir  T.  B. 
Herbert,  hon.  S. 
Hillsborough,  Earl  of 
Hiiide,J.H. 
Hodgson,  R. 
llolmes,  ho.  W.A.C. 
Hope,  boo.  C. 

Hope!  g'.  W. 
Hornby,  J. 
Howard,  P.  H. 
Hughes,  W.  a. 
Hume,  J. 
Hussey,  A. 
Hussey,  T. 
Hut^  W. 
Inglis,  Sir  R.  H. 
JaiQes,Sir  W.  C. 
Jermyn,  Earl 
Johnstone,  Sir  J. 
Jones,  Capt. 
Kelbums,  Visct. 
Kemble,  H. 
Knatchbn1l,Tt.hn.SirG 
Lambtffii,  H. 
Law,  hoD.  C.  E. 
Lawson,  A. 
Liocoln,  Bari  of 
Lockhart,  W. 
Lord  MayoiofLBiidoa 
Lowtber,  J.  H. 
Lowiher,  bon.  Col. 
Lyall,  O. 
LvgOB,  bon.  Oen, 
Mscktaiie,  T. 
Mackenzie,  W.  P. 
Maokinnon,  W.  A, 
McGeaehv,  P.  A.' 
MahoD,  Visct. 
Hainwarior,  T. 
Manham,  Visct. 
Martin,  C.  W. 
Martoo,  G. 
Master,  T.W.C. 
Maxwell,  hon.  J.  P. 
Meynell,  Capt. 
MildmaT.H.ai.J. 
Miles,  P.  W.  8. 
MilBes,  U.  M. 
Mordaunt,  fflr  J. 
Morgan,  C. 
Morris,  D. 
Mundy,  E.  U. 
NetiUe,  R. 
Nawry,  Visct. 
Niehel),  rt.  hn.  1. 
Norreys,  Lord 
Northland,  Visei. 
Packe,  C.  W. 
Pakioftofi,  J.  S. 
Patten,  J.  W, 
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markati.     Lookiu  at         pnMBt  lill,ti 

thought  it  ihowM  a  §  want  off  miim 
on  tie  part  of  tht  Oo>»Bn0Bl  ■•  hN 
pMtpoDeti  a  BMaHin  of  thia  klad.     Iti^ 


glee,  that  he  was  going  to  ham  •eme  fun 
before  Easter."  A  dinner  vaa  ta  be  giraD, 
of  that  the  hoD.  Member  iofomied  bim, 
but  he  told  the  hoc.  Member  that  he  wouM 
have  Dothing  to  do  either  with  the  hon. 
Member  or  with  hia  dtaner.  A  moat 
flamiDg  handbill  waa  printed  and  poited ; 
in  that  it  was  stated,  in  large  and  legible 
characters,  that  Mr.  W.  S.  Blackatone  had 
kindly  coniented  to  take  the  chair,  and 
that  other  penona  of  coniequenoe  would 
attend.  Ha  did  not  know  whether  the  hon. 
Member  intended  that  as  a  puff  for  him- 
self- Well,  what  took  place  at  that  meet- 
ing ?  It  waa  said  in  vino  veritiu.  Were 
the  farmers  told  of  the  Canada  Corn-bill  ? 
The  Earl  of  Stanhom  said,  that  the  right 
lion.  Bamuet  woula  not  consBnt  lo  any 
alteration  in  the  Corn-bill,  Waa  not,  the 
noble  Eail  asked,  the  Canada  Corn-bill  aa 
inrractioQ  of  that  pledge?  Uoleaa  it  was 
the  object  of  the  hon.  Member  that  thoae 
who  were  present  should  go  away  from  the 
meeting,  the  ban.  Member  should' hare 
risen  up  and  stated  the  facts.  That  the  noble 
Earl  should  not  have  known  what  the  in- 
tentions of  Government  wsa,  was  not  sur- 
prising, as  that  noUe  Earl  was  not  a  Mem- 
ber of  that  HouK.  But  the  hon.  Member 
pretended  to  be  senaitivety  alive  to  the  in- 
terest of  agriculture,  and  be  maintained 
that  the  lion.  Member  ought  to  have  placed 
before  the  farmera  the  true  itatemeot  of 
the  cas&  The  hon.  Member,  howenr, 
came  down  to  the  House  and  ahifted  the 
matter  ofl'  bis  owd  shoulder*.  "  Ii  ja  not 
my  own  opinion,"  Hid  the  bon.  Mamber 
fur  Wallingford,  "  but  the  opinion  of  the 
farmers."  All  he  would  lay  was,  ho  who 
flared  to  whisper  behind  a  person's  back 
what  he  had   not   the  courage  to  say  in 

iiublic  to  his  face,  was  vilely,  grossly,  and 
Dully  guilty.  He  did  not  speak  of  the 
hon.  Member,  because  tlie  hon.  Member 
denied  the  imputation.  All  he  would  say 
was,  that  the  real  delinquent  had  acted 
foully,  grossly,  rilely,— just  aa  if  any  one 
bad  gone  into  Berkshire  and  said,  "  Do 
not  yuu  see  and  know  what  the  Member 
for  Wallingfonl  (Mr.  Blackatone)  ia  at. 
A  gentleman  of  Whig  principlea  baa  lately 
lK>ught  a  property  in  the  neighbourhood. 
Mr.  Blacksione  feels  that  bis  seat  is  uncer- 
tain, and  he  wishes  to  aati^fy  you,  the 
furmers,  in  oriler  to  secure  that  be  may  be 
hcreufler  returned  as  Member  for  the 
iKiinty  of  Uetks."  Thi:j  wag  the  cause  of 
III!  ibc  agitation  that  prevailed.  Hy  this 
*•  uncertainty  wascn-attxl.  und  a  great 


peaiied  to  bim  that  the  only  chaiiM  «Ua 
this  bill  made  wu the adiwtiM  «  >Ai^ 
of  4(.  instead  of  a  dntr  ot  it.  m  f  MMIb 


and  he  would  contend  tut  the  otMr  ML 
ling  a  quarter  was  tatig  up  hf  lewjimm  H 
duty  in  advance  and  the  payiBMit  «  M 
duty  on  a  bulk^  article.  If  turn  mH 
Friend  in  bringmg  fiKward  thisHMHl- 
were  tamperiDK  wiUi  the  Cwiwhwrt«f  hj 
year,  he  ahoula  hara  been  the  fl 
poae  him.  This  queedob  ha '  ' 
exaggerated   and    gieetty 

out  of  doora.     When  be  beard   I>m  a 

Frbod    (Lord    Stanley)    siato    that    1m 
brought    this    meanire    forward    on    hii 
reipooubility  as  a  Mintaier  of  tho  Crn^  • 
— as  a  measure   of  great    importum  | 
Canada,  he  could  not  for  n  moment  d    ' 
the  course  it  was  hia  duty  to  miraiM,  fl 
would  support  the  Mcood  raadiiw  iCI 
bill.  -»-« 

Mr.  BhtckMltmt  could  assun  Hm  { 
that  he  had  had  no  intention  of  a~ 
■ingle  word  on  the  pteteot  t 
or  the  mnntedly  peimnal  man^ 
he  had  been  alluded  to  1^  the  i 
He  would  assure  the  Houae  ^ 
occasion  had  he  introdoced  —  and  < 
foture  occasion  voold  lie  introdut 
Bonalides    into    anv    discnwioa 

House.    He  stood  tbete  uj  . , . 

tive  of  the  feelingtof  hb  caDstttuent«,i| 
be  hoped  that  leel^  u»  he  might  ;,' 
uttenneo  to   those  Mings,   he    did  | 

think  that  for  that  he  ouf;bt  1  __; 

in  questioD  b^  any  Hembvr  of  that  Hoan 
HU  noble  Fnend,  if  he  oould  be  wrainri 
stilt  to  call  bim  ac^  hnd  Malod  that  he 
bad  expreeaed  his  intantii>n  lo  ipcak  aa 
the  second  reading  of  ibis  bill.  If  ik 
noble  Ijord  had  been  i>TT*aot  oo  tM 
occasion,  he  tbougbt  be  would 
understood  him  diKrtnily.  H« 
beeu  led  to  aay  a  few  wnnis  oo  th«  i 
introduction  M  the  tacaaiire,  bat  | 
did  not  wish  to  addreaa  the  l)aa«  oaa 
of  the  amendments,  and  wished  to  rt 
himself  until  suck  timt;  as  the  I 
would  be  called  on  to  coaor  i 
the  principle  of  the  bill  ilMlf. 
stated  was,  that  he  had  n 
bis  opinioti  on  the  several  . 
tu  wtut  until  thej  c  to  diseuM~i 
general  question.  He  uurt»«l  that  h«M 
far   net  himself  right    with   bii 


dcpreHxiun  of  price  uas  produced  in  the  1  Fiiend,  the  MembecficOaiiinl«hifs. 


(JtnriS}' 


CimMia  Ootthlmm. 


bad  been  psnoully  allndad  to  bj  th* 
nobla  Lord,  and  ^  thooglrt  ha  oNld 
ezplaio  tbfl  nuaa.  He  net  the  Mbfe 
Lord  coBiiag  Into  the  HooNt  ud  aAed 
bim  wu  be  folng  to  nwtt  hb  friends  at 
Woodatodc— She  waa  goJBg  to  attrad  the 
Bgriculiural  meeting  wnidi  «••  to  be  held 
next  week  at  Woodatodc.  He  couM  tell 
the  noble  Lord)  that  the  meeting  to  he 
held  at  Woodatocfc  wai  not  convened  by 
him,  and  if  (he  noMe  Lind  went  therei  he 
would  meet  the  aMembM  rarmeia,  anid  if 
tbey  approved  of  bla  condoet  tbe^  wonld 
■how  it.  He  did  not  know  what  coune 
tbe  noble  Lord  mi^t  adopt,  bat  the  &iw 
tners  of  Oxfordihire  would  perhotlT  hoow 
who  ther  hadaowKtnrDed  to  ParfaaiiwDt 
The  noble  Lord  bad  tartbar  atated  tint 
he  had  made  an  acmiatinB  agaiaat  the 
right  hon.  Baraoat  at  the  hwl  of  the 
Gorernment,  which  the  noble  Lord  stated 
he  (Mr.  Blackatme)  would  not  rateiate 
in  that  Houae.  Now,  be  wonld  r^terate 
that  which  be  iuA  stated  at  WalliDgfwd. 
What  be  had  stated  wu  this,  that  the 
right  hon.  Banmet,  at  the  beMl  of  tW 
Government  bad  been  plaoad  In  Us  pre- 
sent proud  podtion  bjr  ^  Aimers  of 
EagWDd,  becaose  thsTooBsidCTed  he  wvaM 
act  in  porsuaooe  of  the  riews  and  KDti- 
aaenta  which  they  entwtafawd,  and  that  so 
fiir  fknm  doii^  this— sod  in  mjiag  tbia, 
be  ipoka  not  oahr  his  own  seBtuMot^  but 
those  of  thooMuids  and  tm  of  tho—ads 
out  of  doors— tbe  right  bon.  Bavonat^  irivn 
placed  In  bis  prssaat  pnxid  posltloa,  not 
only  did  not  act,  ia  pur— nes  of  the  views 
and  interests  at  the  hrwsfs.  but  dinetir 
opposed  thefaraeBtlmatsdbdwUiei.  He 
made  this  statement  now,  In  the  hering 
of  the  ririit  boa.  Barenet,  and  flTtbt  wMe 
ImA.  tbe  Member  fbr  thSoMUit,  and 
hoped  that  bla  vocde  would  act  be  nisBn< 


The  HooM  divided  on  tbe  qaeatlOB, 
that  the  word  "  now  "  stand  part  of  tbe 
<{uestioi>.  Ayes  309;  Noea  109;— Ha- 
joritj  100. 

Hat  qf  tJia  Atks. 
AcltDd,  T.  D. 


A'Court,  Capu 
Adue,  Visct. 
Adderl;,  C.  B. 
Agliooby,  H.  A. 
Arkwriaht,  G. 
Aitell,  W. 
Bagoi,  hon.  W. 
Bflillic,  <;o\. 
Batrd,  W. 
Balfour,  J.  M. 


Baring,  bon.  W.  a 
BnUnek.  Loid  ti. 
Betaud,ViNL 
Bodkin,  W.U. 
Bddero,ll.G. 
Borthwk^,  P. 


Broad  wood,  B. 
firodlehunt,J. 
BnMe,LordB. 
Backlty,  E. 
BaUti.8irJ.Y. 
fiunooibas,  H.  N. 
CbBrtoni,hon.P. 
Chdsea,nMit. 
Chale,  W.  L.  W. 
Clayton,  R.  R. 
Clerk,  iilrO. 
Clive,  Visa. 
Colleit,W.  B. 
CoUaU,J. 
Compien,  H.  C 
ConoUy,  Col. 
Coole,  Sit  C.  H. 
(;opdUMl,AU. 
Corty,  rt.  boe.  H. 
Counenav,  Lord 
Crawford,  W.  S. 
Cnsn(eU,a 
Cnpps,  Wa 
Daiasr,baa.Col. 
Dawnaj,  bon,  W,  H. 
DeDbon,  E.  B. 
DickiDMm,  F.  H. 
Dadd,G. 
Doii|lu,BiiII. 
Don^SirCE. 
Douglai,J.D.8. 
Dnuamond,  H.  H. 
DiVdtfe,W.8. 
I>niKombe,T. 
Dongannen,  Vioel. 
Ea*t,J.B. 
EsHoor.Vlsot. 
£het,I,ard 
Enlvn,VtNt. 
fteol^B. 
Fialden,W. 
Fellow^  E. 
Flower,  Sir  J. 
FoUett,  Sir  W.  V. 
ForiMSiW. 
Fos,  8.  L. 
Gafkell,  S.  HUnss 
01ad«one,n.ha.WJBi 
(»ad«OBs,CBpt, 
Olynoe,  Sir  8.  B. 
GodKW,  B> 
Ooitloa,bon.C8pl. 
Gote,U. 
Goring,  C. 
Gonlbnm,  1%.  ban.  H. 
Graham,  rt.be.  Mr  J. 
Gtanby,  MaiasMi  of 
Orannr,T.  C> 

Greso^T. 
Griuafite^T. 
Hale,  R,  B. 
Ualfbid.H. 
~     ~       O.  A. 
W.J. 


Hawsr.SirJ. 
Haroonrt,  O,  O. 
Haidienrt.liu.8irH    . 
Hardy,  J. 
Hatlon,  C^  V. 
^eatbeot^5i(W. 
Hepburn,  Sir  T.  B. 
Herbert,  hon.  8. 
Hilbboraagb,  Eari  of 
Hiode,  J.  H. 
Hodgiae,B. 
Holms,  hn.W.A.C. 
Hoporbon.C. 
Hope,A. 
Hope,  6.  W. 
Hwnby,  J. 
HowaM,  F.  H. 
Hugbei,W.a 
fInaie,J. 
Hnney.A. 
Homey,  T. 
HaU,W. 
Inglis,  Sir  B.  H. 
James,  Sir  W.  C. 
JeMtyii,Ear) 
Johnstons,  Sir  3, 
iaam,CnH. 


Knatehbnll,rlJin.8irE 


LBW,boe.C.B. 

Lamon,  A. 

liseotD,  Vari  of 

LockhartfW. 

Lord  MayotefLsedin 

LowAer.J.H. 

LowUior,b«n.Osl, 

lAgoa,  bsa.  OsB. 

liHhMids,T. 

Ua^aniie,W.P. 

HaoUnM^W.A. 

MoOesShv,  F.  A. 

Maboi^V&t. 

HaiB«aiiw,T. 

HarshamTvtact. 

Msrtia,  C.  W. 

Maitoo,0. 

llaMm,T.W.a 

llaxwd1,be«.J.P, 

MoyailL  Capt- 

MiI(lmM>.H!lt.l. 

MOe^.W.a. 

MilB^B.H. 

HofdaanL  Mr  i. 

Mein^. 
Hmdy,  B.  IL 

IfovlUa.B. 

Mawiy.lTMt. 

Ki^n.be.J. 

HonntiLSfd 

NoitUsM,Vbit. 

Psdia.aW. 

Pakia|iBa,*.a 

Pause,  J. «. 
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Peel,  n.  hn.  Sir  R. 
Peel,  J. 

PeanaDt.hon.  Col. 
Piftol,  Sir  R. 
PolhiU,  F. 
PolliiigioD,  ViscI, 
Pollock.  Sir  F. 
Praed,  W.T. 
Pnngle,A. 
Rsshlejgh,  W. 
Reid.SirJ.  R. 
Roche,  Sir  D. 
Rose,  rt,  hon.  Sir  G. 
Raund,C.  G. 
Rouod,  J. 
Russell,  C. 
Ituswll,  J.D.  W. 
Rjder,  hon.  G.  D. 
Sundenon,  R. 
Sandon,  Visct. 
Seymour,  Sir  H.  B. 
Sheppard.T. 
Shirley,  E.  J. 
Smith,  A. 

Siniih,it.hD.T.B.C. 
Smollett,  A. 
Sotheron,  T.  R.  S. 
Sunlejr,  Lord 
Stewart,  J. 


Stout,  H. 
Siutt,  H.  C. 
Sutton,  hoo.  H.  M. 
Tennenl,  J.  E. 
Thesiger,  F. 
Thomhill,  G. 
Trench,  Sir  F.  W. 
Trevor,  hon.  G,  R. 
Trotter,  J. 


Turn 


,  E. 


Vane, Lord  I). 
Vemer,  Col. 
Vivian,  J.  E. 
Wakley,  T. 
Wahh,  Sir  J.  B. 
Welhy,  G.  v.. 
Wellesley,  Lord  C. 
Wilbraham,  hu.  R.  B. 
Williami,  VI. 
Wood,  Col. 
Wood,  Col.  T. 
Wortley,  hon.  J.  S. 
Wortley,  hoo.J.S. 
Vorke,  hoD.  £.  T. 
Young,  J. 


Uunay,  C.  R.  S. 
Napier,  Sir  C. 
Neeld,  J. 
Neeld,  J. 
NoiTcrs,  Sir  D.  J. 
O'Brieo.A.S. 
O'Brien,  J. 
O'Conoell,  M.  J. 
O'Conor,  Don 
OTerrall,  R.  H. 
PgJner,  R. 
Parker,  J. 
Pecbeil,  Capt. 
Plumridge,  Capl. 
Pu»ey,  P. 
Redington,  T.  N. 
Rendleshain,  Lord 
Knibbrooke,  Col. 
Seymour,  Lord 
Sheil,  rt.  hn.  R.  L. 

Bill  read  a  lecond  tirae. 

House  adjourned  at  om  oVIocL 


Sibdioip,Cd. 
Smith,  ft.  kB.B.T. 
Smytk,  8tr  H. 
Staaln,  K. 
Stewart,  P.M. 
Talbot,  C.R.H. 
Taocnd.  B.  W. 
Taylor,  T.  E. 
TboraelajF,  T. 
TrclftwoT,  J.  a. 
Trollo|w.3irJ. 


Wood,  B. 


HOUSE  OP    LORDS* 
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iwio/lA«NoEB. 


BilloeABcy  RaUmr. 


Mix,  J.  P. 
Arbuthnott,  hon,  II. 
Archbold,  R. 
Bankei,  G. 
Baring,  rt.  hn.  F.  T. 
Barnard,  K.  G. 
Barrington,  Visct. 
Barron,  Sir  II.  W. 
Baskerrille,  T.  B.  M. 
Beoelt,  J. 
Berkeley,  hon,  C. 
Blackitone,  W.  S. 
Bodkin,  S.  i. 
Broadley,  U. 
Browne,  lion.  W. 
Buck,  L.  W. 
Byng,  (i. 

Byng,  tt.hoo.  G.  S. 
Chapmun,  B. 
Chetwode,  Sir  J. 
Childers,J.  W. 
CoWile.  C.  R. 
Cowper,  hn.  W.  F. 
Darby,  0. 
Dawwu,  hon.  T.  V. 
Deaison,  J.  F.. 
Dick,  U. 
Diiraeli,  fi. 
Drax,J.S.W.  S.  E. 
DuDCombe.  hon,  O, 
Dundai,  Adn. 
Du  Pre,  C.  G. 
FUton,  R.  J. 
Ebrington,  Vitct, 
£van«,  W. 

JD,  £.  B. 


Filzmaurice,  hon.  W. 
French,  P. 
Fuller,  A.  E. 
Giaborne,  T. 
Gore,W.  O. 
Guest,  Sir  J. 
Hall,  Sir  B. 
HallybortoDjLonlJ.P. 
Hay,  Sir  A.  L. 
Hayter,  W.  «. 
Ueatheote,  G.  J. 
Ileneage,  E. 
Henley,  J.  W. 
Henniker,  Lord 
Hill.  Lord  M. 
Hoskini,  K. 
Jervis,  J. 

Jolliffe.SirW.  0.  H. 
Knigblley,  Sir  C. 
Langtton,  J.  H. 
Langton.W.G. 
Lnyard,  Capt. 

Leveion,  Lord 
Lislowetl,  Earl  of 
MTaggarl,  Sir  J. 
Manner],  Lord  C.  S. 
Manners,  Lord  J. 
Marjorikraiik?,  S. 
Martin,  J. 
Martin,  T.  B. 
Milei,  W. 
MiicaJfe.H. 
Mitchell,  T.  A. 
MorriwD,  Gen. 
HuiphAr.  S. 


Lord  ELi.ENBoitoiroii — Vor*  i 
TiiAKKs.]  The  Urd  Cha^txUor  m- 
quainled  the  Home  that  he  bad  rtcm^ 
from  Lord  Gllenboroueh,  lbs  rTrnniaff 
•renerfll  of  India,  the  fotinwing  l«(ier.  ■ 
return  to  (he  ihenki  of  ih«  Roaw  cM»- 
municated  (o  his  Lordibip  b;  the  I 
Chancellor  in  obedience  to  an  order  O 
Houte  of  the  20th  of  Febrtnuj  t 

"My  Lord  Chancellor, —1  ban  I  ' 
higheit  sitiibcticiD  in  com  muni  catiw  | 
army  engaged  in  ilir  Inte  Ennt|iai|ra  in  AT 
iitan,  the  unanimom  ihanki  shidi  ksi* 
-"d  to  it  bj  the  lloutc  of  J  A*^ 


rthe  L^ 
rderoM^ 
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It  is  gratifying  to  me  that  their  Lordships 
should  have  thought  fit  to  acknowledge  the 
part  I  had  in  supporting  the  military  opera- 
tions.— I  have  the  honour  to  remain, 

**  My  Lord  Chancellor, 
"  Your  Lordship's  most  obedient  servant, 

"  Ellen BOROucH." 
"The  Right  Hon.  the  Lord  High  Chancellor/* 

Princess  Augusta  of  Cambridge. 
— Message  from  the  Queen.]  The 
Duke  of  Wellington  announced  that  be 
had  a  message  from  her  Majesty,  which 
was  read  by  the  Lord  Chancellor,  as  fol- 
lows :  — 

«*  V.  R.— Her  Majesty  thinks  it  right  to  ac- 
quaint the  House  of  Lords  that  she  has  given 
her  consent  to  a  marriage  between  her  Royal 
Highness  the  Princess  Augusta  Caroline,  eldest 
daughter  of  his  Royal  Highness  the  Duke  of 
Cambridge,  and  his  Royal  Highness  Frederic 
Hereditary  Grand  Duke  of  Mecklenburgh 
Strelitz. 

"Tlie  many  proofs  which  the  House  of 
Lords  has  afforded  of  affectionate  attachment 
to  her  Majesty's  person  and  Family,  leave  her 
Majesty  no  doubt  of  their  readiness  to  enable 
her  Majesty  to  make  a  suitable  provision  for 
her  Royal  Highness  on  this  occasion. 

Message  to  be  considered  on  Tuesday. 

Dismissal  of  Magistrates  (Ireland).] 
The  Marquess  of  Clanricarde :  In  asking 
the  question  of  which  I  have  given  notice, 
there  is  not,  I  think,  much  apology  due,  in 
the  present  state  of  Ireland,  not  only  from 
any  one  connected  with  that  country,  nor 
would  there  be  from  any  Member  of  this 
House  who  may  desire  to  know  distinctly 
the  grounds  on  which  the  Irish  Govern- 
ment have  taken  the  step  to  which  I 
mean  to  allude .  I  therefore  rise  to  ask 
a  question,  the  object  of  which  is^  to  as- 
certain distinctly  on  what  principle  the 
Irish  Government  have  proceeded,  and  are 
proceeding,  in  dismissing  certain  gentle- 
men from  the  commission  of  the  peace  in 
Ireland,  and  from  the  office  of  deputy- 
lieutenants.  I  shall  make  no  comments 
on  these  proceedings,  my  object  being  to 
obtain  information  as  to  the  facts.  In  or- 
der to  make  my  object  clear,  I  shall  have 
to  point  out  certain  discrepancies  in  letters 
addressed  by  the  Lord  Chancellor  of  Ire- 
land to  the  magistrates  I  have  referred  to, 
and  which  certainly  involved  the  views  of 
the  Government  in  such  obscurity,  that 
we  ought  to  hear  on  what  principles  they 
bare  determined  to  act.    In  the  letter  ad* 


dressed  to  Lord  Ffrench,  to  which  I  felt 
it  my  duty  to  call  your  Lordships'  atten- 
tion some  time  back.     It  is  stated : — 

**  It  has  been  his  earnest  desire  not  to  inter« 
fere  with  the  expression  of  opinion  by  any 
magistrate  in  favour  of  repeal,  although  from 
his  6rst  arrival  here  he  deemed  it  inconsistent 
with  the  determination  of  her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment, to  uphold  the  Union  between  Great 
Britain  and  Ireland,  to  appoint  as  a  magistrate 
any  person  pledged  to  a  repeal  of  that  Union. 
Her  Majesty's  Government  having  recently 
declared  in  both  Houses  of  Parliament  their 
fixed  determination  to  maintain  the  Union,  it 
becomes  the  duty  of  the  members  of  the  Go- 
vernment to  support  that  declaration .'' 

And  the  whole  matter  is  wound  up 
thus :— - 

^*  This  view  of  the  case,  which  the  step  taken 
by  your  Lordship  has  forced  upon  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Lord  Chancellor,  will  compel  him 
at  once  to  supersede  any  other  magistrates 
who,  since  the  declarations  in  Parliament,  have 
attended  like  repeal  meetings." 

I  do  not  mean  to  make  any  commentary 
on  this,  for  I  think  it  is  pretty  clear  from 
it  what  the  intention  of  the  Government 
then  was.  It  is  dated  the  25th  of  May, 
and  on  the  29th  May  there  is  another  let- 
ter addressed  to  Mr.  Otter,  in  which  there 
is  this  phrase : — 

'*  If  you  had  confined  yourself  to  a  state- 
ment of  the  grounds  of  your  resignation,  the 
Lord  Chancellor  would  have  been  anxious  to 
satisfy  you  that  Government  had  not  any  in- 
tention to  interfere  with  the  constitutional 
right  to  assemble  and  petition  for  the  repeal 
of  any  act  of  the  Legislature." 

It  is  impossible  not  to  see  that  those 
words  allude  to  the  act  of  Union.  Now, 
I  certainly  did  understand  from  the  for- 
mer letter,  that  after  the  declarations  of 
her  Majesty's  Ministers  in  Parliament, 
every  magistrate  who  took  part  in  the^re- 
peal  agitation,  was  to  be  dismissed ;  yet 
the  letter  which  I  have  just  read  would 
lead  to  a  contrary  conclusion.  But,  my 
Lords,  that  is  not  all,  for  it  appears  that  a 
letter  was  addressed  to  Mr.  Clanchy,  in- 
quiring whether  or  not  he  attended  a  re« 
peal  dinner.  His  answer  is,  that  he  did 
attend  a  dinner  to  Messrs.  O'Counell  and 
Roche,  the  representatives  of  his  county. 
This  is  his  letter : — 

*'  Charieville,  24th  May,  1843. 

*'  Sir— In  reply  to  your  letter  of  the  23rd 
instant,  I  beg  to  state,  for  the  information  of 
the  Lord  Chancellor,  that  I  did  attend  a  dinner 
in  Charieville  on  the  18th  instant,  given  to 
Messrs.  O'Connell and  Rpche^at  which  were 
persons  diflfering  in  opinion  on  the  sal]||ect  of 
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reptalj  a>  well  aa  on  other  matten  of  politics. 
Messrs.  O'Conpell  and  Roche  are  repreienta- 
liTcs  in  Parliament  for  this  county.  I  sup' 
poned  them  at  the  last  geoeral  election,  1  pur- 
poie  doing  so  (please  God)  at  the  next. 
Neither  at  this  dinner,  nor  at  an;  meeting, 
ha*e  I  given  any  opinion  on  the  act  orUoion, 
periwps  hecBusa  m;  ideas  on  that  question 
may  not  be  as  yet  perfectly  founded.  But 
tbis  I  will  say,  that  my  intentions  are  to 
support  such  measures  only  as  will  promote 
■he  interesti  of  Ireland,  and  at  the  same  lime 
slrenglhen  and  preHrre  the  Bnlish  coonec- 
tion.^Your  obediont  servant, 

"  H.  Sngden,  Esq.  D.  CLtvcHV." 

Now,  it  id  impowiUe  to  ujr  of  this  din- 
ner, »s  was  said  in  the  letter  to  Lord 
Ffreoch,  that  "  it  hul  an  ineriuble  ten- 
dency to  outrage ;  "  because  whether  the 
dinner  was  given  to  the  representatives  of 
the  county,  or  was  a  aiere  repeal  dianer, 
it  was  abaurd  to  say  that  it  had  an  inevi. 
ble  lendeiicy  to  the  breach  of  the  pe»e. 
There  imist  be  a  total  chanj^  in  all  our 
habits  and  proceedings  before  such  maitims 
are  kid  do*a  for  the  cendnct  of  public 
incetiDgfl.  I  am  sure  that,  generally 
speaking,  the  Govemmeiit  woitld  not  so 
act.  It  ii  evidenllj  coandeivd,  that  a  mere 
enpresaion  of  o{HnioB  on  the  subject  of 
Repeal  of  the  Union,  justifies  the  dismissal 
of  a  magistrate,  though  the  Locd  Chancel- 
lor of  Ireland  bad  previously  said,  that  be 
would  not  interfere  with  the  expression  of 
opioion  as  regards  an  Act  of  Parliament. 
There  is,  besides,  the  case  of  Colonel  But- 
ler, whose  oilence  is,  that  he  could  not  at- 
tend a  repeal  meeting,  as  he  was  conl 
to  hie  bed.  It  ia  quite  clear,  then,  that 
the  Biere  expression  of  an  npininn  faroar- 
able  to  repeal  is  deemed  a  jnat location  for 
(lisBiisBal.  Now  1  am  not  nying,  that  ihe 
grounds  thus  alleged  are  right  or  wrong ; 
but  I  do  think  that  at  this  particular  mo- 
ment, the  Irish  Government  (not  when  I  say 
the  Irish  Goremmenc,  I  mean, of  course,  the 
JVIinistcrs  who  arc  respooeibie  for  its  acts), 
should  let  the  cunatry  kn«w  clearly  what 
they  neaa,  and  on  what  princijMS  they 
are  proceeding,  in  what  »  already  grare, 
and  may  be  a  graver  natter—the  daMis. 
sal  of  magistrates  in  Inland. 

The  liukeofWtainylm:  My  Lords,  I 
ana  very  lanch  obli^d  to  the  noble  Har- 
<|uess  tor  explaining  the  object  of  this 
r|ue«ton,  I  certainly  was  not  swnre  of 
■  he  letters  to  which  the  noble  Lord  re- 
ferred; but  lie  has  been  so  kind  as  ta 
state  to  me  in  writing,  that  he  intended  to 
itiqoinoo  what  principle  theae  magitlratet 
anddeputy^limieimubtn  beeo  diimisKd 
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fiom  their  offices,  a  to  kbu  ^anrin  I 
am  prepared  to  give  iimrar.    TImi 

Gentlemen  having  fatoou  momm  of  tka  p» 
MDt  to  instigate  and  encourap  iW  as* 
sembly  of  those  larn  meetings  in  Icela^ 
on  which  the  flrit  uir  Buthority  had  pi^ 
oouDced  ia  writing  tbe  opinion  that  ilaj 
had  "  a  tendency  to  outrage  ;"  tliai "  iWj 
were  not  in  the  spirit  of  tlio  cotvsiilaliia, 
and  may  becoma  daagerous  to  U>e  Slau:' 
the  Lord-lieutenant  or  the  '"in  rraraHt 
could  not  feel  any  confidence  in  the  p«- 
foriDBnce  of  tbair  duties  by  these  mpi- 
trales  and  deputyOieulcnanis,  who  hd 
thus  excited  these  meeting,  or  who  pre- 
sided at  them,  or  who  even  attended  ihes. 
Your  Lordships  are  pcrrectlv  aw.-iic  ifait 
ononcoccasten  it  was  pro»^  that  tline 
meetings  had  a  tendcBcy  to  oairage— it- 
deed,  outrage  waa  actoaily  commilled.  I 
told  yonr  Lordsbipa  aa  a  ftntaet  imsiais 
that  (here  was  a  great  difTetcDC*  sf 
opinion  in  Ireland  on  the  subject  of  IW 
repeal  of  the  union.  Kow,  suppose  thai 
two  assemblies  repreaentiog  such  opiaiM) 
assemble  on  tbe  same  occasion  aud  ia  tbe 
same  tieighbourhood,  why  it  is  obvious  llM 
outrage  and  bloodshed  may  occur,  and  H 
must  be  likewise obnona  that  tho»cnisg>»> 
t  rates  and  deputy- lien  tenants  ar«  Mt 
officers  on  whom  the  Lotd  lieutenant  «ai 
rely  for  carrying  into  eieciiiion  mcnians 
for  the  repression  and  aupiimnim  uf  oat- 
rage  which  he  any  think  proper  It  laks 
onsDch  an  occasioa.  My  Lord*,  I  ha«i 
bcaidea  to  obaarva to  yoar  'Lordehtpa,  rM 
for  a  rery  considenUe  period  of  tia*  i 
has  bean  a  matter  of  aoionety  in  Iwh^ 
thai  the  MemWrs  of  bar  Majrslv**  Cob» 
cil,  her  Majesty's  serranis  id  this  a^d  At 
other  House  of  Perliaatrai,  declared  il  to 
be  tbe  positive  and  fiied  deter minaiiwi  of 
the  Government  to  maintain  torinlaie  tbt 
legislative  anion  between  tbe  iwo  co^ 
tries.  Some  of  tbe  ir>o?t  dtsiinnfaM 
Members  of  both  Houacs  of  ParAaasM 
declared,  in  their  phcei,  that  they  tnd  A 
same  intention:  and  Siis  dcclaratn  tf 
opinion  has  been  communicBie4  to  (b 
public  more  than  once,  and  in  do  nae  » 
stance,  as  I  believe,  bas  there  been  m 
intention  avowed  to  promote  the  object  «f 
thia  repeal  of  the  ntwo.  ^Tctl,  tbw, 
what  must  be  inferred  from  the  nolO(wl| 
of  that  fact  ?  What  bvt  hat  ibo  rsfad 
of  the  union,  so  hr  as  a  rote  nf  Parfi^ 
ment  is  concerned,  ia  KoinIkm  '.  Ii  bm 
'  be  carried,  than,  by  in  itun.  by  (on^ 

and  Tioleaee,  aad  or  c       s,  m  lot  G^ 
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ImA  Ma;or  of  the  city  of  Dublin  to  the 
l/jrd-lieutenaDt-^ft  ceretoooy  which  the 
Municipal  Bill  h«d  done  away  with.  Be- 
fore the  passing  of  that  measure,  however, 
it  had  been  the  custom  for  the  Lord-lieu- 
tflnant  to  address  himself  to  the  Lord 
Mayor  on  being  so  presented ;  and  he 
begged  to  state  that,  besides  the  agitation 
then  carried  on  by  the  Repealers,  he  had 
an  additional  motm  for  making  the  obser- 
vations  to  which  he  begged  to  call  attea- 
tion,  because  he  had  been  iaFormed — lie 
could  not  say  how  trulf— that  a  portion 
of  tbe  old  corporation  bad  expressed  seoti- 
meuts  favourable  to  repeal.  After  ex< 
presiing  in  the  stroasest  and  most  distinct 
terms  his  determi nation,  and  that  of  every 
Member  of  the  then  Government,  fo  main- 
taiD  the  union  between  the  two  couotrlea 
— aft«r  stating  his  conviction  that  its  re- 
peal could  not  be  obtained  by  legal  and 
constitutioual  means,  and  that  even  if  it 
could  be  obtained,  it  would  be  fraught  with 
equal  calamity  to  Iwth  parts  of  the  United 
Empire,  he  had  proceeded  to  use  tbe  hU 
lowing  words  :— 


vernmeni,  whose  duty  it  is  to  tesist  and 
repress  such  acts  of  inifmidatibti,  force, 
and  violence,  whenever  ihey  should  be 
attempted,  by  all  the  Means  at  ihelr  dis- 
position, cannot  use  such  instruiueots  as 
those  who  excite  the  people  to  apfiear  at 
their  head,  the  Lord-lieuicnant  and  Lord 
Chancellor  have  taken  measufet  to  relnove 
them  frotn  the  cotunlission  of  the  petce, 
and  deputy-lieutenancies  of  their  several 
counties.  This  is  the  principle,  my  Lotds, 
on  which  1  conceive  (hat  the  Oovernment 
has  acted.  Indeed,  there  can  be  no  doubt 
of  it.  The  letters  from  the  learned  Judge 
at  the  head  of  ifae  Court  of  Chancery  in 
Ireland  stale  that  there  is  no  desire  on  the 
part  of  Government  to  prevent  any  Gen- 
tleman from  entertaining  any  opinions  he 
may  think  propet  to  adopt  upon  the  sub- 
ject of  the  repeal  of  any  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment. No  one  Can  desire  to  do  any  such 
thing :  but  what  wo  say  is,  that  we  must 
endeavour  to  preserve  the  peace  of  the 
countiy  notwithstanding  those  large  meet- 
ings—meetings  having  a  tendency  to  out- 
rage and  violence — and,  in  doing  so,  we 
must  make  use  of  inslruments  such  as 
there  are  in  Ireland,  and  we  cannot  make 
use  oT  the  services  of  those  who  incite  the 
people  to  assemble  at  such  IneetingB,  and 
who  preside  over  thect. 

Earl  Forlescue  said,  he  did  not  rise  to 
oficr  any  observations  upon  what  had  fallen 
from  the  noble  Duke,  but  merely  to  cor- 
rect a  misrepresentation  which  had  been 
made  in  his  absence,  both  in  that  House 
and  in  another  place,  with  regard  to  ex- 
pressions he  haa  used,  and  acts  done  by 
the  Government  of  which  he  was,  for  some 
time,  the  head  in  Ireland,  He  understood 
it  had  been  stated  in  substance  in  that 
House,  that  if  precedents  were  wanted  far 
what  he  must  call  the  extraordinary  pro- 
crcdlnes  tsken  by  the  LottA  Chnncellot  of 
Ireland— that  if  precedents  trere  wanted 
to  Justify  those  proceedings,  they  could  be 
found  in  the  declarations  made  by  him, 
and  in  the  arts  done  by  tbe  GovcrnmeDt 
of  whicli  in  Ireland  he  had  been  the  head. 
Now,  he  held  in  bis  hand  a  correct  copy 
of  the  report  taken  at  the  time  of  the  de- 
claration which  had  been  referred  to  in 
that  as  well  as  the  other  House  of  Parlia- 
ment, and  he  hoped  to  have  their  Lord- 
ships' indulgence  whilst  he  read  that  port 
of  It  which  had  reference  to  the  subject  of 
the  Repeal  of  the  Union.  The  occasion 
upon  which  the  speech  in  question  had 
Men  load*  wu  m  pnNiit«ti«n  of  tbe 


"  Need  I  say,  eDtartiintng  as  I  do  iheae 
opinions)  that  I  have  felt  it  to  be  my  duty  to 
discourage  and  ditcounlensnce,  by  all  legal 
and  constitutional  mtaot,  the  agitation  of  the 
Repeal  queatioQ  i  Need  I  say,  that  I  shall  wilh- 
hold  all  the  Govarnment  favour  and  patronage 
which  Administrations  are  entitled  lo  confer 
upon  their  supporters  from  all  those  Who  lake 
a  part  in  this  agllation,  no  tnatler  what  claims 
they  may  have,  upon  other  grounds,  to  the 
good  will  of  the  Govemmeni  i  And  if  I  have 
not  had  recoarsc  to  stronger  means  or  more 
decided  measures  for  the  discountenancing  or 
the  auppression  of  the  agitation  upon  this 
subject,  it  is  certainly  from  no  sympathy  upon 
my  part  with  the  object  or  the  feelings  of  those 
who  are  embarked  in  it ;  but  because — al- 
though most  strongly  deprecating  the  agita- 
tion— I  continue  lo  feel  the  same  respect  I 
have  always  entertained  for  the  canstilutionBl 
right  of  the  people,  openly  to  meet,  and  freely 
lo  discuss  any  acts  of  the  Legislature  which 
they  may  consider,  however  erroneously,  pre- 
judicial lo  their  interests,  or  the  interests  of 
the  country;  so  long  ai  that  discussion  ii 
carried  oh  in  a  proper  manner,  with  the  view 
of  obtaining,  by  legal  and  constitutional  m^ans 
the  consent  of  the  Legislature  to  the  allera- 
tioD  or  repeal  of  any  particular  act  of  Parlia- 
ment— the  only  object  to  which  the  agitation 
in  the  present  instance  is  declared  lo  be  di- 
rected. It  is  from  these  causes  thai,  although 
entirely  disapproving,  the  object  of  iboie  meet- 
ings, and  the  sentiments  expressed  at  them, 
more  particularly  with  regard  to  our  foreign 
policy,  that  I,  at  the  same  time,  have  not  yet 
woiidend  any  danger  Uksly  to  aiise  Cram 
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those  meetings  lo  be  such,  or  the  sentin 
expiesaed  at  Iheiii  to  have  produced  any  such 
effect  upon  the  generaltraDquillUy  of  the  coun- 
try, as  to  justily  the  interfereDce  of  the  Execu- 
tire  for  Iheir  ibrcibte  suppreisioo,  or  a  recourse 
to  measures  which,  if  Dot  of  paramount  neces' 
sity,  are  often  calculated  to  foment  llic  spirit 
which  they  seek  to  allay,  and  lo  incieaie  the 
mischief  which  they  wets  intended  :o  cure." 

Acting  up  fairly  to  the  spirit  of  that  de- 
claration, he  hadgirenno  portiaa  of  the  Go- 
vernment favour  or  patronage  to  any  per- 
son who  had  taken  part  in  that  agitation, 
but,  at  the  same  time,  it  neier  had  been 
in  his  contemplation  to  take  from  any 
person,  in  consequence  of  bis  opinions,  the 
situatioD  he  held  ;  and  he  was  sure  tbeir 
Lordsliips  would  agree  with  bim  in  think- 
ing, there  was  a  wide  distinction  between 
withholding  an  appointment  and  with- 
drawing it,  between  refusing  to  confer  an 
office,  and  taking  it  awa^.  He  bad  been 
anxious  to  set  himself  right  on  this  sub- 

J'ect,  and  betnisted  this  explanation  would 
lave  that  effect 

Lord  Brougham  said,  that  undoubtedly 
great  excitement  prevailed  amongst  ihose 
who  held  that  the  people  of  this  realm  had 
a  right  to  assemble  in  public  meetings  to 
petition  for  the  redress  of  grievances,  but 
it  should  not  be  forgotten  that  the  grievous 
abuse  of  this  right  might  end  in  bringing 
it,  in  the  first  place,  into  contempt;  next, 
into  apprehension,  and  finally,  if  not  in 
jeopardy,  at  least  into  desuetude.  He  had 
more  than  once  expressed  bis  decided  opi- 
nion that  the  principles  which  any  lam 
entertained— bis  being  free  lo  express  ihcm 
on  any  measure,  however  wild  and  imprac- 
ticable—his being  free  lo  express  tliem  on 
any  measure,  however  hurtful  in  its  ten- 
dency, provided  he  gave  vent  to  them  in 
a  peaceful  and  becoming  manner,  like  a 
goad  subject  of  the  Crown,  was  no  ground 
whatever  for  fixing  any  stigma  on  Ihat 
person  an  the  part  o(  the  executive  Go- 
vernment. He  bad  gone  further,  and  in 
doing  so  bad  bad  the  misfortune  to  differ 
from  bis  iioble  Friend  who  bad  just  sat 
down,  and  who  had  so  well  administered 
the  Government  of  Ireland,  in  tbc  view 
his  noble  Friend  had  taken  of  the  repeal 
question,  when  bis  noble  Kri<-nd  stnted,  as 
liu  had  repeated  to-night,  that  whoever 
chose  to  enteiCuiii  those  opinions  must  in 
vain  look  to  tlie  Government  for  favour  or 
patronage.  [Earl  I'otIcsiuc.—  No  ;  who- 
ever took  part  in  the  agitation  for  repeal.] 
-That  was  a  very  diflereut  matter.  Tak- 
ing patt  in  agitation  might  bo  a  pcmicioua 
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countenance  and  frnstratioD  of  [snipML 
If  the  agitation  men  of  a  plunly  flh^ 
and  perilous  nature, — illegal  woaU  aM 
be  enough, — if  it  were  nf  a  periloas  nalv^ 
it  would  afford  a  aufficient  riodiealHM  rf 
the  course  taken  by  hii  noble  Friend.  Bitf 
he  understood  that  bis  itable  Friend  w^l 
further,  declaring  that  toy  oaa  wbo  Ink 
p.irt  in  agitating  for  Tcpeal  would  ta  vm 
look  lo  hira  for  promotioo.  Bat  b^la 
noble  Friend  forgotten  ibat  a  Henbarrf 
the  other  House  was  promoted  to  a  *Hy 
high  place,  although  be  waa  koown  tola 
a  member  of  the  Repeal  Auociatioa,  vd 
was  actually  the  teller  of  that  very  hmI 
minority  when  one  Eagltab  Memlicff  ^m 
found  to  vole  in  favour  of  that  ol^octT  k 
was  not,  therefore,  for  holding  an  a  '  ' 
hut  for  taking  part  in  public  i 
that  bia  noble  Friend  withheld  p 
But,  with  regard  to  public  iDeetiBn,'V 
they  must  be  held,  they  rantt  at  leaa^hM 
some  colour  of  being  meeliogi  for  diMa  ~ 
sion  and  deliberation.  He  had  do  fti 
he  never  bad  indulged  any  fear,  of  M 
people  of  this  country  iiiBeaibling  MOri 
ing  lo  tbeir  undoubted  right  lo  daH 
(heir  grievances,  to  discuss  and  daito  lfa_ 
righti.todiscussthemeBsures  of  their  nl^ 
and  to  discuss  measures  of  fonner  Iqpiht 
lors,  and  to  call  aloud  for  new  ninaiaiwrf 
legislation,  and  to  call  aloud  for  tl 
of  farmer  measures  ofl^islalion. 
not  the  man  to  doubt  their  rigl 
meet ;  he  was  not  the  I 
at  their  exercising  locb  right  of  ■ 
but  then  it  must  be  a  limd  Jida  i 
meet,  and  a  bonSJide  meetiog  in  « 
stances  making  it  at  least  w'  ' 
bounds  of  possibility  that  diicui 
deliberation,  and  due  considcratloa  a 
measures  or  the  gricvBtces,  or  the  I 
of  former  measures,  might  be  I 
of  that  assembling  of  the  people. 
talk  of  200,000  oi  300,000  peraoni  ■ 
to  discuss  and  deliberate !  to  d 
rate,  and  argue,  and  reason  with  a 
other!  Why,  the  idea  « 
that  it  almost  converted  into  a 
ridiculous-  -of  the  ladicroos,  i 
cb  in  itself  was  but  too  seric 
lid  not  be  undetstood  (o  be 
that  be  was  told  of  the  numbera  • 
those  meetings,  when  be  was  tol 
person  had  addicsscd,  and 
having  addressed,  between  200,0( 
300,000  persons  at  once,  wbo  i~* 
what  be  laid  t  [A  noble  L    '     ' 
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which  would  add  to  ihe  public  expenses 
and  to  our  financial  difficulties.  He 
thought  it  n)ost  discreditable  to  a  strong 
Government,  that  they  should  shrink  from 
bringing  forward  the  measures  they  knew 
to  be  called  for,  when  they  had  the  power 
of  carrying  them. 

Mr.  G.  Palmer  designated  the  bill  as 
most  mischievous  to  the  agricultural  inter- 
est. As  the  House  had  allowed  the  second 
reading,  he  would  not  oppose  the  present 
stage,  but  he  wished  to  know  by  what 
provision  the  noble  Lord  would  prevent 
American  flour  from  being  brought  into 
this  country  under  the  pretence  of  being  of 
Canadian  manufacture.  He  contended  it 
would  be  impossible  to  do  so.  The  ad- 
mission of  American  corn  free  of  duty, 
flour  being  excluded,  would  not  be  half  so 
injurious  as  this  measure.  No  corn  would 
be  introduced  by  the  bill,  but  flour  only. 
Now  American  flour,  after  having  paid 
the  duty,  would  be  better  six  months  after 
it  had  been  ground  than  any  English 
wheat  that  could  be  produced.  What 
was  the  cause — whether  it  were  attri- 
butable to  the  climate  he  knew  not — but 
it  was  the  fact,  that  American  flour,  three 
years  after  importation,  was  as  perfectly 
good  in  quality  as  if  it  was  just  out  of  the 
mill ;  but  he  should  like  to  see  the  Eng- 
lish flour  that  would  be  good  six  months 
after  grinding. 

LfOrd  Worsley  did  not  feel  justified  in 
offering  further  opposition  at  this  stage  of 
the  bill. 

Colonel  Sibthorp  expressed  his  regret 
at  being  compelled  to  vote  against  the 
Government  on  this  occasion,  and  ex. 
pressed  his  intention  of  taking  the  sense 
of  the  House  on  the  third  reading  of  the 
bill.  He  believed  that  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  meant  well ;  but  be  must  be  par- 
doned if  he  said  that  he  believed  in  this 
instance  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  erred 
in  his  judgment. 

House  in  committee  on  the  bill-^bill 
passed  through  the  committee. 

The  House  resumed.  Report  to  be 
received. 

Poor-Law  (Ireland).]  Oo  theques. 
tion  that  the  Speaker  do  leave  the  Chair 
for  the  House  to  go  into  committee  on  the 
Poor  Relief  (Ireland)  Bill. 

Mr.  Reding  ton  rose  to  move,  that  the 
bill  be  referred  to  a  select  committee. 
Having  closely  watched  the  operations  of 
the  existing  law,  he  by  do  means  desired 


to  obstruct  the  passing  of  the  present  bill 
during  this  Session ;  on  the  contrary,  he 
was  satisfied  that  the  present  Session 
should  not  be  allowed  to  pass  without 
adopting  many  and  important  alterations, 
with  the  view  of  rendering  the  whole  mea- 
sure palatable  to  all  classes  of  the  Irish 
public.  Some  change  of  the  existing  law 
was  absolutely  necessary  ;  but  he  also 
thought  that  the  bill  now  introduced  re- 
quired several  alterations  and  amendments. 
He  had  been  in  favour  of  the  original  law, 
and  of  the  principle  on  which  it  was  based, 
because  he  had  felt  that  soine  large  mea- 
sure of  statutory  relief  was  required  in  the 
great  and  wide-spread  destitution  of  the 
lower  classes  in  Ireland.  He  had  been  in 
favour  also  of  those  clauses  of  the  original 
bill  which  had  conferred  on  the  commis- 
sioners great  and  most  extensive  powers, 
but  he  had  been  much  disappointed  ;  and 
for  the  sake  of  the  principle  of  the  bill  it* 
self  he  much  regretted  the  fact,  at  the 
manner  in  which  the  commissioners  had 
exercised  the  powers  reposed  in  them  by 
the  act.  He  had  not  been  one  of  those 
who  expected  that  the  measure  would  have 
been  received  with  much  favour  by  the 
great  body  of  the  people,  inasmuch  as  it 
was  in  character  new  to  them,  and  it 
brought  considerable  additional  taxation, 
which  could  not  fail  to  create  some  degree 
of  discontent  in  the  already  impoveri^ed 
condition  of  that  country.  But  when  he 
saw  how  the  act  had  been  worked  out, 
he  felt  that  the  greatest  operation  had  been 
made  to  countervail  the  benefits  of  the 
principle,  and  was  calculated  in  the  great- 
est degree  to  increase  and  perpetuate  dis- 
content. The  instances  were  numerous, 
in  which  the  powers  vested  in  the  com- 
missioners had  been  roost  unwisely  and 
arbitrarily  exercised.  To  go  through  all 
those  cases  in  detail  would  exce^  the 
patience  of  the  House,  but  he  might  be 
permitted  to  advert  to  a  few.  In  very 
many  instances,  the  sites  for  the  union 
workhouses  had  been  selected  by  the  com- 
missioners, and  taken  or  purchased  by 
them  on  most  exorbitant  terms,  as  com- 
pared with  the  value  of  lands  in  the  im- 
mediate neighbourhood — and  those  expen- 
sive sites  had  been  chosen  and  taken 
without  the  concurrence  of  the  boards  of 
guardians,  and  in  some  case  before  the 
boards  were  actually  aware  of  any  such 
intention.  Again,  the  workhouses  bad 
been  erected  upon  a  scale  of  unnecessary 
splendour,  and  bad  entailed  on  the  anioBe 
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alarm  of  the  inhabitants  of  the  city  and 
neighbourhood y  and  landed  a  large  armed 
force  with  bayonets  fixed,  and  the  officers 
with  their  drawn  swords ;  and  the  first 
question  asked  by  the  officers,  on  their 
landing,  was,  "  Where  are  the  rebels? — 
are  the  barracks  taken  ?  "  All  this  cre- 
ated very  naturally  an  extraordinary  de« 
gree  of  excitement  in  that  most  peaceful 
district.  He  wished  to  ask  tlie  noble  Lord 
if  he  could  give  the  House  any  informa- 
tion as  to  the  cause  of  this  military  expe. 
dition  into  so  peaceful  a  neighbourhood  ? 

Lord  EUot  thought  there  was  no  toun. 
dation  whatever  for  saying  that  the  offi- 
cers had  asked,  '*  Where  are  the  rebels?" 
and  that  this  was  merely  one  of  the  em- 
bellishments of  the  story.  The  fact  was, 
that  the  Commander-in-chief  had  received 
such  information  as  induced  him  to  think, 
that  some  addition  to  the  garrison  of  Wa- 
terford  was  necessary.  He  recommended 
that  such  an  addition  should  be  made, 
and  the  troops  were  despatched  to  Wa- 
ter ford  accordingly.  He  believed  it  was 
not  found  necessary  that  this  addition 
should  be  permanent,  and  they  had  sub- 
sequently returned  to  Dublin. 

Canada  Corn-Law.]  The  Order  of 
the  Day  for  a  committee  of  the  whole 
House  on  the  Canadian  Wheat  Bill  hav- 
ing been  read, 

On  the  question  that  the  Speaker  do 
leave  the  Chair, 

Mr.  Lawson  said  a  few  words  in  support 
of  the  bill. 

Mr.  Hume  was  glad  the  hon.  Member 
had  had  an  opportunity  of  expressing  his 
opinion  that  the  bill  would  be  beneficial 
both  to  agriculture  and  manufactures. 
He  was  only  sorry  the  advantage  to  the 
country  would  be  so  small.  The  question 
was  solely  one  of  principle.  The  right 
hon.  Baronet  had  said  he  would  stand  by 
a  sliding-scale,  but  this  measure  was  a 
complete  contradiction  to  this  declaration, 
and  showed  that  the  cabinet,  as  regarded 
the  Corn-laws,  were  completely  divided. 
He  thought  this  bill  would  make  no  very 
great  change,  one  way  or  other ;  but  as 
the  Canadians  wished  to  have  it,  he  re- 
garded it  as  a  politic  and  wise  measure, 
though,  as  far  as  the  country  gentlemen's 
interests  were  concerned,  it  would  affect 
them  very  little.  Other  causes  were  at 
work,  which  would  affect  them  in  a  very 
different  way,  and  they  would  have  reason 
to  regret  the  obstinacy  with  which  they 


had  supported  monopoly  tk  mi  other 
than  the  Canada  Bill.  Hu  olject^ 
call  the  attention  of  the  rigbt  boo.  ~ 
to  the  effect  of  the  corn  monopoly  ii 
rupting  the  intercourse  wbieb  E 
ought  to  carry  on  with  the  civilised 
That  was  the  great  evil  by  which 
merce,  at  the  present  momenty  wm 
straitened  and  shrank.  It  wooM  he 
wisdom  and  policy  in  the  agriculiarij><«le 
extend  the  principle  of  thu  bill  to  if 
corn  coming  direct  from  the  United 
If  they  did  not  extend  the 
British  goods,  trade  wonid  etiil  Ail 
decline,  there  would  be  no  memos  of 
ing  employment  for  our  incressinf 
lation,  aud  there  would  be  no 
the  agriculturist  for  his  capitsL 
the  present  state  of  our  nsnal 
even  that  of  cotton,  in  which  i 
excelled.  Something  was  to  be 
from  the  circumstances  connected 
the  seizure  of  400  bales  of  cnKeo 
imported  from  the  United  States.  It 
important  to  the  commercial  inU 
know  that  so  great  was  the  progiaai 
America  had  made  in  the  ooCtoo 
facture^  that  the  export  from  the  Ui 
States  of  the  coarser  qualities, 
than  that  from  England.  Ereo  el  Ml 
moment  Bengal  was  receiring^ 
America,  though  paying  duty  doable 
on  English  goods.  Instead,  h 
any  measure  being  proposed  to 
from  our  difficulties,  there  was  i 
to  increase  the  taxes,  and  be 
House  of  Commons  would  not 
such  a  monstrous  demand.  It 
insult  to  the  people  to  sqnandi 
their  money  in  supporting  nc 
of  the  royal  family.  Of  what  w 
that  Ministers  should  act  aathe 
the  House  with  a  large  majority  at 
backs,  if  they  were  afraid  to  give  ^ 
those  principles  which  they  had 
to  be  just?  The  Canada  meaaa 
do  nothing  to  relieve  our  difficalliaa. 
called  on  the  right  hon.  Baionet  to 
into  consideration  the  state  of  the 
commerce  of  the  country.  To  look 
him  in  time,  and  not  to  suffer  its 
to  be  undermined  in  every  qoarter  of 
globe.  Look  at  Ireland,  into 
vernment  were  pouring  troopSp 
any  reason.  They  were  atisf  I 
as  they  had  done  Canac  i,  ^  ~ 
revolt.  Let  them  do  justice  to  it,  as  Ihfel 
now  did  to  (  da,  and  lev  wwnMld|' 
require  that  loc  MiMny-lhjpi 
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time,  that  the  law  had  not  had  a  fair  trial 
in  Ireland,  for  no  law  could  be  adminis- 
tered^ when  those  who  ought  to  administer 
it  sought  to  frustrate  it.  In  a  pamphlet 
addressed  by  Mr.  Godby^  Sheriff  of  Lei- 
trim,  to  the  landowners  of  the  county, 
after  advising  them  to  give  the  bill  their 
support^  he  says: — 

''  Far  from  this  being  the  case,  I  hear  an 
universal  outcry  of  complaint  before  any  one 
can  have  any  possible  ground  to  know  that 
there  is  ground  for  it.  I  find  among  the  rate- 
payers opposition  to  the  collectors — among 
the  guardians  opposition  to  the  commissioners 
— and  to  the  very  principle  of  the  act,  among 
the  whole  population,  a  disposition  not  to 
make  the  best  of  the  law,  but  as  far  as  in  them 
lies  to  embarrass  its  working.  Now,  if  this  be 
the  case,  how  can  it  succeed  ?  The  objects  of 
the  best  law  in  the  world  will  be  defeated,  if 
those  to  whom  the  execution  is  entrusted,  are 
determined  to  defeat  them.  They  first  endea- 
vour to  make  it  fail,  and  then  complain  be- 
cause they  have  been  successful." 

If  he  (Lord  Bernard)  could  think  that 
anything  said  within  these  walls  could 
reach  the  people  of  Ireland,  he  would 
implore  those  who  opposed  the  law  to 
reflect  what  would  be  the  effect  of  their 
conduct  on  their  own  interests.  It  was 
commonly  said,  by  the  capitalists  of  Eng- 
land, even  before  the  late  melancholy 
events  in  Irelund — *^  How  can  you  expect 
us  to  invest  money  amongst  you  when  you 
cannot  collect  your  own  poor-rates  ?"  He 
(irmly  believed,  that  if  this  and  other 
sources  of  agitation  ceased,  and  agriculture 
were  earnesly  prosecuted,  the  produce  of 
Ireland  would  be  twice  as  much  as  it  was. 
He  thanked  the  House  for  the  attention 
with  which  they  had  listened  to  him. 

Sir  Z).  J.  Norreys  quite  agreed  with  the 
noble  Lord  as  to  the  unfortunate  effect  of 
the  connection  between  the  municipal  act 
and  the  Poor-law.  For  that,  however, 
hon.  Gentlemen  on  his  side  of  the  House 
were  not  responsible.  If  it  had  not  been 
for  some  words  which  were  introduced 
into  the  municipal  bill  by  the  present 
Lord  Chancellor,  none  of  this  bad  result 
would  have  to  be  deplored.  There  was 
one  point  connected  with  this  subject  on 
which  he  begged  to  ask  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  (Sir  J.  Graham)  a  question — he 
meant  the  removal  of  Scotch  and  Irish 
paupers  from  England  to  their  respective 
countries.  The  commissioners  did  not 
appear  to  have  referred  to  the  subject  in 
their  report  in  a  way  that  was  calculated 
to  be  effectual,  so  as  to  establish  a  reci- 
procity, in  this  respect,  between  the  coun- 
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tries*  Perhaps  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  be  kind  enough  to  state  what  was 
meant  to  be  done  in  the  matter  ? 

Mr.  Sergeant  Murphy  said,  the  connec- 
tion between  the  municipal  franchise  and 
the  poor-rates  in  the  Cork  union  had  led 
to  much  inconvenience.  So  great  was  the 
political  ferment,  and  so  much  had  the 
workhouse  been  converted  into  an  arena  of 
political  discussion » in  order  to  strengthen 
the  Tory  interest  in  the  city,  that  many 
ef  those  who  otherwise  would  have  gladly 
aided  in  carrying  out  the  law,  had  been 
obliged  to  discontinue  their  attendance. 
With  respect  to  the  removal  of  paupers, 
the  evil  was  monstrous.  In  Cork  they 
were  accustomed  continually  to  see  ship- 
loads of  paupers  who  had  been  embarked 
in  the  port  of  London,  set  ashore  and 
turned  adrift  among  them.  In  addition, 
the  paupers  from  the  country  infested  the 
streets.  Now,  considering  that  they  had 
from  1,650  to  1,800  paupers  of  their  own 
to  support,  it  was  most  grievous  to  have 
between  200  and  300  paupers  thrown  on 
the  union  from  time  to  time,  without  hav. 
ing  anything  similar  to  the  law  of  settle- 
ment in  this  country  to  provide  for  their 
transmission  to  their  proper  localities. 
Surely,  it  was  not  just,  that  the  labour- 
ing classes  of  Ireland,  after  having  wasted 
their  strength  and  employed  the  best  part 
of  their  lives,  in  lending  their  aid  in 
the  construction  of  the  public  works,  and 
gathering  the  harvests  of  England,  should 
when  decay  rendered  them  no  longer 
serviceable,  be  thrown  back  on  the  desti. 
tution  of  Ireland,  where,  from  the  lapse 
of  time,  their  local  connections  had  cooled 
in  their  attachment,  and  were  no  longer 
so  ready  as  before  to  render  them  assist- 
ance. How  they  were  to  be  relieved 
from  this  constant  influx  of  paupers  from 
England,  ought  to  occupy  the  immediate 
attention  of  Government.  He  was  fully 
disposed,  from  all  he  had  seen  of  the 
noble  Secretary  for  Ireland,  as  well  in 
public  as  in  private,  to  give  him  full  credit 
for  wishing  to  act,  with  respect  to  this 
measure,  in  a  spirit  of  perfect  fairness. 
For  himself,  he  was  quite  ready  to  meet 
the  Government  in  the  same  spirit. 
There  was  one  observation  he  had  to  make 
before  he  sat  down,  and  that  was,  that  in 
his  opinion,  the  commissioner  was  un- 
doubtedly too  much  in  the  habit  of  fol- 
lowing his  own  judgment,  instead  of 
listening  to  advice  from  those  whose  local 
knowledge  gave  them  a  right  to  offer  it. 
An  instance  of  this  had  occurred  at  Cork, 
2U 
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where  the  commigiioiwr  ked  had  the  woric- 
house  built  on  aquany,  the  effKtof  which 
was,  that  the  building  could  not  be  drained 
and,  of  course,  miaania  and  deleterious 
effects  might  be  apprehended. 

Mr.  G.  HomiUon  uud,  aj  the  propaei- 
t!on  of  the  hon.  Member  fiv  Dundalk  was 
not  to  be  premed  to  a  dinncMi,  be  would  not 
take  up  the  time  of  the  House  by  adFcit- 
ing  to  it ;  but  he  would  avail  himself  of 
the  oppurtunity  of  Mating,  that  it  was  bis 
intention  to  move  same  clauses  in  refer- 
ence to  tlie  manner  in  which  the  clergy 
were  at  present  rated.  With  regard  to 
the  present  Iriih  Poor-law,  he  felt  that  it 
was  very  imperfect;  and  he  did  not  he- 
sitate to  add,  that  its  imperfections  bad 
been  greatly  aggravated  by  the  injudicious 
administratioo  of  ihe  Poor-law  commis- 
sioners  in  many  case*.  He  was  most 
■Diious  to  see  tbe  measure  im[Mroved. 
He  had  had  the  honour  of  a  seat  in  Par- 
liament when  the  measure  was  first  in. 
troduced,  and  he  could  not  forget,  that  it 
hnd  exhibited  an  almost  solitary  instance 
of  an  Irish  measure  being  discussed  and 
carried  through  the  House  without  any 
exhibition  of  party  feeling.  Ai  a  mea- 
sure) therefore,  proposed  by  the  late  Go- 
vernment, and  supported  by  the  late  Op- 
position, he  felt  that  it  came  to  the  present 
Government  nnilsr  very  peculiar  circnm* 
stances.  He  thougbt  it  was  entitled  to  a 
fair  trial ;  the  time  and  circumstances  had 
not  admitted  of  that  fair  trial  as  yet ;  and 
be  thought,  alto  that  Members  on  all  sides 
of  the  House,  ought  to  eo-operate  in  ren- 
dering it  now  as  elGdent  as  poeeible.  Al- 
thuugb  fully  sensible,  as  he  bad  stated,  of 
its  imperrectioDS,  he  could  not  admit  that 
the  measure  had  been  alt(^ther  a  failure. 
i  le  thought  the  state  of  the  workhouses,  as 
respects  the  class  of  their  inmates,  exhi- 
biied  anything  but  an  indication  of  failure. 
If,  indeed,  the  worhhouses  had  been  filled 
with  able-boilied  men,  be  should  have 
deiipircd  of  the  result  of  the  experiment ; 
but  Huch  was  not  the  case;  the  persons 
will)  asked  RdmisHion  into  the  workhouses 
were,  for  the  most  part,  tbe  aged,  the 
infirm,  and  children,  and  in  cases  in  cities, 
able-bodied  women.  No  one,  bo  thought, 
could  complain  tbat  relief  had  been  admi- 
nistered to  such  classes;  and  inile«l  the 
CI  III  si  deration  of  tbe  comparative  comrorl 
which  thnse  poor  poople  enjoyed,  went 
very  far,  in  his  o>tlinaiiiin,  to  over- 
liaiuiire  any  objeitioni  thut  were  made  to 
the  system  itself.  There  was  nnmlier 
]>i>iiit  likewise  in  which  liethouglit  the  poor 
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perfectly  awaia—  1    ham  ifalik 

stated— ui>t  m  mm  w>w  thc  tmm 
rooms  of  guardism  bail  hmm  wmta  MNM 

for  Tioleat  political  diimswcBa  wiA  i^^ 
glei;  but  he  heliat«d  tkat  WMvwyMh 
confined  to  lowBs.  Ha  oaoM  Mk  Uf 
thinking  that  in  the  comrtfy  UUluW  4k 
administration  of  poor  rel  ief  had  teirfad  Is 
an  amalgamation  of  purtie»  id  fatii^sc 
together  on  neutral  ground  ibcb  of'tf 
ferent  classes  and  p«.Htics.  It  lud  Imb 
his  lot  to  have  been  engaged  in  tlnve  sary 
hard-fonght  etectibn  contests  fur  the  covat* 
which  he  lived,  all  of  them  attctided  wttfc 
no  ordinary  politlcil  cxcilemeoi  i  the  asp- 
ties  who  had  opposed  bim  tnoet  -rrmnaih. 
were  the  very  parties  who  constiUilad  lis 
great  majority  of  tbe  guardians  of  tk 
union,  and  yet  these  tame  ]ii  iiinin  ilfc 
ingfrom  htaa  in  poliiics— difteriny  ^m 
fatm  in  religion — differing  from  Ma»  m 
almost  everything,  except  in  the  deslnil 
benefiitiog  thcpoor— bad  on  inrooccvim* 
elected  him  the  diairmui  of  the  bwi 
He  stated  thia  simply  as  an  illustrauoasf 
tbe  eSect  which  bad  been  prodiKvd  ino^ 
nexioQ  with  the  Poor-law  systeoi  ia  di» 
niihiog  hostility,  nod  soAeQiaif  dsai 
party  fcelinga.  There  were  otw  or  ips 
matteia  which  he  felt  would  contnlaH 
greatly  to  the  better  working  of  the  n* 
tem  in  Ireland.  Me  thought  a^dmf 
would  lend  more  to  improve  it  than  if  (j» 
rernnient  would  ilirow  themavlvea  saw 
upon  the  good  aense  siul  good  f n  i  liif  i 
those  who  admiuiat^r  tl>e  law  h)cally-4s 
meant  tba  board*  i>r  guardiAM ;  aad  i 
the  GoveroBMnt  w^iild  pin  ilieir  faith  im 
upon  ibecommisai'iner; — be  titoughl  da 
the  I  lecutive  gevtrnme.nt  ought  la  It 
made  more  directly  reii|>onub&  fcr  Al 
adroinislretion  of  t  ii<-  »ysteni  — or  (be  hs> 
lav  commisaionep:  m.vlc  directly  n^^ 
sible  to  tbe  Irish  Gnvernnirnt.  At  pi^ 
there  was  a  divfiled  uid  an  uaosiA 
responsibility,  whk-b  he  thnui^bt  vary  ^ 
jectionable.  He  was  sorry  to  ba««  tasH 
that  he  feared  the  present  kU  wvttU  at 
very  short  way  indeed  in  ranicdjiaf  #• 
defecta  of  the  system.  He  waa  w«U  aaM 
that  many  most  important  "iggrsiiiiMM 
been  offered  to  Guvcrument  by  awMatf 
practical  knowledge,  .tnd  n»Nii  Ml*  M» 
petent  to  give  liit^oi  ibr  ly^c  xmlti^ 
tion.  He  regrettul  tlmt  ihogir  siu 
appeami  to  be  iiverliMtLvd  i: 
the  noble  I.onI — hi 
(■nunierale  tliHt  ef  II  ii 
learned  Member  for 
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the  tranatniwon  of  paupeni  fnm  England ; 
and  be  could  assure  llie  hon.  Member  that 
he  fully  agreed  in  every  word  he  had 
spoken  on  that  subject,  and  felt  the  bard- 
ship  M  BtroDgly  as  he  did. 

Sir  J.  GroAam  wa>  aoxioui  that  the 
House  should  go  iolo  committee  with  as 
little  delay  aa  puasible,  because  it  was  in 
the  commiltec  that  the  dctnila  of  the  mea- 
sure could  be  best  discussed,  and  therefore, 
under  ordinary  circumgtaoreai  he  should 
be  most  unirilling  to  proloog  this  debate  ; 
but  «a  the  hon.  Baronet  opposite,  as  well 
aa  the  hon,  and  learued  Sergeant  and  the 
hon.  Gentleman  behind  him,  had  remarked 
upon  the  subject  of  the  remural  of  Scotch 
and  Irish  paupers  from  England,  he  would, 
with  the  permission  of  the  House,  offer  a 
few  words  in  reply  to  them.  It  was,  he 
need  Hcarcely  ol»erre,  hardly  possible  in 
an  Irish  Poor-law  bill  to  deal  with  this 
subject.  In  England  there  was  the  right 
to  relief  and  the  law  of  settlement.  In 
Irelaud  there  was  neither.  In  England  a 
removal  took  from  one  specific  spot  to  ano- 
ther specific  spot.  With  respect  to  Ire- 
land ihe  removals  were  to  a  countrr,  and 
nut  a  specific  place.  He  admitt«a  that 
both  with  respect  to  the  Scotch  and  Irish 
paupen  the  law  aa  it  at  present  stood  did 
ioflict  upon  those  who  had  been  reaideat 
in  England  very  great  hardships.  The 
pauper,  who  had  helped  to  Increaae  the 
wealth  of  England  by  his  labour,  ought  to 
have  some  greater  consideration  shown  to 
his  health  and  comfort  when  he  was  worn 
out  than  at  preseat  fell  to  his  lot.  H« 
intended  to  introduoe  a  bill  on  tha  Bubjsct 
bef<ir«  the  cloaa  of  the  Se«ioa,  which 
might  lie  over  during  (he  reoess,80  as  togira 
some  time  for  consi&atioo,  and  he  w»  not 
without  hopes  that  check*  might  be  de- 
vised to  Kiiard  against  abuses  in  the  plan 
he  should  propose.  With  respect  to  the 
question  of  fraochise,  he  must  disdain 
the  part  of  the  Government,  any  intention 
to  interfere  with  the  franchise  in  est^ 
b)ishin>;  the  connexion,  as  it  was  called, 
liciween  the  Municipal  Act  and  the  Poor 
Itelief  Act.  The  Ooveronent  was  inclined 
to  aili'pt  the  sum  of  10^  with  regard  to 
the  larger  towns  in  Ireland,  but  upon  fur- 
ther consideration,  and  viewing  the  effect 
which  the  rating  would  have  upon  the 
municijial  franchise,  they  had  adopted  the 
lower  Slim.  If  it  could  be  shown  in  com- 
iiiitlce  that  any  particular  sum  would  in~ 
t«rlVre  with  the  exercise  of  the  municipal 


lIlL-hl^ 


the  point  would  be  mooted  i 
would  tlien  be  found 


Mid  it 


that  the  Goramurat  had  no  intention  of 
nterfering  with  the  franchise.  The  seve- 
ral impediments  to  the  working  of  the 
Irish  Poor.law  could  then  be  smoothed 
down,  and  it  would  be  seen  that  the  Go- 
vernment WIS  anxious  to  do  all  in  its 
|M)wer  to  ameliorate  the  condition  of  the 
poorer  classes  in  that  country. 

Mr.  Redinglon  would,  with  the  permis- 
sion of  the  House,  withdraw  his  molion. 

The  amendment  withdrawn.  House  in 
committee  on  the  bill. 

On  clause  1  being  propoied,  enacting 
"  that  the  lessors  of  property  of  less  value 
than  pounds  to  be  rated  for  the  same," 
it  was  proposed  to  611  the  blank  with  the 
word  "sight," 

Sir  R.  Fergumt  objeoied  to  fixing  the 
standard  of  rale  in  any  part  of  the  coun- 
try, as  he  thought  it  would  be  belter  to 
ndapt  it  to  circumstances.  In  London- 
Jerry  many  holdings  under  5/.  were  in 
srrear  of  rent ;  whilst  in  other  neighbour- 
ing places  such  was  not  iha  case.  The 
noble  Lord,  the  Member  for  Bandon,  said 
the  rate  was  a  light  one,  and  never  ex- 
ceeded \0d.  in  the  pound;  but  in  his 
electoral  division,  it  in  some  instances 
amounted  to  2s.  6d,  He  would  therefore 
move  as  an  amendment,  that  the  Poor- 
law  commissioners  might  be  empowered 
to  issue  BD  order  from  time  to  time,  direct- 
log  the  guardians  of  an  union  to  make  a 
rate  according  to  circDmstances  npon  pro- 
peity  not  exceeding  8/.,  and  to  include 
both  lessee  and  occupier.  The  clause  as 
it  now  stood,  whilst  relieving  all  holders 
under  41.,  would  throw  the  burden  upon 
the  landlords.  As  the  law  at  present 
stood,  all  parties  had  a  common  interest 
in  the  rate  being  levied ;  bat  the  clause 
now  proposed  by  the  bill  would  bold  out 
an  inducement  to  landlord*  to  get  rid  of 
their  poorer  tenants. 

Lord  Eliot  thought  the  power  proposed 
to  be  vested  in  the  commissioners  by  the 
amendment  was  too  arbitrary.  The  re- 
commendalioDi  of  the  oommissioners  in 
the  first  instance  were,  that  occupiers 
under  51.  should  be  exempt,  or  that  the 
rate  should  be  paid  by  the  landlords. 
Persons  at  present  holding  under  5^  were 
exempted  from  the  pavmeni  of  the  county 
cess,  and  as  it  baa  been  represented  to 
Government,  that  the  subdivision  of  hold- 
ing in  [he  west  of  Ireland  especially,  wug 
Ciirried  to  a  very  great  extent,  it  was  sup- 
posed that  41.  would  form  the  liesi  average, 
;  If,  however,  a  uniform  rale  was  considered 
2U2 
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toninti  at  will,  on  >  AiSSenat  I 
other  landlordi  T  He  ■boaU  h>M  Ha*^ 
that  the  fairer  and  better  pUn  WMldlMt 
been  to  exempt  alt  tenuits  umdmmtm 
taio  value,  ano  to  Imts  tba  laadlai^  ■ 
at  present,  liable  to  bit  Bioietj  of  Ifas  hk 
He  feared  the  clanee,  odIm*  k>  akm^ 
would  occaiion  great  dnutiafaetiw. 

Sir  R.  FergMMOK.  wotdd  witUnv  la 
ameDdmenl,  or  aDow  it  to  ba  ocplin^ 
aod  briog  it  forward  again  oo  tba  nfat 

Ameodinent  De^lived. 

Mr.  Redingtm  inored  to  fill  ap  At 
blank  with  the  void  "  foui"  inmii  tf 
"  eight." 

The  Committee  divided  cm  the  qMidH 
that  the  blsok  be  filled  witb  **  eitht:*- 
Ajei  119;  Noei  18;  Majority  101. 


objectionable,  and  another  mode  woald 
be  more  applicable  to  the  circumitanceg 
of  the  country,  anv  Bug|eition  to  that 
effect  ahoutd  receife  due  conuderation. 
He  wag  not  at  present,  however,  in  such 
a  position  as  would  enable  hini  to  give  hie 
consent  to  a  propoial  of  that  kind,  though 
he  could  not,  at  the  lame  time,  lay  he 
would  oppose  il. 

Mr.  S.  Crawford  objected  to  any  addi- 
tional powers  being  vested  in  the  commit- 
signers.  It  should  be  for  the  House,  and 
not  the  commissioners,  to  fix  the  amount 
of  property  to  be  uHgessed. 

Mr.  George  Hamilton  could  not  agree 
in  the  proposition  of  his  hon.  Friend,  the 
Member  for  Londonderry  city,  for 
thought  it  would  be  productive  of  a  i 
Btant  struggle  between  landlord  and  tenant 
—the  one  claimiug,  and  the  other  resisting 
the  exemption ;  he  was,  however, 
favourable  to  the  exemption  of  the  o 
piers  of  small  tenements,  but  he  thought 
the  clause  liable  to  serious  objections,  it 
was  the  principle  of  the  present  Poor-law, 
that  the  occupier  is  liable  to  one  moiety 
of  the  rate  on  the  grounds,  and  in  coust> 
deration  of,  the  profits  of  occupation ;  and 
the  landlord  to  tlie  olber,  on  the  grounds 
of  his  ownership,  but  occupier*  of  very 
■mall  tenements,  scarcely  removed  from 
pauperism,  who  are  unable  to  pay,  and 
the  recovery  of  the  rate  from  whom  would 
be  attended  with  dittretaiog  results — aod 
these  the  bill  proposes  to  exempt.  But 
if  ioability  to  pay  was  the  ground  of  ex- 
emption in  the  case  of  such  small  holders, 
the  exemption  ought  to  have  been  ex- 
tended to  lessees  of  similar  holdings. 
There  was  another  great  objection  to  the 
clause  as  at  present  framed.  It  appeared 
to  him  to  introduce  a  new  principle — it 
made  the  landlord  liable  not  only  to  hl» 
onnmoiety  as  owner,  but  to  the  rooiety  to 
vhich  liis  tenant  was  liable,  in  consider- 
ation of  the  profits  of  occupation.  Again, 
from  the  exemption  being  confined  to  cases 
of  tenants  at  will,  it  appeared  grounded 
upon  the  suppoailion,  that  the  landlord 
would  recover  from  liis  tenant  the  amount 
of  the  rate,  in  the  shape  of  an  increased 
rent.  If  this  were  the  case,  iheelfect  of  the 
clause  would  be  to  shift  the  odium  of  col- 
lection from  the  collector  lo  the  laodlord  ; 
and  it  would  also  be  said,  "  Is  it  fair  to  dis- 
franchise the  tenant  7"  If  it  was  not  so,  if 
the  occupier  in  those  cases  it  supposed  to 
be  totally  exempt — why  place  one  cIjss  of 
landlords,  because  they  happen  to  have 
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Acland,  T.  D. 
ActOD,  Col. 
Aglionbjr,  H.  A. 
Aidaui,  W. 
Alford,Visct. 
Anlrobus,  E, 
ArchdsU,  Capt.  M. 
Baithe,  CM. 
Baring,  hon.  W.B. 
Barroo,  Sir  H.  W, 
Baskertille,  T.  B.  M. 
Baleson,  It. 
Bernard,  Visct. 
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Bowrin^  Dr. 
Bo7d,J. 
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Browne,  hon.  W. 
Bruce,  Lord  £. 
Buckle;,  E. 
Bun  bury,  T. 
Burroughes,  If.  N. 
Chriitopher,  R.  A. 
Collett,  W.IL 
ConuoUf ,  Cot. 
Coote,  Sir  C.H. 
Corry,  it.  hon.  H. 
Cripps,  W. 
Damer,  lioo.  Col. 
Darby,  G. 
Den  i  son,  E.  B. 
Dickinson,  F.  II. 
Douglas  Sir  C.  E. 
Douglas,  J.  D.S, 
Drummond,  I!.  II. 
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Ellis,  W. 
Klower,  Sir  J. 
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Hamilton.  W4I. 
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Hodgson.  P. 
Hop^O.W. 
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Maxwdl,  hcm.i.9. 
Herndl,  Cml 
Hiialfe,  h7^ 
Morfan,0. 

Morm,  l>. 
M"«1*T.  F.  8w 
Kapicr,  Sir  C. 
Neeld,JI. 
Nawqr.ViM. 
NicboU.B.han.J. 


O'Brin,  W.  S. 


Gliidstone.nJin.W.E.    Ot:MW, 
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Palmer^  G. 
Peel,  rt.  hon.  Sir  R. 
Polhill,  F. 
Pollock,  SirF. 
Fringle,  A. 
Rice,  £.  R. 
Roche,  Sir  D. 
Ross,  D.  R. 
Round,  J. 
RusseU,  Lord  J. 
Sheppard,  T. 
Smithy  rt.  hon.  T.B.C. 
Smollett,  A. 
Sotheron,T.  H.  S. 
Stuart,  W.  V. 
Stuart,  H. 
Sutton,  hon.  H.  M. 


Talbot,  C.  R.  M. 
Thesiger,  F. 
Thornely,  T. 
Trelawny,  J.  S. 
Trench,  Sir  F.  W. 
Trollope,  Sir  J« 
Vemer,  Col. 
Vesey,  hon.  T, 
Wellesley,  Lord  C. 
Wilbraham,  ho.  R.  6. 
Wood,  B. 
Wortley,  hon.  J.  S. 
WrighUori,  W.  B. 
Young,  J. 

TELtERS. 

Freemantle,  Sir  T. 
Gaskell,  J«  Milnes 


List  of  the  Noes. 


Barnard,  £•  0. 
CoUett,  J. 
Corbally,  M .  E. 
Dawson,  hon.  T.  V. 
Ferguson,  Sir  R.  A. 
Gore,  hon.  R. 
Hindley,  C. 
HoUond,  R. 
Martin,  T.  B. 
Norreys,  Sir  D.  J. 
O'Connell,  M.  J. 


Scholefield,  J. 
Tancred,  H.  W. 
Tuite,  H.  M. 
Watson,  W.  H. 
Westenra,  hon.  J. 
Williams,  W. 
Wyse,  T. 

TELLERS. 

Redington,  J. 
Crawford,  W.  S. 


The  three  first  clauses  of  the  bill  were 
agreed  to. 

House    resumed.      Committee  to   sit 
again. 

House  adjourned  at  balf-past  Twelve 
o'clock. 

HOUSE  OF  LORDS, 
Monday^  June  12,  1843. 

MiNtrrBS.]    Bills.    Pv&tte.— S*-  MUIbank  Priioo. 

Priturr.—- 1*-  Ldgbton  Bumrd  Indoture  I  Plymouth,  etc. 
Roads,  Caniaget.  etc. 

2*    Dowager  Counteis  of  Waldcgrave*!  Estate. 

IteportoL— Marquess  of  Abercom's  Estate ;  SoatfaamptoB 
Cemetery ;  Kentish  Town  Paving. 

3*-  and  pasMd :— South  Eastern  Railway  Extendoo; 
Belfast  Harbour;  Merthyr  TldTU  Stipendiary  M^is- 
trates ;  Lislceard  and  Caradon  Railway  {  Forth  Naviga- 
tion ;  Sowerby  and  Soyland  Indosure ;  Pf el  Pier. 
PiTiTiONS  Prcsbntbd.  By  Lord  Brougham,  ftom  Al- 
roondbury,  and  Hohne  Bridge,  for  Inquiry  into  the 
system  adopted  at  Inlknt  and  Normal  Spools.  — From 
Ipswich,  for  Inquiry  into  Socialism.— Flom  Dundee,  for 
Abolishing  the  Privileges  of  Guilds  and  Incorporations 
in  ScotUnd.—  From  Collieries  hi  Fife,  i^ainst  the  Mines 
and  Collieries  Act.— From  Kilooe,aiid  Aghadown>  against 
the  Irish  Poor4awt 


■#!**»#>»#»#«#  ■ 


HOUSE  OF   COMMONS, 
Monday f  June  12, 1843. 


Minutes.]   Elkction  Psrinoirs.— By  Mean.  GIsbonie, 
and  S.  Cnwfoidf  finxn  Nottioghnif  oOBfWidns  oC  ow* 


tain  PnetieMit  the  lite  Election  for  that  Borough.— By 
the  Earl  of  Lincoln,  from  the  same  plaee,  for  Inquiry 
into  the  above  Praetiees. 
Bills.    JPiiMk*— !*•  Grand  Jury  Presentmenta. 

CofMittlAi.— Churdi  Endowment  t  Roman  Catholic  Oatha 
^Ireland) ;  Assessed  Taxes. 

JR^poifMl.— Wheat,  etc.  Canada. 

Prhwi^.— 1*-  Lord  Gray's  Estate. 

JUporiAl.— Leamington  Priors  Improvement ;  Aberdeen 
Harbour ;  Bardney  Drainage  {  HawkiniCs  Estate :  Paisley 
Municipal  AflUrs. 

3"'  and  passed:— Plymouth,  etc.  Roads,  Carriages,  etc  t 
KendaU's  Divorce  t  Hull  Water  Works  %  Balfour's  Estate ; 
Laghton  Bussard  Indosure. 
PsTmoNS  Pbbsbiitid.  By  Messrs.  Thomdy,  Broadley, 
Akiaro,  Ord,  and  O.  Umgton,  Sir  J.  Duke,  Captain 
Plumridge,  and  Admiral  Dundas,  from  a  great  number 
of  places,  against  the  Factories  Bill  {  and  ftom  Bhming- 
ham,  in  fitvour  of  the  same.  —  From  Wolverhampton, 
for  carrying  out  Rowland  Hill's  Plan  of  Post-Offlee  Re- 
form. —  From  Leeds,  in  fisvour  of  the  Coroner's  BilL— 

*  From  Trim,  and  Dunshaughlin,  against  the  Irish  Poor- 
law. 

Nottingham  Election.]  Mr.  Gm- 
home  moved  that  the  proceedings  before 
the  late  Nottingham  Election  Committee 
be  printed. 

The  Earl  of  Lincoln.  May  I  ask  the 
hon.  Member  whether  it  is  his  intention 
to  bring  the  petition  under  the  consider- 
ation of  the  House? 

Mr.  Gisbome.  Undoubtedly,  I  have 
given  a  notice  to  that  effect.  Will  the 
noble  Lord  allow  roe  to  ask  a  question  of 
him  in  return  ?  Had  the  noble  Lord  any 
connexion  with  the  proceedings  before  the 
committee  which  lately  inquired  into  the 
allegations  made  against  the  return  for 
Nottingham  on  the  late  occasion. 

The  Earl  of  Lincoln.  Sir^  I  am  aware 
that  I  should  be  fully  justified,  and  should, 
perhaps,  better  fulfil  my  duty  as  a  Member 
of  this  House,  if  I  declined  to  be  cat- 
echised by  the  hon.  Member  and  de- 
clined to  answer  a  question  that  must  be 
considered  extraordinary  and  unusual. 
Sir,  I  am  not  only  not  ashamed,  but  I  am 
fully  prepared  to  defend  the  part  which  I 
have  taken  in  any  election,  not  only  at 
Nottingham,  but  in  any  one  in  which  I 
have  •been  concerned.  If  the  hon.  Gren- 
tleman  is  inclined  to  go  through  a  series 
of  questions,  and  will  concede  to  me  the 
same  privilege,  and  will  promise  me  that 
he  will  give  a  fair  and  impartial  answer  to 
every  question  I  propound  to  him,  as  far 
as  I  am  concerned,  I  am  perfectly  pre- 
pared to  go  through  the  ordeal.  Sir,  I 
will  state  at  once  that  the  Conservative 
electors  of  Nottingham  did  call  upon  me 
for  advice  after  the  termination  of  the  last 
election.  Ever  since  I  entered  upon  public 
life,  they  have  done  me  the  honour  to  place 
great  rdiance  upon  my  opinioD,  and  ban 
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Trequenliy  been  ^ided  by  m^  adrice. 
After  the  late  electioD  they  solicited  my 
advice,  and  liBvin^  repreMDtad  to  me  that 
the  election  had  been  obtained  by  unlawful 
means,  I  did  adviie  them  to  preieot  a  pe- 
tition againit  the  hoQ.Gentlemao'a  retuTt), 
and  to  proaecDte  it  before  the  House— 
and  further,  it  was  upon  my  advice  that  the 
legal  Biiiitance  waa  retained. 
Motion  agreeil  to. 


AbbestkePkela 
F.  French  iviihed 
Majeciy'i  Qoveron: 


Ei(lnBLAl>t).)]  Mi. 
>  ask  whether  her 
I  were  prepared  to 
enforce  an  act  of  the  Iriah  Parllaraent, 
the  35th  of  Henry  6tb.,  by  which  the  be- 
iiehcea  of  ihoae  prelates  who  reaided  away 
from  their  tecs  for  a  certain  period  with' 
out  due  Gau»e  were  to  be  aequealrated  ? — 
(he  one-half  waa  to  be  beitowed  in  church 
endowments,  and  the  other  given  lo  the 
public  service. 

Sir  R.  Pttl  said,  the  hon.  Member  had 
placed  the  atatute  35th  of  Henry  €lh.  in 
bta  hands,  which  was  plain  enough  but 
without  knowing  how  far  the  proviiiont  of 
that  statute  might  have  since  been  modi- 
lied  by  other  acta  of  the  Legislature,  and 
without  knowing  under  what  circumstances 
the  individuals  alluded  to  might  be  absent, 
or  how  far  their  absenca  might  have  been 
authoriicd,  or  how  far  the  statute  might 
be  applicable  to  their  particular  cases,  it 
was  impossible  for  him  at  that  moment  to 
do  more  than  to  state  generally  his  deep 
regret  that  any  prelate  should  be  perma- 
nently absent  from  the  exercise  of  his  spi- 
ritual functions  in  Ireland. 


Affaikb  of  SciXDE.  Mr.  Roebuck 
said,  it  would  be  in  the  recollection  of  the 
House  that  not  long  ago  he  put  a  question 
to  the  right  hon  Baronet  on  the  subject  of 
recent  transactions  in  Scinde.  Since  that 
time  Scinde  had,  by  a  series  of  inconceiv- 
ably brilliant  actions,  displaying  at  once 
the  bravery  of  our  troops  and  the  conBDm- 
mate  ikill  of  their  commander,  been  sub- 
jected to  the  dominion  of  England,  and  its 
lormer  rulers,  the  Ameers,  were  now  pri- 
soners at  Bombay.  He  would  now  ask 
the  right  hon.  Baroaet  was  he  prepared  lo 
lay  before  the  House  such  information  as 
would  enable  it  to  judge  of  the  whole  of 
the  proceedings  in  Scinde,  with  reference 
to  their  policy  and  propriety?  Bat  if  the 
right  hoD.  Baronet  waa  not  now  able  to 
l.iy  this  iurorinatjon  before  the  Houae 
when  did  be  expect  to  be  I 


{COMMONS}  i         I 

Sir  R.  Pml:  tbe 

Learned  Member  bi  ci  led  Va  • 
to  this  subject  on  a  former  4 
stated  that  be  would  underiake  toll, 
the  Table  the  litaties  entered  mtv  li 
the  Ameers,  and  ratified  by  all  ibe  c 
trading  partiea.  The  hon.  and  UaoN 
Member  was  awan,  that  those  iliiiawia 
had  been  laid  beftwe  the  Mouse;  belli 
had  also  pmniaed  to  Iny  before  the  Ho^ 
other  doeamenta  which  would  esable  il  k 
form  a  judgment  on  the  whole  eaaecea- 
nected  witn  our  occupation  of  Sdedt. 
There  were  aeveral  poii>ts  oa  wbidi  iafo- 
mation  bad  been  required  from  tbe  i,uiwi' 
ment  of  India. — On  some  of  these  A* 
explanation  aoagfct  for  had  not  airmd. 
The  information  which  he  wished  lelq 
on  the  Table,  wki  not  as  comfrfete  n  It 
could  wish,  but  still  it  would  be  siwll  tt 
would  enable  the  Hodse  to  take  a  geaaiii 
viewof  the  whole  ptoceediogs.  The  «*«b 
which  had  recsntl*  ttccurred  in  Sdii^ 
were,  he  would  atlmil,  of  great  ha^Hk 
ance;  they  were  characterised  bf  Mi 
valour  of  the  men,  and  iho  aldll,  hns«y 
and  self-devotion  of  their  pliant  ea^ 
mandcr. 

Sir£.  T.  CoIe6m)iewisbed  to  kwowwku 
ther  her  Majesty'sGovernmcnt  had  dMs 
mined  to  conGrm  the  acts  of  lb«Gov«taar- 
general  with  respect  to  the  goreioaentrf 
thatpartof  theconntryliefeiorore  undcrlht 
dominion  of  the  Ameera  of  Scinde*  Vm 
the  general  order  of  the  Gove raor -geMrtl 
with  respect  to  alavery  to  remain  in  font 
and  how  waa  it  (o  be  carried  out  ?  In  As 
general  order  referred  to,  the  GDVcn» 
general  spoke  of  AdIs  of  PatliuakctK  » 
Uling  to  the  alave-traJe,  but  no  Ada  al 
Parliament  on  this  subject  rKfeired  to  !». 
dia.  Was  the  order  of  General  Naptw  Is 
be  considered  u  lewindtd  by  that  of  th 
Governor -general  t 

Mr,  B.  Bariitg  mU,  to  ihr  htm,  Mm> 
ber's  obaerraiiona,  bi  could  aoiwci  aa)} 
by  conjectare,  Tbt  order  of  0*ser«)  Mb- 
pier  applied  onlv,  as  he  undenttood  It,  tt 
slavery  in  Sciniie,  and  so  thai  tb*  aaHl 
relationa  of  European  famitica  laigbl  mt 
be  disturbed  by  Uia  {cneral  act  rdaiiaf  % 


The   order  wowd  not 
holders  of  slaves  from  maktu'g  t 
if  they  pleased. 

Lord/. Aatte/f had tinr  nluodthcri 
hon.  Baronet  to  slate  i     i  not  hatli 
information  on  the  sul     ct  of  ikm% 
learned  Gentleman'a  ingi 
tar  itiU  hiioti  btfcn 
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vernment,  who  had  not  yet  been  able  to 
decide  fiDally  as  to  the  general  policy  to 
be  pursued  by  the  Government  of  India, 
it  was  not  advisable  to  lay  soch  informa- 
tion as  they  were  already  in  possession  of 
upon  the  Table  of  the  House.  But  be 
(Lord  J.  Russell)  had  obsenred  that  there 
had  been  certain  papers  made  public 
through  the  newspapers.  With  respect 
to  these  he  had  not  the  same  doubt  about 
the  policy  of  communicating  them  to  the 
House.  Those  were  the  proclamation  of 
Lord  Ellenboroueh,  in  which  it  was  stated 
that  **  content  with  the  limits  nature  ap- 
pears to  have  assigned  its  empire,  (he 
Government  of  India  will  devote  all  its 
efforts  to  the  establishment  and  mainten- 
ance of  a  general  peace,"  implying  that 
the  territories  of  the  empire  would  not  be 
extended  beyond  the  Indus ;  and  the  ac- 
count of  the  conquests  of  Sir  C.  Napier 
on  the  right  bank  of  the  Indus.  Would 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  object  to  lay 
these  papers  on  the  Table  ? 

Sir  R.  Peel  said,  what  he  stated  was, 
that  on  some  points  the  information  in  the 
hands  of  her  Majesty's  Government  re- 
specting the  subjects  of  the  question  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  was  im- 
perfect. He  had  had  every  reason  to  hope 
that  the  next  mail  that  went  out  would 
convey  the  general  views  of  her  Majesty*s 
Government  respecting  the  government  of 
India.  Up  to  this  time  there  had  been 
no  opportunity  for  her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment to  communicate  their  general  views 
respecting  the  policy  to  be  pursued  there 
from  want  of  information.  With  respect 
to  the  question  of  the  noble  Lord,  he 
thought  there  were  objections  to  selecting 
for  presentation  to  the  House,  first,  those 
papers  which  had  been  published  in  the 
public  journals.  That  course  had  been 
objected  to,  he  believed,  witb  respect  to 
papers  concerning  some  of  the  negotia- 
tions with  America,  and  he  thought  it 
would  be  a  very  inconvenient  one. 

Mr.  Roebuck  would  on  the  earliest  pos- 
sible opportunity  without  reference  to  pa- 
pers, bnag  the  whole  subjact  of  Scinde 
under  the  comideratioQ  of  the  House. 

The  PuiKCtss  Auoitsta  of  Cam- 
bridge— QtTEEN's  MiflSAOE.]  Oo  the 
motion  of  Sir  R.  Peel,  the  inessage  from 
her  Majesty,  sent  down  on  Friday,  was 
read — {see  ante.  p.  1229.) 

Sir  R,  Peel:  Before  I  ame  thst  the 
House  resolte  ttaelf  iftto  %  CniniUfifi  of 


the  whole  House,  to  take  into  considera- 
tion her  Majesty's  most  gracious  message, 
it  will  be  right  to  move  a  formal  address, 
thanking  her  Majesty  for  the  communica- 
tion which  she  has  been  graciously  pleased 
to  make  to  the  House.  Of  course  to  that 
formal  reply  to  her  Majesty's  message  I 
cannot  anticipate  the  slightest  objection. 
I  am  sure  that  the  House  feels  obliged  to 
her  Majesty  for  her  gracious  communica- 
tion, and  will  be  glad  to  hear  that  a 
Princess,  of  that  illustrious  house  of  which 
her  Majesty  is  the  head,  is  about  to  ally 
herself  in  marriage  with  a  Prince  whose 
high  character  and  amiable  personal  con- 
duct have  endeared  him  to  every  one  who 
has  had  the  honour  to  be  acquainted  with 
him.  He  is  already  connected  by  more 
thau  one  tie  with  the  Throne  of  this  coun- 
try, and,  so  far  as  circumstances  can  form 
any  guarantee  for  the  happiness  of  an 
union  of  this  nature,  there  is  every  guar- 
rantee  for  the  happiness  of  this;  and  I 
cannot  forbear  to  express  my  wish  that 
every  happinesa  may  attend  the  illustrioas 
Princess  and  her  Consort  in  the  union 
they  are  about  to  contract.    I  move, — 

**  That  an  humble  address  be  presented  to 
her  Majesty,  to  return  her  Majesty  the  thanks 
of  this  House  for  her  most  gracious  oommuni. 
cation  of  the  intended  marriage  between  her 
Royal  Highness  the  Princess  Augusta  Caro- 
line, eldest  daughter  of  his  Royal  Highness  the 
Duke  of  Cambridge,  and  his  Royal  Highness 
Frederick  Hereditary  Grand  Duke  of  Meck- 
lenburg Strelitz,  and  to  assure  her  Majesty 
that  this  House  will  immediately  proceed  to 
the  consideration  of  her  Majesty's  gracious 
message.'' 

Mr.  Hume  said,  that  no  one  could  wish 
happiness  to  the  Ulustrious  Princess  more 
than  he  did,  but  at  the  same  time  he  must 
say,  that  the  right  hon.  Barooet  seemed  to 
him  to  have  omitted  what  was  very  im- 
portant. He  did  not  object  to  one  word 
that  was  in  the  proposed  address,  he  only 
wished  to  add  two  or  three  lines  with  re- 
ference to  what  it  was  the  doty  of  the 
House  oo  some  occasions  to  attend  to.  He 
thought  the  right  boa.  Baronet  could  not 
expect  that  the  House  siiottld  go  into  com- 
mittee before  he  had  given  notice  of  his 
motioa  to  that  ellect*  He  presumed  tlial 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  ought  to  stale  on 
this  occasion  that  on  a  future  day  he 
would  name  the  precise  sum  which  be 
ahodd  ask  tbe  Uouae  to  fole  by  w«y  of 
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ever  confident  he  might  be  of  the  gen  ral 
acquiescence  of  the  House  in  the  proposal 
be  was  about  to  roake,  it  would  be  still  more 
satisfactory  to  the  House  that  they  should 
have  time  calmly  to  consider  the  proposal 
after  they,  heard  what  that  proposal 
was.  He  recollected  that  when  the 
late  Government  brought  forward  the 
qaestion  for  making  some  provision  for 
Prince  Albert,  the  course  then  adopted  by 
bis  noble  Friend  then  the  leader  of  the 
Ctovernment  in  that  House,  after  stating 
what  were  the  views  of  the  Government, 
was,  that  the  Chairman  should  report 
prog^ss  and  take  the  vote  upon  a  subse- 
quent day.  He  threw  this  out  as  a  sug- 
gestion, being  in  total  ignorance  of  what 
Uie  right  bon.  Baronet's  proposal  might 
be,  and  without  giving  upon  it  an  opinion 
one  way  or  the  other,  and  whether  they 
were  to  approve  or  disapprove  of  it.  He 
confessed,  that  for  one,  he  so  far  agreed 
with  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Montrose  as  to  think  it  better  that  the 
House  should  not  commit  itself  to  a  vote 
in  supply  for  a  grant  of  money  without  a 
previous  intimation  of  what  that  amount 
was  to  be.  He,  therefore,  suggested  the 
propriety  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  stating 
that  evening  the  views  of  the  Government, 
and  upon  some  subsequent  evening  cal- 
ling upon  the  House  for  a  vote. 

Sir  R,  Peel:  Under  the  particular  cir- 
cumstances of  the  case,  I  certainly  should 
be  sorry  if  hon.  Gentlemen  acting,  as  1 
am  sure  they  now  are,  upon  a  sense  of 
public  duty,  after  my  stating  the  nature 
of  the  proposal  the  Government  had 
to  make  to  the  House  of  Commons  should 
feel  it  necessary  to  require  delay  for  the 
consideration  of  that  proposal;  but  at 
the  same  time,  should  there  be  on  the  part 
of  hon.  Members  of  this  House  a  general 
opinion  in  favour  of  delay,  1  should  be 
acting  very  unwisely  with  respect  to  a 
vote  of  money  to  the  royal  family  to 
attempt  to  carry  it  by  mere  numbers. 
Much  of  the  value  of  such  a  vote  must 
depend  upon  the  general  concurrence  of 
the  House;  and,  therefore,  after  stating 
my  proposal,  if  there  should  be  a  strong 
wish  for  delay,  it  will  not  be  consistent 
with  my  duty  to  press  it ;  but  I  shall  then 
call  upon  the  House  on  the  earliest  day  to 
adopt  the  proposal. 

Mr.  Hume  understood  the  message  to 
be  for  the  purpose  of  the  House  making 
a  suitable  provision  for  a  Member  of  the 
royal  family,  and  he  took  the  answer  they 


were  now  to  give  to  be  an  acquiescence  in 
that.  But  he  wished  in  giving  his  consent 
to  that  message  to  have  before  him  the  state 
of  the  finances  of  the  country. 

Lord  John  Russell  said,  if  he  understood 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  rightly,  he  pro- 
posed that  they  should  return  an  answer 
to  the  Crown,  and  in  doing  so  profess  theit 
readiness  to  listen  to  the  proposal.  Even 
if  he  (Lord  John  Russell)  took  the  same 
view  as  the  hon.  Member  for  Montrose, 
he  should  still  think  it  more  respectful  to 
the  Crown  to  receive  and  consider  the 
proposal  to  be  made.  It  would  then  be 
open  to  any  hon.  Gentleman  to  say,  *'  We 
are  willing  to  make  a  provision,  if  the  cir- 
cumstances of  the  country  allow  it,*'  or  oa 
the  other  hand  to  say,  **  considering  the 
circumstances  of  the  country,  we  are  in- 
capable of  making  a  provision."  He 
trusted  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Montrose  would  withdraw  his  amend- 
ment. 

Mr.  Hume :  Sir,  I  will  not  withdraw 
the  amendment  I  have  made.  I  wish  her 
Majesty  to  know  the  truth  as  far  as  I  am 
concerned. 

The  House  divided  on  the  question,  that 
the  <'  words  be  added.*' — Ayes  52  ;  Noes 
276:  Majority  224. 
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Tomlino,  O. 

ToWMlOT,  J. 

Trench,  Sir  F.  W. 
lVDlioM,airl. 

Tamer,  C. 

TyrcU,  Sir  J.  T. 
Van^Loid  H. 
Vemcr^  CdL 

VenNm.O.  H. 
VetC7.lMi.T. 
Vivicm  J.  H. 

WnddiDgcaA 
WaU,C.  a. 
Wabb,  Sir  J.  B. 
Welby.CE. 
WiIbr»liM^h«.H 

WiUnra^W. 


w 

Wood,C. 

Wood.GoL 

WcodpCoLX. 
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Worlley,  hon.  J.  S. 

WrightsoD^  W.  B.  tellers. 

Wyou,  rt.  hn.C.W.W.  Fremantle,  Sir  T. 

Young,  J.  Baring,  U, 

Main  question  agreed  to. 

Addiew  adopted. 

House  in  committee  to  consider  the 
Queen's  message. 

Sir  R»  Peel :  I  now  proceed  to  state  to 
the  committee  the  precise  character  of  that 
proposal  which,  on  the  part  of  her  Ma- 
jesty's 0  Of  em  men  t,  I  am  authoriied  to 
submit  for  the  consideration  of  the  com- 
mittee. I  do  not  propose  to  call  upon  the 
committee  to  adopt  any  proposition  which 
will  impose  any  immediate  additional  bur- 
then upon  the  people.  I  do  not  propose 
to  take  any  immediate  vote  by  way  of  pro* 
vision  for  her  Royal  Highness  Princess 
Augusta  Caroline  of  Cambridge*  I  find 
that  the  general  rule  adopted  ind  sane, 
tioned  by  the  House  of  Commons,  in 
respect  to  provisions  made  for  princesses 
of  the  Roj^al  Family,  has  been  to  assume 
that  the  parent  of  the  princess^  whether 
the  reigning  sovereign,  or  any  nenber  of 
the  reigning  family,  would  undertake, 
during  the  lUe^time  of  that  parent^  out  of 
the  provision  made  for  himi  either  from 
the  civil  Int  granted  to  the  Sovereign,  or 
from  the  consolidated  fund  granted  to  any 
member  of  the  Royal  Family  by  Parlia* 
ment,  to  make  provision  for  their  daoghlers* 
I  propose  to  adhere  strictly  to  tiMt  prio* 
ciple  upon  the  present  ocoasion*  I  shall 
not  propose  anything  by  way  of  abeolatt 
allowance ;  not  anything  by  way  of  present 
annuity.  But  what  I  propose  to  the  Hovse 
is,  that  upon  the  death  of  his  Royal  High- 
ness the  Duke  of  Cambridge  a  oertaia 
portion  of  the  annuity  now  received  by  hii 
Royal  Highness  should  be  applied  as  a 
provision  for  the  Royal  Princess  Angnsta, 
his  daughter.  I  will  not  refer  to  any  par* 
ticular  provisions  which  have  been  made 
for  the  female  branches  of  the  royal  fiMaily 
at  former  periods^  because  I  am  quite  wil* 
ling  to  admit  that  those  oases  form  »• 
necessary  rule  for  guiding  the  sabseqteat 
discretion  of  the  House  of  Commons.  It 
is  perfectly  open  to  the  House  to  consider 
the  various  circumstances  which  aC  the 
present  time  ought  to  guide  and  infloaaoe 
their  decision  upon  this  subject.  I  thera* 
fore  only  allude  lo  the  principle  apmi 
which  allowances  to  the  famaie  braachcs 
of  the  royal  family  have  been  rsgalatedi 
that  principle  being,  as  I  have  slrMdy  taid, 
to  assume  that  tbe  parent  dnring  Ina  Uk» 


time  would  make  provision  for  his  daugh- 
ter,  and  that  arliament  would  grant  an 
allowance,  its  payment  being  contingent 
upon  the  death  of  such  parent.  Thus,  in 
the  year  1778,  George  the  Third  was  en. 
abled  by  Parliament  to  allow  an  annuity 
of  30,00(M.  as  a  provision  for  the  five  prin* 
cesses,  bis  daugfatersi  to  take  effect  after 
his  Majesty's  demise.  So,  again,  in  the 
more  analogous  case  of  the  present  Prin- 
cess Sophia  Matilda  of  Gloucester,  for 
whom  provision  was  made,  to  take  effect 
on  the  death  of  her  father,  his  Royal  High- 
ness the  Duke  of  Gloucester.  I  shall  con- 
tent myself  with  mentioning  these  cases, 
which  will  at  once  show  to  the  House 
that  It  is  not  necessary  for  me  to  enter 
into  any  details  upon  the  subject.  And, 
notwithstanding  the  preliminary  objection 
which  has  been  raised  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Montros^'— that  objection  has  not  in 
the  slightest  degree  abated  mv  assurance 
that  hot).  Gentlemen  on  both  sides  cordially 
participate  in  the  most  earnest  wish  I  ex* 
pressed  for  the  happiness  of  her  Royal 
Highness  the  Prinoess  Augusta  of  Cam- 
bridge and  his  Royal  Highness  the  Duke 
of  Mecklenburg  Strelits,  and  that  tbeit 
is  bnt  one  unanimous  feeling  and  cordial 
wish  that  every  happiness  may  attend  them 
in  their  union.  The  amount  of  the  pro* 
vision  which  I  propose  for  her  Rx>yal  High- 
ness is  one  which  I  hope  will  satisfy  tha 
House  that  every  coosideratkNi  which 
ought  to  have  bean  given  has  been  dnly 
attended  to  in  making  a  provision  of  this 
nature.  The  provision  I  mean  to  propose 
for  the  sanction  of  the  House  is,  that  her 
Majesty  In  the  event  of  the  marriage  tak- 
ing place  between  her  Royal  Highness  and 
the  Dukn  of  Mecklenburg  Strelitz  (it  is 
necessary  to  add  these  woirds),  should  be 
empowered  to  settle  upon  her  Royal  High* 
ness  tha  sum  of  3,000(.  per  annum,  that 
sum  to  be  paid  npon  the  deatb  of  bis 
Royal  Highness  the  Duke  of  Cambridge. 
I  will  not  draw  any  contrast  between  thn 
amount  of  the  sms  I  now  propose  and  tha 
amount  of  tha  snms  granted  at  former 
periods.  It  will  be  at  once  seen  Co  be 
very  oonsidarably  less^  while  the  House 
will  bear  in  miwl  that  no  immediale  vote 
is  asked  for.  Actmg  npon  the  principle 
that  his  Royal  Highnass  the  Duke  of  Cam. 
bridge  will  make  provision  for  his  daughter 
daring  his  Ufa,  I  pitpose  that  when  tha 
annuity  which  his  Royal  Highnass  now 
taoaivas  shall  eaase,  her  MajesCf  shall 
iMuratba  posMloMrfar  npaa  harItQ|iI 
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HigihneH  the  Princess  Au^sta  of  Cam- 
brid^  an  anouily  of  3,000/.  This  I  sub- 
mit for  the  lanctioD  of  the  House.  The 
right  boD.  Baronet  moved  the  following 
Tesolntion, 

"  That  an  annuity  at  three  thousand  pouods 
be  seltled  upon  her  Royol  Highness  the 
Princess  Augusia  CaroUnp,  eldest  daughter  of 
his  Soyal  Hishneii  the  Duke  of  Cambridge, 
upon  her  marriage  to  his  Royal  Highness 
Frederick,  Hereditary  Grand  Duke  of  Meck- 
lenburg, StreUiz,  Ihe  same  to  lake  effect  from 
the  decease  ofhia  said  Royal  Highness  the  Duke 
of  Cambridge,  and  to  be  charged  upon  (he 
Coosolidaled  Fund  of  the  United  Kingdi 
Great  Britain  and  Ireland," 

Mr.  Mackinnon—l  trust.  Sir,  the  pur- 
pose of  my  Bmendmcnt  will  not  be  misun- 
aerstood.  I  do  not  intend  in  any  manner 
to  oppose  the  right  bon.  Genlleman  at  the 
head  of  the  GoTernment,  but  to  sug^gest 
an  alteration  in  the  proposal  he  has  made 
tbat  will,  I  think,  save  money  to  the  coun- 
try, and  which,  1  am  also  certain  (I  speak 
from  unqnesiionable  authority),  will  be 
most  acceptable  to  the  parents  of  both  the 
parties  interested.  The  proposal  of  my 
right  bon.  Friend  is  to  make  a  g^ant  of 
3,000/.  B-year  to  Princess  Augusta  of 
Cambridge,  to  commence  on  the  decease 
of  her  father,  his  Royal  Highness  the 
Duke  of  Cambridge.  My  amendment  is, 
to  reduce  the  grant  from  3,000/.  to  3,000/. 
a-year,  to  be  made  payable  from  the  day 
of  her  marriage.  I  have  already  stated, 
and  I  now  repeat  it,  tbat  such  a  sum, 
although  less  in  amount,  will  prove  more 
acceptable  to  the  illustrious  couple,  and 
this,  I  think,  can  be  easily  imagined  :  par- 
ties when  they  settle  in  life  like  to  ascer- 
tain  their  income  so  as  to  regulate  their 
expenditure — an  income  derivable  on  a 
contingency  is  never  so  desirable  as  one 
settled  OQ  the  marriage;  a  young  couple 
living  on  an  expectancy  cither  retrench 
too  much  or  the  reverse,  and  under  any 
circumstances  any  addition  of  income, 
arising  from  the  decease  of  a  beloved  pa- 
rent, can  never  be  the  source  of  much  en- 
joyment in  its  future  anticipation.  As 
far,  therefore,  as  the  reversionary  grant 
refers  to  the  parties  roost  inteiesied,  I 
think  it  rather  objectionable.  Now,  in 
reference  to  the  advantage  to  the  public  : 
The  annuity  of  2,000/.  a- year  at  present 
is  more  advantageous  than  3,000/.  a-year 
of  the  life  of  the  Duke  of  Cambridge, 
which  will  appear  as  follows.  Tailing  the 
Princess's  age  at  twenty-two,  her  chance 
of  life  may  be  estinutted  b;  the  new  ttbla 


at  thirty-tliree  jean^  'Sri 
chance  of  life  of  hia  Ro;  ■!  H^loMHte 
Duke  of  Cambridge,  talcing  hitn  Boafril 
seventy-two  yean  of  agCi  is  aboallM 
years,  deduct  nine  frDiii  tllirte-lLlwai 
there  remains  twenty-tbur,  wnieh  Hrfi* 
plied  by  three,  give  72,00OL,  now  arifr 
plying  thirty-three  by  two 
66,000/.,  so  that  my  ametidiiwi 
country  a  payment  of  66,0OOIL  w  fiMra 
72.000/.  Now,  Sir,  it  may  ba  nJd  ^atH 
precedent  will  hereby  be  flfWilhrf  i^ 
giving  to  the  yonnger  brancbw  «f  tm 
Royal  Family  an  annnitj  diiring^  ibs  lib 
of  their  parent,  but  tbe  only  parties  la 
whom  this  can  by  any  poeBibili'ty  apfrfy,  M 
present,  are  the  other  two  chitdrea  of  km 
Royal  Highness  the  Doke  oT  Cambridp^ 
and  at  this  moment  there  ia  no  chance  rf 
their  entering  into  tbe  manied  ataie  dnriif 
the  life  of  their  father.  If,  therefore,  d* 
amendment  that  I  propoae  ia  more  m  i  ^a 
able  to  the  parties  intereated,  and  to  dii 
respective  parents  of  each — if  it  appMrt 
more  beneficial  to  the  interests  of  llo 
country  by  making  a  lesa  charge,  aivd  tm- 
ing  6,000/.,  according  to  the  tables  «■ 
anuuities — if  no  paiticalat  precedent  is 
created,  I  confess  I  am  at  a  lost  to  per- 
ceive what  objection  can  be  made  on  aaj 
otherground.  I  am  not  asking  for  a  laije 
grant,  I  ask  for  one  of  leia  value,  bntwa 
acceptable  from  its  immeditile  opermtioa 
"  the  parties  concerned.  A  prccc<leai  is 
be  found  when  tbe  Prbiccss  Mary, 
daughter  of  the  Duke  of  York,  obtained  a 
grant  from  Parliament  of  40,000/.  on  bn 
marriage  with  the  Prince  of  0  range.  tSr, 
I  am  well  awure  there  is  a  feeling  in  iba 
country,  and  in  this  Houae,  that  as  b« 
Royal  Highness  the  Duke  of  Cambcidta 
was,  for  many  years,  Viceroy  in  Ilanofct, 
he  had  an  opportunity  of  saniig  very  Unt 
sums  of  money,  and,  (hereforp,  that  M 
ought  to  give  a  good  poriioa 
daughter.  Sir,  I  can  state  from  p 
and  direct  authority,  tbat  these  stain 
are  exa^erated,  that  tbe  greater  _, 
the  Duke's  annuity  from  Ai-liameoi  %_ 
expended  in  this  country  dunng  his  vtc^' 
dcnce  abroad,  and  that  if  the  grant  is  oat 
made  in  the  manner  that  tbe  amcndscM 
1  propose  suggests,  hb  tUnl 
Highness  will  be  obliged  to  make  aoM 
retrenchment  in  his  di  satk:  riiiriWl 
ture  to  meet  the  addttn 
the  marriage  of  bis  dai  rtier.' 
"'  before  i  sit  down,  I  nil  i 
R|       U   Uw  I 
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annuities  to  the  Royal  Family,  which,  I 
am  fully  aware,  has  been  considered  by 
some  persons  as  invidious,  and  an  unne- 
cessary waste  of  (he  public  money.  Sir, 
if  you  have  a  Royal  Family  you  must  keep 
up  their  dignity,  and  those  persons  who 
cavil  at  the  annuities  granted  seem  to 
forget  the  large  revenues  given  up  for- 
merly by  the  Crown  which  would  have 
enabled  the  Sovereign,  had  they  been  con- 
tinued, to  grant  annuities  to  the  younger 
branches  of  the  Royal  Family,  without 
any  additional  burthen  to  the  State,  or 
without  any  application  to  Parliament — 
that  power  being,  by  the  surrender  of  the 
revenues,  taken  from  the  Crown,  it  surely 
behoves  Parliament  to  provide,  I  do  not 
mean  in  an  extravagant  or  inconsiderate, 
but  in  a  considerate  and  prudent  manner, 
for  the  descendants  of  the  Sovereign  to 
the  second  generation  at  least,  to  grant 
that  income  to  supply  their  wants,  and 
keep  up  the  dignity  of  the  junior  branches 
of  the  illustrious  house  of  Brunswick, 
who  must  in  this,  as  well  as  in  all  future 
cases,  rely  on,  and  depend  on,  the  kind 
and  loyal  sentiments  of  the  House  of 
Commons.  As  this  amendment  is,  there- 
fore, more  agreeable  to  the  young  persons 
most  interested,  as  it  is  bene6cial  to  the 
interests  of  the  public,  as  it  does  not  in- 
volve,  in  any  manner,  a  precedent  beyond 
what  has  already  been  admitted  to  apply 
to  the  grandchildren  of  the  Crown,  I  con- 
fess 1  see  no  reason,  and,  in  fact,  I  feel  at 
a  loss  to  discover  any  argument,  that  can 
be  adduced  why  it  should  not  be  adopted. 
I  will  only  add,  that  I  have  authority  to 
state,  that  such  an  arrangement  would  be 
most  satisfactory  to  the  illustrious  parents 
of  both  the  parties  more  immediately  in- 
terested in  the  business. 

Sir  /?.  Peel  differed  entirely  from  the 
calculation  of  the  hon.  Gentleman.  It 
was  true  that  an  annuity  of  2,000Z.  was 
nominally  less  than  one  of  3,000/. ;  but  it 
was  by  no  means  a  matter  of  certainty 
that  an  annuity  of  2,000/.,  commencing 
from  the  marriage  of  her  Royal  Highness, 
wss  in  value  less  than  an  annuity  of 
3,000/.,  contingent  on  the  death  of  the 
illustrious  father  of  her  Royal  Highness. 
l(,  then,  it  should  prove  that  by  convert- 
ing an  immediate  annuity  of  2,000/.  into 
capital  it  should  really  represent  more 
than  a  contingent  annuity  of  3,000/. 
would  do,  the  proposition  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman  would  in  effect  be  to  increase 
the  grant  proposed  by  her  Majesty's  Go« 


vernment;  and  this  the  committee  must 
be  aware  it  was  not  competent  for  the 
hon.  Gentleman  to  do. 

Viscount  Howick  said,  that  it  was  not 
competent  for  the  hon.  Gentleman  to  em- 
body the  whole  of  his  proposition  in  one 
amendment.  He  must  in  the  6rst  instance 
move  to  substitute  the  word  **  two,"  for 
the  word  **  three  ;*'  and  then,  if  that  were 
carried,  he  must  in  a  subsequent  resolu- 
tion move  that  the  annuity  do  commence 
from  the  day  of  the  marriage  of  the  Prin- 
cess, instead  of  from  the  time  of  the  de- 
cease of  his  Royal  Highness  the  Duke  of 
Cambridge. 

Mr.  Mackinnon,  finding  the  committee, 
generally  speaking,  adverse  to  his  propo- 
sition, would  withdraw  it.  He  assured 
the  House  he  had  only  acted  under  a  con- 
scientious feeling  that  he  was  proposing 
what  would  have  promoted  the  comfort 
and  ii^ppiness  of  their  Royal  Highnesses, 
and  that  he  was  merely  doing  that  which 
he  could  wish  any  one  would  do  towards 
him  under  similar  circumstances. 

Amendment  withdrawn. 

Question  having  been  again  put  on  the 
original  resolution, 

Mr.  Williams  expressed  a  wish  that  the 
right  hon.  Baronet,  instead  of  referring  to 
what  has  been  the  practice  in  similar  cases 
with  respect  to  our  own  native  princes  and 
princesses,  had  referred  to  what  had  been 
the  practice  in  respect  to  the  numerous 
alliances  which  had  been  formed  between 
German  princes  and  princesses  with  mem- 
bers of  the  Royal  Family  of  this  country. 
He  would  have  found  it  difficult  to  disco- 
ver that  any  former  royal  princess,  in 
forming  such  an  alliance,  had  ejver  receiv- 
ed one  single  farthing  of  fortun^  from  the 
country.  And  he  should  like  to  know,  in 
the  present  state  of  the  country,  what 
pretence  there  was  to  change  that  custom » 
and  to  make  that  change  so  much  in  fa- 
vour of  these  German  princes  and  prin- 
cesses. He  considered  that  his  royal  high- 
ness had  had  an  ample  allowance  of  the 
public  money  to  enable  him  to  provide  for 
his  own  children.  He  was  in  the  receipt 
of  27,000/.  a-year;  he  was  colonel  of  two 
regiments,  each  of  which  had  two  battal- 
ions, and  he  had  been  recently  created 
head  ranger  of  two  of  the  Royal  parks. 
[An  hon.  Member :  There  are  no  emolu* 
ments.]  That  was  perfectly  marvelloua; 
and  he  was  delighted  to  hear  that  his 
Royal  highness  had  undertaken  the  dotj 
of  those  two  departments   witbpaf   anj 


1339      The  Princeu  Auguia       {COMMONS}        qfl 


pay.  Hit  Royal  Higbnets  had  had  pecu* 
liar  opportuDitieB  for  realising  money  auf- 
ficient  to  make  provision  for  bis  children, 
because  during  many  years  be  was  vice- 
roy of  the  kingdom  of  Hanover.  No 
doubt  the  emolumenla  of  that  office  were 
quite  sufficient  to  meet  all  his  ezpendi- 
ture;  and  common  report  did  say,  that 
his  Royal  Highness  had,  in  consequence 
of  these  numerous  appointments  and  emo- 
luments, been  enabled  to  amass  a  large 
private  fortune.  Upon  what  ground,  then, 
was  the  Government  justified  in  asking 
for  public  money  to  pension  the  daughter 
of  a  person  in  his  Royal  Highness's  ex- 
alted station,  when  it  was  laid  down  in  their 
poor-law  that  the  wretched  being  who  re- 
ceived the  pittance  of  7s.,  8i..  or  10s.  a 
week  wages,  was  bound  to  provide  for  all 
his  family,  however  numerous  it  might 
be  ;  and  which  law,  not  only  made  every 
father,  but  every  grandfather,  labour  for 
their  children  and  grandchildren.  Why 
not  apply  the  same  just  principle  to  the 
case  now  before  the  House?  But  there 
was  one  very  remarkable  circumstance 
connected  with  the  present  parties.  The 
reigning  Duke  of  Mecklenburg  Strelitz, 
the  father  of  the  intended  husband  of  the 
Princess  Augusta  of  Cambridge,  and  who 
he  presumed  was  a  relative  of  her  royal 
highness — had  been  receiving  2,000/.  a- 
year  from  this  country  ever  since  1798, 
being  being  now  45  years.  The  principal, 
interest,  and  compound  interest  of  the 
money  thus  received  by  him  amounted  to 
upwards  of  SQOflOQl.  This  large  sum 
was  extracted  from  the  pockets  of  the 
hard-working  people  of  this  country.  Was 
it  not  enough  that  the  father  should  be 
pensioned  on  the  country,  without  making 
the  son  also  a  pensioner  ?  The  amount  of 
money  at  this  moment  allowed  by  the 
country  to  German  princes  and  princesses, 
allied  to  our  royal  family,  was  not  lets 
than  200,0002.  a-year.  Was  not  this 
enough  in  all  conscience,  without  making 
any  addition?  But  upon  what  pretence 
was  it  proposed  to  be  made  ?  He  presumed 
it  was  on  account  of  the  relationship  ex- 
isting between  the  Princess  Augusta  of 
Cambridge  and  her  Majesty.  1  f  that  were 
the  ground,  then,  upon  the  same  principle 
the  people  ought  to  provide  for  all  the 
relations  of  her  Majesty  standing  in  the 
same  degree  with  her  royal  highness.  In 
that  case  there  would  be  a  pretty  long 
line  to  provide  for.  The  present  distressed 
state  of  the  country  rendered  ihe  propo- 


sition DOW  beCoie  t     1        a  wimlly 

ti6able;  and  be  i  m  d  U  hit  di^la 

give  every  oppoaici      to  the  grwo,    U 

no  argument  to  aaj  that  Ch« 

not  be  asked  for  at  the 

If  not,  then  that  wu  i,  w§mwnm  «k|  tm- 

propoaition  shonld  not  now  ba  bre^^k 

forward.    But  he  objected  to  the  voleea 

principle.    It  wm  wrong  for  tha  Hoaeiie 

provide,  at  the  ezpenie  of  Iho  ii 

the  country,  for  any  indif  idwd 

and  especially  for  to  distsuit  •  nilelien 

the  Sovereign  as  was  ber  Roynl  Hl^baai 

the  Princess  Augusta  of  Cambrid^  ^ 

tion  quetium].    He  wiahed  it  to  be 

tinctly  underatood  that  be  did  neC  < 

this  opposition  from  any  dieieipeet  le  the 
Duke  of  Cambridge.    He  believed 
his  royal  highness  had  been  ie  tbe 
agement  of  his  money  netteie 
prudent,  and  had  set  a  noble 
He  objected  to  it  upon  paUic 
It  was  wrong  in  principle,  aodi 
he  opposed  it. 

Sir  Howard  Dougla$:  Sir^ 
give  a  silent  vote  on  thia  ial 
ject  I  hope  the  committee  wOl 
me  to  remind  it,  that  tbe  aodabla 
for  whom  we  are  now  eaUed  opeew  Ip 
royal  message,  to  make  auitabie 
is  the  grand-daughter  of  tbe  lUi 
monarch  who  surrendered  to 
the  hereditary  revenues  of  tbe  GiowBbil 
consideration  of  a  civil  liel  of 
amount,  settled  on  the  Ccown  Ibr 
maintenance  of  tbe  roral 
other  chargea  for  pnUio  eenka 
immense  patrimony,  the  Ofdioary 
of  the  Crown,  waa  capable  of 
improvement  and  augnieaiatie^  Hi 
public  have  greattv  benefitted  by  ibia  m^ 
rangement ;  and  1  hope  tbe  luMne  eft 
feel,  that  the  compact  thoa  asadeb 
tween  the  king  and  hia  Perliamcul^ 
pcses  upon  this  House,  a  moral 
litical  obligation,  to  make  tbe  ^ 
required,  and  thus  to  provide  iar 
grand-daughter  of  that  good  suid 
ous  monarch,  who  divested  bioiaeir, 
pubUc  good,  of  the  meana  of  1_ 
by  rendering  himself  dependent 
Parliament,  for  a  fixed  anm 
only  for  the  actual  support  and 
nance  of  the  royal  household,  stnd 
charges  on  the  civil  list. 

The  hon.  Member  for  Coventry 
presented  the  illustrious   Duke  su  _ 
colonel  of  two  regiaients,    icb  of  two  I 
talious,  and  deriving  great 
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froB  both.  Hii  rojal  bighnon  ii  only 
bonorarj  colonel  of  the  two  batUlioni  of 
ihe  60tli,  and  derivei  no  emolament  what- 
e*er  from  brJoc;  colonel  oT  that  corpi. 
Sir,  I  have  bad  the  hcMiour  of  uie 
notice  of  the  illailrioos  Duke  for  maoj 
jean.  KiwwiDg  the  virtoed  private  and 
public  of  Ihat  illusttioua  piince;  knowing; 
and  adoiirin^  the  manner  in  which,  through 
life,  bis  Royal  Highneu  haa  diiohargied  all 
the  dutiet  appropriate  to  hia  exalted  rank 
and  Blelion ;  knowing  that  hit  Royal  High- 
neas  is  unable  (o  make  that  pravlaion  for 
his  royal  daughter,  which  1  think  this 
House  ii  morally  and  politically  bound  to 
do,  under  the  ciicumatancea  which  I  have 
stated  —  I  give  my  cordial  aupporti  and 
my  willing  vote  in  fafour  of  the  very  rea- 
aonahle  and  very  moderale  arnngement 
proposed  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet  at  the 
head  of  her  Majesty's  Government,  and 
trust  the  commitiee  will  respond,  unani- 
mously and  unhesitatingly,  to  that  propo- 

Mr.  Hume  did  not  ibink  that  (he  Home 
waa  prepared  to  enter  inloan^  detaila,  and 
after  the  slaleraeni  of  the  rtgfht  hon.  Ba- 
ronet, it  woatd  be  (it  for  the  cheimaD  to 
report  progreu  and  ask  leave  to  sit  agais. 
There  couM  be  no  obfeclion  to  fix  an  early 
day  for  the  revival  of  the  subject. 

Committee,  after  some  converaatlon, 
was  ordered  to  report  progreu.  Houia 
resumed  committee  to  sit  again, 

BoRODOII     07     SUDBUKT.]       ColoBcl 

Buskbrooht  roee  for  the  pnrpoie  of  raovtag 
lhat  a  new  writ  be  iaaued  ft)r  the  elactloa 
of  two  Membera  for  the  borough  of  Sud- 
bury. The  hon.  end  gallant  Member  re- 
ferred to  the  recent  proceedinga  in  (be 
House  of  Lords  wiih  regard  to  tbii  unfor. 
lunale  and  periecuted  town,  and  con- 
tended that,  as  the  bill  for  disflrancbising 
Sudbury  had  been  thrown  out  in  the 
House  of  Lords,  it  would  be  most  unfair 
to  subject  the  acquitted  parly  lo  a  Mcond 
indictment.     He  tnovad  that  tbo  writ  do 

Mr.  Tvfnrli  said,  that,  in  prtqmaing  the 
motion  of  which  he  bad  given  notice,  he 
was  actuated  by  a  wiab  to  maintain  the 
character  of  that  House,  and  by  a  desire 
that  the  rarruption  which  bad  notoriously 
prevailed  at  electiona  in  the  borough  of 
Sudbury  might  ba  propOTty  and  fully  in- 
vestigated. When  he  looked  at  the  evi- 
dence which  had  been  itdduced  before  a 
•elect  I'ommitlee  of  this  H«uw  a«  to  the 
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prevalenoe  of  that  CMrnptieo, — when  be 
ODuiidered  that  evidenoe  in  connexion 
with  the  foimar  history  of  Sudbuiy,  he 
thought  it  waa  incumbent  upoo  that 
House,  after  having  alreaiU  paawd  an  act 
for  the  disfranchiaenwot  of  the  borough,  to 
see— before  they  consented  to  the  iasue  of 
a  new  writ— whether  some  measures  might 
not  be  adopted  for  preventing  uroilar  car> 
rupt  practicea  in  future.  He  would  not 
attempt  to  impngn  the  oourae  which  bad 
been  pursued  in  another  place  with  respect 
to  the  bill  for  the  disfranchieetnent  of  Sud- 
bury; but  he  believed  lhat  not  one  of  the 
witnesses  eunined  before  the  select  com- 
mittee of  that  Houae  bad  been  esamioed 
by  the  other  Home.  He  hoped  the  House 
would  indulge  him  If,  for  a  few  moments, 
he  referred  them  to  the  history  of  the 
borough  of  Sudbury.  Before  the  passing 
of  the  Reform  Act  its  constituency  con. 
sisted  of  about  900  persons, «  very  consi* 
derable  number  of  whom  were  non-resi- 
dent. Sudbary  was  fifty-aix  miles  tram 
London,  but  far  election  purpoees  the  dis. 
tance  was  called  airty  miles;  and  every 
elector  resident  in  the  melropolls  received 
Is.  a  mile  for  his  travelling  expenses  in 
going  down,  and  the  same  sum  for  return- 
ing, bseidee  hia  personal  e^qwnsu— eating 
and  drinking — while  in  the  borough. 
After  the  passing  of  the  Reform  Bill,  the 
non-resident  freemen  were  cut  off;  bnt 
corrupt  practices  atllt  continued.  When 
an  electioo  took  plaoe  in  1882,  inme- 
dfattely  after  the  pMHoy  of  Uw  Jt^tmo 
Act,  and  vben,  if  uy  qurit  of  utriotiMn 
emitted  in  the  niodt  of  the  people  of  thtt 
bonurii,  it  would  bafe  been  called  (ivtb, 
he  bdieved  the  greatart  poaiiUe  corrnp* 
tton  prewlad— ««rniptioa  u  extensive  u 
ever  took  place  befin*,  or  periiipe  bad  bam 
practised  since.  Hon.  GentleoMs  were 
aware,  tbat  when  an  individnal  intended 
to  0^  himself  aa  a  candidate  (br  any 
borough,  hia  usual  oouna  was  to  visit  that 
place  a  abort  tiun  before  the  election ;  to 
sUte  bis  prlnd^,  and  bf  pereonal  Inter* 
course  to  andavour  to  ingratiate  himself 
with  the  eoBstitttennr.  Bnt  if  a  oandidate 
for  the  borough  of  Budburr  had  done  so, 
he  would  have  been  laughed  at  by  the 
dectort.  It  wu  the  custom  for  the  cani 
didataa  for  Sudbury  to  go  down  on  the 
night  preosding  the  day  of  election;  till 
that  time  not  a  proraiaa  waa  given  t  the 
ocmstituewY  were  all  oa  the  alert;  and 
they  looked  to  the  oj>poaitioh  man  as  the 
great  card  with  whien  they  were  to  play. 
Om  of  tbe«'  •     .  .  .       . 
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HouH  of  Lords  stated,  that  he  coiiBidered 
canTassiDg  a  mere  form, — that  it  had  been 
so  of  late  jrean ;  that  no  promise  could  be 
relied  upon;  and  that  the  electors  were 
actuated  id  giving  tlieir  votes  by  tbe  price 
the}-  could  obUio  for  them.  Id  1832  Mr. 
Wraogham,  a  learned  geDtlemao  of  consi- 
derable taleot,  waa  a  candidate  for  the 
borough,  and  had  : 
prospect  of  success, 
caseon  the  day  of  election?  Why,  he  found 
that  even  those  persons  who  had  promised 
their  votes  to  him  came  up  and  polled  for 
his  oppoDents,  hsviog  been  bribed  during 
tbe  preceding  nigbt.  The  gentiemaa  on 
retiring  from  tbe  contest  said — 

"  I  have  not  deserted  my  posi  while  an; 
hope  remained  ;  I  have  protracied  the  struggle 
long  eoough  (o  see  men,  who  no  longer  ago 
ihBD  last  night  solemnly  renewed  to  me  their 
ortcn  repeated  promises  of  support,  brought 
up  to  the  hugtin^s  this  morning  in  a  loathsome 
slate  of  intoxication,  in  that  state  turned  inlo 
these  booths,  and  then,  without  even  the  de- 
cency of  removing  the  blue  ribbons,  which  as 
a  badge  of  their  pledge  to  me  still  fluttered  in 
iheir  button  holes,  polled  as  plumpers  for  my 
opponent.  Gentlemen,  it  is  not  for  me  to  say 
what  potent  influence  has  been  at  work  during 
the  night  to  purchase  this  shameleis  and 
wholesale  a  post  acy — you  wilt  draw  your  own 
inference ;  but  this  I  will  say,  that  I  turn  from 
such  degrading  practices,  and  from  (he  willing 
SKenls  in  the  work  of  pollulion,  with  loathing 
the  most  unmeasured  and  ineSsble." 

From  1826  to  1841,  a  period  of  fifteen 
years,  twelve  elections  had  taken  place  in 
the  borough  of  Sudbury;  and  there  had 
been  scarcely  an  instance  of  two  persons  of 
the  same  political  opinions  having  been 
returned  at  consecutive  elections.  It  was 
stated  in  evidence  before  the  handloom 
weavers  committee,  that  the  electors  were 
influenced  in  giiing  their  votes  bv  the 
mere  consideration  of  how  they  coufd  ob- 
tuin  the  largest  amount  of  money.  In 
consequence  of  the  nroceetlings  which  tonic 
place  at  tlie  last  eWiion,  a  committee  of 
that  House  recommended  the  disfranchise- 
ment of  the  borough,  and  a  petition  was 
presented  by  the  boo.  Member  for  Fins- 
bury,  signed  by  150  electors,  complaining 
of  the  practices  pursued  at  that  election ; 
and,  he  believed,  praying  that  the  borouf;li 
might  be  disfranchised.  But  it  might  be 
asked  what  course  they  ought  to  adopt } 
Should  they  suspend  the  writ  indefinitely .' 
To  sucf]  a  course  be  woulil  decidedly  ob- 
ject ;  he  considered  it  most  uoconstilu. 
tioiial.  What  course,  then,  ought  they  to 
adopt  >  When  tlie  noble  Lord  the  Member 


for  the  ci^  of  LoDdon  (Lord  J.  BMriQ 
introduced,  last  Seaaion,  a  InII  tar  Ikap^ 
vention  of  bribery,  the  ri^t  Imb.  BhmI 
opposite  (Sir  R.  Feel)  exprcMed  kW  •» 
currence  with  the  noble  I<ord  ■■  to  ^ 
difficulties  which  existed  witb  rqpii  m 
the  disfrancUisement  <d  bonxi^L  lit 
right  hon.  Baronet  aai^— 

"  The  other  defect  which  1  wiife  to  ^A 
to,  is  the  difficolty,  so  far  as  tl 

coucerned,  of  obtainioK  resull      

Parliament  and  the  public.  We  i 
committee  of  inquiry ;  the  cmamitlae  s«Hb 
the  existence  of  systematic  bribery ;  lie  k 
quiry  goes  to  the  LonJi.  and  u  net  pKmiM 
with  during  the  SeiiioD.  In  the  b^MI^ 
the  feelings  which  led  to  Ibe  p 
Ihe  petition  have  died  awey.  Ite  i 
meetj  tbey  lay,  why  thoutd  wepracMiHk 
this?  Shall  we  not  be  charged  bj  pe^HB 
with  causing  Ihe  diifraochiaeiaeDt  «/  *ttf- 
rough  f  and  is  it  not  much  belter  to  wiMnv 
the  evidence  from  the  House  of  Loidtf* 

He  did  not  blame  tbe  Houk  of  Ln4 
for  the  course  they  bad  taken  with  n^M 
to  the  bill  for  the  iiriraiii  hiw  niirf  i 
Sudbury;  for,  if  they  bed  bo  bmik^ 
forcing  evidence  before  tfaeiB,  tky  wtjf 
justified  in  throwing  out  lb*-  till.  Wji^ 
course,  then,  was  it  idriadila  tkafc  t^ 
House  should  adopt?  Tbe  ri^t  hm.  k 
roDct  (Sir  R.  Peel)  had  propmed  tbea 
pointment  of  a  joint  commiUee  of  Mci 
of  both  Houses  to  inquire  into  | 
allegations  of  bribery ;  but,  a 
discussion,  the  clauses  protNucd  by'  I 
right  hon.  Gentlemaa  wit£  ibat  oU 
were  withdruwD.  The  aoUe  Loid  ib 
Member  for  Liverpool  (Lord  Suidoe),k 
the  debate  to  which  fie  had  alluded  <m  lb 
introduction  of  the  bill  <£  tbe  noble  Lai 
opposite,  threw  out  B  suggeetiou  wludi  b 
(Mr.  Tufucli)  had  adopted.  The  I  "" 
Lord  said — 

"  11b  should  therefore  prefer  lliai,  m  || 
of  the   tribunal  suggested,  a  power  k 
given  to  the  House,  on  a  primAjitn 
bribery  being  established  BBaiast   a 
to  address  tlie  Crown  to  send  down  a 

of  inquiry  to  the  spot,  and  ifa^t  i , 

of  that  commission  should  be  taken  asto 
basisofany  proceedings  oa  tbe  pvn  attitJt- 
g  islam  re." 

This  course  was,  he  00Dcctr«],  mmA 
ss  liable  to  objection  than  the  otlm; 
The  great  difficulty  with  rcmni  to  it  w«^ 
as  to  the  weight  which  Wi  ^  bo  git^  t* 
evidence  so  taken  by  the  rlonar  i/ I.(a4k 
whether,  in  the  event  of  auch  {^ideea 
inducing  this  House  to  brina'  ftTw^  « 
disfraachisemeDt  bill,  the  Lo^  »h„«u  b 
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content  to  take  the  evidence  as  it  then 
stood,  or  would  demand  fresh  evidence. 
He  hoped  the  Lords  would  be  content  to 
receive  the  evidence  which  might  be  taken 
by  such  a  commission — and  that,  if  it  were 
considered  satisfactory  by  this  House,  the 
Lords  would  adopt  it.  He  proposed,  by 
the  bill  which  he  now  begged  leave  to  in- 
troduce, that  two  commissioners  of  inquiry 
should  be  appointed  by  the  Crown,  and 
that  they  should  have  full  power  to  exa- 
mine into  the  corruption  which  had  been 
practised  in  the  borough  of  Sudbury,  con- 
ducting their  inquiry  cither  in  Sudbury, 
or  within  a  certain  distance  from  that 
place.  He  had  modelled  his  bill  upon  that 
introduced  last  Session  for  the  appoint- 
ment of  commissioners  of  inquiry  into  the 
Exchequer.bill  frauds.  He  proposed  that 
the  commissioners  should  be  armed  with 
every  necessary  power ;  that  they  should 
have  power  to  send  for  persons  and  papers, 
to  examine  witnesses  upon  oath,  to  impose 
penalties  for  non-attendance,  and  for  re- 
fusal to  give  evidence,  and  to  grant  certi- 
ficates of  indemnity  to  persons  who  made 
full  disclosures.  He  might  be  allowed  to 
refer,  for  a  moment,  to  the  course  which 
had  been  pursued  in  the  House  of  Lords, 
as  to  warning  the  witnesses.  It  seemed 
that  the  noble  Lord  on  the  Woolsack  in- 
formed every  witness  that  he  was  not  bound 
to  answer  any  question  which  had  a  ten- 
dency to  criminate  himself;  but  that  he 
was  at  liberty  to  do  so  or  not^  as  he 
thought  proper ;  and  that,  if  he  made  a 
full  disclosure  of  what  he  knew,  though  it 
might  tend  to  criminate  himself, — yet,  if 
he  did  so  to  the  satisfaction  of  their  Lord- 
ships and  of  the  Lord  Chancellor,  he  should 
receive  a  certificate  of  indemnity  from  all 
consequences.  Now,  the  House  must  re- 
member what  was  the  description  of  the 
witnesses  to  whom  this  caution  was  given ; 
— they  were  corrupt  witnesses.  They  were 
told, — *'  You  are  not  bound  to  answer  any 
question,  if  it  has  a  tendency  to  criminate 
you,  but  you  are  at  liberty  to  do  so  if  you 
please ;  and  if  you  do  so  you  must  tell  the 
whole  truth,  or  you  will  not  be  entitled  to 
a  certificate  of  indemnity.*'  He  was  not 
surprised  that  the  witnesses  had  construed 
this  warning  into  a  license  to  say  what 
they  pleased.  The  warning  was  certain, 
but  the  indemnity  was  uncertain  ;  and  he 
could  not  wonder  that  the  witnesses  had 
construed  the  advice  into  a  recommenda- 
tion to  say  what  they  pleased,  so  long  as 
they  did  not  criminate  themselves.  The 
corruption  which  had  for  so  long  a  period 
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existed  with  regard  to  elections  for  the 
borough  of  Sudbury  had  produced  the 
most  disastrous  effects  on  the  morals  of 
the  inhabitants.  This  fact  was  stated  by 
the  handloom  weavers  commissioners  in 
their  report.  The  chairman  of  the  board 
of  guardians  stated,  before  the  commis- 
sioners, that  the  injurious  effects  upon  the 
morals  of  the  people  produced  by  contested 
elections  had  been  far  more  extensive  than 
the  improvement  effected  by  the  efforts  of 
all  the  ministers  of  religion.  He  was  sure 
that,  had  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
Dorsetshire  (Lord  Ashley)  been  in  his 
place,  he  would  have  supported  him  in  his 
endeavour  to  remove  the  source  of  so 
much  corruption  and  debasement.  But 
not  merely  were  the  lower  classes  affected 
by  this  system,  but  even  the  morals  of  the 
higher  classes  were  debased  by  it.  It 
could  hardly  be  expected  that  the  starving 
electors  should  resist  temptation ;  but  the 
guilt  of  the  rich  man  who  went  down  to 
the  borough  in  order  to  corrupt  the  poor 
was  of  a  much  heavier  description.  Upon 
this  point  he  must  refer  the  House  to  the 
evidence  of  Mr.  Goodav,  taken  before  the 
House  of  Lords,  which,  among  others, 
contained  the  following  questions  and  an- 
swers: 

"  Had  you  any  other  reason  for  not  giving: 
him  60/.  to  buy  his  vote,  except  that  you  had 
not  60/.  to  give  him  ?— -Yes ;  I  would  not  bribe 
the  man. 

**  Because  you  thought  it  a  crime  to  bribe 
him  ? — ^Yes. 

'*  Do  you  think  it  is  any  crime  in  a  man  to 
be  bribed  ? — ^Yes. 

«  Do  you  think  it  would  have  been  a  crime 
in  the  man  to  be  bribed  by  Mr.  Massey  ? — > 

X  6S. 

''  You  had  a  great  objection  to  bribing  him 
yourself,  because  you  thought  it  was  criminal ; 
hut  you  had  no  objection  to  take  him  to  Mr. 
Massey,  that  Mr.  Massey  might  commit  the 
crime  f — Such  was  the  case. 

'*  That  is  the  nature  of  your  conscience,  is 
it?— No. 

*'  You  have  do  conscience,  perhaps? — I  may 
have  a  conscience,  and  not  exactly  in  the  posi- 
tion in  which  it  is  placed  by  the  question. 

**.  Then  your  conscience  is  of  this  kind,  that 
it  prevents  you  from  inducing  a  man  to  com- 
mit a  crime  by  baying  his  vote  yourself,  but  it 
does  not  prevent  you  from  taking  a  man  to 
another,  that  that  man  may  commit  a  crime, 
and  buy  his  vote  ? — My  conscience  succumbed 
to  the  circumstances.*' 

Yet  Mr.  Gooday,  who  gave  this  evi- 
dence, belonged  to  a  highly  respectable 
class,  and  what  he  said  showed  the  general 
laxity  of  morals  in  Sudbury  among  high 
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Mtd  low.  If  uiy  other  ny  amid  be  sag- 
geited  bjr  vhich  a  full  inqauy  vould  take 
place,  be  wu  not  wedded  to  hii  otd  vieva, 
nor  would  he  set  hioMelf  in  oppodtioD  to 
tho«e  of  other  bon.  Members.  One  reason 
which  had  induced  him  to  lake  up  the 
subject  yns,  that  he  bad  seen  in  1834, 
and  during  tbe  last  Sesaion,  how  great  was 
the  difficultj  of  introdudng  a  general  mea- 
sure ;  they  might  all  see  circumstances  of 
pvBt  corruption  in  a  borough,  and  yet 
they  might  not  be  able  to  get  a  bill  apply- 
ing a  remedy  through  both  Houses.  Two 
ways  had  been  proposed  to  apply  a  remedy ; 
one  was  by  a  jdnt  committee  of  the  two 
Houses  (tf  Parliament,  and  the  other  was  by 
a  commiNion  to  be  appointed  by  the  Crown. 
It  was  difficult  to  lav  which  was  best ;  and 
if  the  House  couM  e*er  be  allowed  tA 
make  an  experiment  in  corpare  vili,  he 
thought  Sudbury  was  a  rery  fit  subject, 
and  tbe  result  of  that  experiment  would 
guide  them  in  future  legislation  ;  for,  even 
if  it  failed,  it  would  show  that  tbey  must 
adopt  some  other  measures.  In  bringing 
forward  this  motion  he  was  not  acting 
upon  party  political  riews;  he  had  refused 
to  attend  to  the  solidtation  of  one  party  or 
the  other.  His  sole  object  was  to  uphold 
the  character  of  the  House,  and  to  amend 
a  gross  delect  in  tbe  representative  system. 
This  was  all  he  sought,  and  he  would  con- 
clude by  moving  as  an  amendment, 

"  That  leaTe  be  given  to  bring  in  a  bill  Tor 
sn  effectual  inquiry  into  bribery  and  corrapl 
practices  alleged  to  exist  in  the  borough  of 
Sudboiy." 

Mr.  Williams  Wynn  said,  that  if  he 
had  to  choose  between  the  two  proposi. 
tions  before  tlie  House,  he  should  not 
hesitate  to  adopt  that  of  the  bon.  Gentle- 
man who  had  just  sat  down.  The  case 
before  them  was  indeed  a  most  extraordi- 
nary  one.  An  election  committee  of  that 
House  had  unanimously  voted  that  gross 
bribery  had  taken  place  in  the  borough  of 
Sudbury,  and  recommended  to  the  House, 
that  a  bill  should  he  brought  in  to  dis- 
franchise it.  A  bill  was  accordingly 
brought  in ;  no  petition  was  presented  by 
any  party  to  be  heard  by  counsel  against 
it ;  no  person  appearcfl  \o  oppose  it,  and 
it  passed  that  House  with  apparent  una- 
nimity. The  bill  WAS  sent  to  the  1  louse 
(>f  IiOrds,  anil  there  he  found  the  cu.'c  had 
entirely  miscarricl.  Their  first  duty  tlicn 
appeared  to  lie  to  inquire  into  tlie  reaHici 
r»r  this  different  decisicm  iif  the  tuu 
Houses.  Thty  hail  askcil  the  Hoiisr  uf 
Lonis  (or  tbe  evidence  taken  ai  their  I 
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wbidi  tlis  inqniqr  was  eandBcta^  At  At 

persona  who  wvb  oatnutad  «vtb  ilft'«» 

duct,  and  with  the  e^\<\: 

hnmglit  forward  in  Ha  m. 

first  place,  he  saw  tba  twu   iuikmcI 

as  counsel  Inr  tbo  psti  tiouers 

return,  bad  established   th«  a 

tbe   borougli,  acting    ks   l-ouowJ 

the    bill,    and    dcMding    the    ' 

If   he    looked  i  liUla  further  lie 

that  tha  two  gBBtlMatm    who   h^ 

retained    to    defend    tKo    sittijiy 

bera  in  the   Codimbs  wi 

who  were  employed  w>ii 

in  the  Loria.    Tbta  md  i 

dioice  that  could  be  m^».     Ha  hal 

some  inquiry,  and  Iw  hund  tiMt  tfea  ■ 
was  not  enlrtuladtotba  petttaoMn^M 
tbe  nturoi  bat  tbit  w  aipat  n  wm 
ployed  for  that  purpon  by  tW  1  raai^ 
After  seeing  tku  tha  coaasel  naaimk 
bad  completely  ovased  handa,  ha  im4 
at  the  witnesses  whick  kad  been  i  ■■■ia^ 
and  be  found  that  tb«r«  mu  bat  om  a4fr 
nesB  called  befiwe  tbe  Lords  whs  had  liM 
examined  befim  Ae  elcctioa  ca^KaiMM 
Stress  bad  been  lud  open  iIm  ouitina  ^la 
to  tbe  witnesMe  thet  they  iM«d  Dot  cmi^ 
oate  themselTCe.  In  otmria  of  jiielMe  '% 
frequently  happened,  thai  ajipiali  «■* 
made  by  witaesMS  ipiMt  Binn(  erid«i 
which  mi^t  criaiaate  the«Hilv|i^  fcw 
common  ror  witneMSa  ao  to  cacBM  llMk 
selves  from  pviog  erldepoe,  bat  it  «Ma 
ground  why,  having  gtvea  erideMlb  * 
witness  should  peijun  himself  bj  ^i% 
that  he  knew  nothing  Af  a  irsitianaiaa  d 
which  he  knew  all.  He  i-tnild  nut  mm,  m 
reading  tbe  evidenoe,  (hirofon!,  |m«,  i 
the  Indemnity  Act  bjii)  cumpclled  thi 
witnesses  to  give  evideiiL't.  iIm  'Jt  d 
Lords  would  have  got  e  word  moi 
the  witnesses  than  tbey  ditt  11*  i 
that  itwould  be  well  to  institute  ai 
into  these  circumstancBs  bcffotv 
dretwd  the  House  for  a  i 
which  ought  to  be  well  i-onud 
it  was  taken.  He  might  be 
have  too  great  a  caoitituiinn*!  j« 
the  Crown ;  but  he  did  not  lik«,  i 
where  a  gross  breach  of  tl<«  itrivi] 
that  iJouse  aiidof  farlLmicnt  « 
in  the  ini{uiry,  that  tbe  Ltiiwa 
lei^l  the  I'limniiinioi  \,  What 
suKgi'^-t  was,  that  a  c  ulUw 
appointed   to  inquire  ini»  the  j 
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the  diffiennce  betmnt  Aft  witiMMM  |iio- 
duced  before  the  Lordi  and  Ctmatoo^  and 
why  inateriiJ  witncMes  examiuod  bafiire 
the  CommoiiB,  vere  not  examined  before 
the  Lords.  If  any  odq  believed  that  there 
had  been  colliuioH)  and  that  tlie  partie* 
on  both  Bides  had  agreed  not  to  produce 
the  necessary  e*ideae«,  that  circumstance 
catied  for  seriouii  inquiry.  He  did  not 
think  that  there  was  the  slightest  ground 
hr  reflecting  on  the  House  of  Jjords;  for, 
if  they  looked  at  the  evidence,  it  would 
be  found  so  defective  that  it  was  not  sur- 
prieing  they  should  think  it  a  wuste  of  the 
puhlic  mnney  to  continue  the  inquiry,  un- 
less iiinTc  could  be  subdtantiated.  If  the 
committee  were  granted,  he  would  propose 
to  call  before  Ihem,  firmly,  the  agents,  and 
ask  them  why  they  haid  not  summoned 
the  witnesses;  and,  secondly,  he  would 
call  the  counsel,  whom  he  would  ask  why 
ihey  declined  to  continue  the  examination. 
They  were  gentlemen  of  the  highest  cha- 
rarter,  in  favour  of  whom  everything  ought 
to  be  inferred  and  presumed;  but,  at  the 
same  time,  the  case  was  so  extraordinary, 
that  the  Houie  would  not  do  its  duty  if  it 
did  not  adopt  means  for  examining  into 
the  question,  and  seeing  whether  the  case 
had  been  honestly  ana  properly  brought 
forward ;  and  if  it  had  not  been,  this 
would  be  a  sufficient  reason  for  tending  a 
fresh  bill  to  the  House  of  Lords.  WlieD 
he  found  a  witness  stating  that  he  had 
received  two  guineas,  that  he  then  went 
and  voted,  upon  which  he  received  a  ticket 
and  that  on  a  person  looking  at  the  ticket 
through  a  window  four  guineas  more  were 
received — when  he  found  that  this  was 
not  a  single  case,  but  that  six  or  seven  other 
vnt«rs  gave  the  same  evidence,  that  150 
tickets  had  been  distributed,  and  that  at 
the  time  this  took  place,  none  but  voters 
being  allowed  to  go  up  that  such  was  the 
crush  that  the  slaiirase  was  literally  broken 
by  those  crowding  to  go  up,  he  could  not 
conceive  how  a  stronger  presumption  of 
general  bribery  could  be  made  ont.  As 
thero  was  an  amendment  already  before 
the  House,  he  could  not  move  his;  but 
xhould  the  lion.  Gentleman  give  him  the  op- 
portunity, he  would  move  that  a  select  eom- 
milteebe  appointed  to  compare  the  evidence 
given  before  the  Honse  of  Lords,  on  the 
Sudhiiry  Diifivnchisement  Bill,  and  the 
t-t-idciice  taken  before  the  committee  on  the 
Sudbury  election  petition,  and  to  report  the 
rirnim-drmces  why  material  wilnesMS.  exa- 
mine*}  befiire  such  committee,  we  were  not 
examioetl  at  the  Bar  of  the  House  of  Lwdt. 


'  Mr,  TufiitU  said,  that  u  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  proposed  his  amendment  as  a 
preliminary  inquiry  to  further  proeeedinp, 
be  would  have  no  objeciioa  to  withdraw 
Ilia  own  amendment. 

Amendment  withdrawn. 

Mr.  Wynn'i  unsndnent  was  read  from 
the  Chair. 

Colonel  RtukbrooiM  felt  his  ine<]uality, 
when  he  was  opposed  to  tbo  right  hon. 
Oenileroan;  but  he  must  ask  whether 
Sudbury  was  to  be  made  the  scapegoat 
tor  oihei  borougbi,  which  might  on  in- 
quiry, be  found  to  be  equally  delinquent, 
though  ihey  had  been  more  prudent  and 
circumspect  in  their  proceedings?  A  re- 
spectable witness  (Mr.  Warner)  a  Liberal, 
save  this  evidence;— 

"  Do  yon  believe  that  (here  are  s  coniiden- 
Me  number  of  reipcctable  Iradasmtn  in  SikU 


"  Should  you  say  thai  Ihey  form  the  nsjoa 
rily  of  the  respectable  tradesuisn  of  Sadbury  i 
—Yes ;  I  should  say  the  majority  of  them 
would  not  do  it." 

Nor  was  the  inquiry  closed  without 
every  opportunity  being  given  to  the  par- 
lies to  producfl  eWdence.  This  was  the 
way  it  ended : — Counsel  wefe  called  in, 
and  informed,  that  the  House  wished  lo 
know  from  tbe  learned  couniel  for  tl)« 
hill,  <<  whether,  exercising  their  bett  judg. 
ment,  and  looking  to  all  the  sources  of  in., 
formation  of  whioh  ihaj  wen  maatera  upon 
this  (jtwstion,  they  are  of  opioion  that 
there  18  a  reasonable  probability  of  making 
oat  a  case  of  general  corruplkm  of  the 
borough;"  that,  if  there  was,  in  their 
opinion,  any  reasonable  probability  of 
such  a  case  bting  made  out,  of  course  (be 
inquiry  must  be  pursued, but  that,  if  there 
was  no  such  probability,  the  Hanie  con< 
tidered  ihat  it  would  be  an  idle  waste  of 
time  and  of  public  money  to  continiw  the 
inquiry.  The  counsel  stated,  (hat,  oonsi- 
deiiog  the  result  of  the  enuninatioos  of 
the  witnesses  called  on  the  former  day, 
as  well  as  of  those  who  bad  been  called 
to-day,  he  did  not  think  it  probable  that 
he  should  succeed  in  making  out  a  case 
of  general  corruption  against  the  borough. 
The  counsel  were  informed,  that  if  they 
wished  to  have  lime  to  consUler  this  ques- 
lion,  reasonable  time  should  be  allowed 
for  that  purpose.  The  counsel  slated  (hat 
ill  the  interval  of  their  withdrawmant  froat 
the  bar,  lie  had  conferred  upon  the  sub- 
jrct  with  his  Uarned  coHeagties,  and  ikaf 
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be  did  not  think  it  neceuar;  to  aak  for 
time  for  that  purpose ;  and  that  it  ap- 
peared to  him  to  be  hii  duty  to  destit 
from  this  inquiiy,  aa  he  did  not  think  it 
could  proceed  with  advantRge  to  the  pub- 
lic. The  couniel  were  further  informed 
that  thev  must  decide  fur  therasetvei  whe- 
ther they  would  proceed  further ;  that  their 
Lordshipt  left  it  entirelj  to  theoi,  and 
proposed  that  they  should  take  a  day  to 
determine.  The  counsel  replied  that  they 
had  already  made  up  their  minds,  and 
should  offer  no  further  evidence,  and  that 
proceeding  further  with  the  bill  would,  in 
their  opinion,  be  a  waste  of  time  and  mo- 
ney. Considering,  also,  the  length  of 
time  during  which  this  borough  had  been 
unrepresented,  he  would  ask  the  right 
bon.  Baronet  below  him  (Sir  R,  Peel)  whe- 
ther he  would  not  give  way  to  the  pres- 
sure of  circumstances,  and  whether  h« 
would  still  persevere  >d  opposing  the 
writ? 

Sir  R.  Peel  thought  this  was  a  ques- 
tion of  considerable  difficulty  and  of  very 
great  importance.  The  House  had  almost 
unanimously  resolved,  or  at  least  there 
was  an  immense  preponderance  of  opinion 
that  the  borough  of  Sudbury  was  so  cor- 
rupt as  not  to  be  entitled  to  have  conti- 
nued to  it  the  privilege  of  sending  Mem- 
bers to  Parliament.  In  coming  to  that 
opinion,  the  House  took  into  its  consi- 
deration the  evidence  on  which  an  election 
committee  came  nnsnimonsly  to  the  reso- 
lution of  calling  the  attention  of  the  House 
to  it.  He  should,  therefore,  think  it 
painful  for  any  one,  if  any  alternative 
could  be  found,  to  vote  at  once  that  this 
borough  of  Sudbury  was  entitled  lo  ihis 
privilege.  He  thought,  after  the  vote 
which  had  been  almost  unanimously  come 
to,  that  the  borough  of  Sudbury  was  not 
so  entitled,  they  should  adopt  some  pro- 
ceeding before  they  issued  the  writ.  At 
the  same  time  the  proposal  of  the  hnn. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Tufnell)  was  very  novel ; 
it  was  that  a  commission  should  be  ap- 
pointed by  the  Crown  to  make  further 
inquiry.  He  proposed  to  pass  a  bill  for  the 
purpose,  but  in  a  bill  so  passed  by  the 
Commons,  the  House  of  l/irds  must  con- 
cur. If  they  sent  such  a  bill  lo  the  House 
of  Lords  without  any  intervening  inquiry, 
he  was  not  prepared  to  predict  what  view 
their  Lordships  might  take;  and  if  such 
a  bill  were  rejected,  the  KauHe  of  Com* 
mons  would  have  no  alternative  hut  to 
issue  the  wiil.     In  bis  opinion  the  pro* 
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matter  for  conaideratiob.  lite  Bmk  tl 
Commons  woeoonTiaeed  that  ibeboMi^ 
of  Sndbory  oogbt  to  bs  disfraoehiwl,  b« 
in  the  House  of  Locdi  there  bad  baeii 
complete  faitare  of  ertdeDcv.  This  ■«• 
strong  proof  that  tha  jo  rtsdiction  maim 
of  this  kind  was  defective,  and  ihst  i  ih 
strict  rules  of  juriapnadence  weic  dl> 
served  in  these  case*  tfaere  weald  ilii|t 
be  these  failures,  Itoccurred  lohiMM 
it  might  be  possible  to  predict  casM  fe 
which,  a^er  the  beat  of  the  conien  M 
subsided,  the  two  parties  migfat  ««■!■ 
whether  or  not  it  was  vtise  (o  pMCirf 
further;  whether  or  not  both  partjeawarfl 
not  be  sufferers ;  whether  or  not  the  Mas 
of  which  they  were  electora  wooU  m 
lose  a  valuable  privilege  ;  wbetb«f  or  Ml 
it  would  not  suffer  in  general  i  siiieMfci 
by  public  exposure,  and  wlielhor  er  M 
under  such  circnmstancea  it  wonid  Mt  k 
to  their  common  adTinuge  to  smaiai 
the  evidence.  He  thought  ibey  sboril 
adopt  some  course  to  premat  anAt  a  Mfe 
of  things.  He  reaerred  to  himinV  0i 
power  of  considering  whether  tb>  htH 
the  bon.  Gentleman  wa*  a  proper  OK 
but  he  was  sure  that  tbey  wooVii  let  faMK 
grounds  for  iU pasMng if,  by  a  |ii  LliiiiiaH 
inquiry,  the  House  of  CmniDoosstaril 
have  ascertained  the  cause  of  the  bmt 
failure.  Tbe  Hnnse  oaghi  to  mabadi 
inquiry,  for  the  Treaanr^  had  gives  on 
focility  for  tbe  prosecutuo  of  the  fadL  I 
had  allowed  the  parties  to  select  their  •■ 
agents,  and  great  expeiiB>!  bad  beet  » 
carted.  When  he  looked  at  the  p«m^ 
character  of  the  witnes&cs.  lie  witbsAls 
know  why  the  parties  who  hnd  kiP 
examined  before  the  House  of 
had  not  lieen  summoned  befoce  ibe 
If  this  evidence  had  not  beeo  a^a^Hl 
in  consequence  of  tbe  two  partka  tn  flifr 
bury  agreeing,  the  facts  wen  naA^ 
portant,  and  if  the  evidi-ncr  sImmU  Av 
an  agreement  between  the  parties  laa^ 
press  testimony,  it  would  a  tit  only  wmtKt 
the  House  in  passing  a  paiticaUr  WB» 
lative  to  the  borough  of  Suilbury.  bwt^ 
lo  give  a  more  exiendeil  ;^nvr»l  Boik 
If,  again,  tbe  answersof  ibe  a^rais  sbaM 
he  that  the  reason  they  could  nut  pn^ 
more  evidence  was,  tl>»t  ibronffc  tm 
agreement  between  the  |  lartiM  thry  tim 
unable  lo  produce  it,  ihai  agi ' 
an  important  fact  lo  be  ki 
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Future  proceedings.  He  could  not  help 
thinking  ihat  by  means  of  a  committee  of 
the  IIouKof  Commons,  composed  of  high 
aulhoriticE  in  that  House,  important  light 
would  be  thrown  on  this  trangaciion.  He 
was  sure,  looking  to  the  future,  that  if  the 
special  circnin nances  of  this  case  should 
call  for  proceedings,  they  would  have  a 
better  chance  of  auccets  than  if,  without 
an;  iaquiry,  they  should  send  up  a  bill  to 
the  other  House.  He  hoped,  therefore, 
that  the  course  recommended  by  the  high 
authority  of  his  right  hou.  Friend  would 
be  adopted  unanimouuly.  After  (he  vote 
which  he  had  formerly  given,  and  in  which 
at  he  thought,  he  was  fully  justified  ibat 
the  borough  of  Sudbury  had  so  con- 
ducted itself  that  it  ought  to  be  disfran- 
chised, he  would  be  unwilling  to  vole  for 
issuing  the  writ  till  this  inquiry  had  taken 
place,  and,  of  course,  for  such  purpose, 
be  would  assent  to  the  necessary  suspen- 
sion of  the  writ. 

Lord  John  RuskH  came  down  to  the 
House  prepared  to  support  the  amend- 
ment of  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Tufnell), 
thinking  that  it  was  reasonable.  The 
basis  of  the  measare  of  his  hon.  Friend, 
and  of  the  amendment  proposed  by  thg 
right  hon.  Geotleman  was,  he  believed, 
the  same,  namely,  that  after  the  evidence 
had  induced  the  House  to  take  the  strong 
step  of  passing  a  bill  to  disfranchise  the 
borough,  it  was  oot  fit  to  issue  a  writ 
without  inquiry.  The  right  hgn.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Montgomery,  an  au- 
thority which  always  deserved  the  respect 
of  that  House,  and  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
thought  that  another  proposal  would  be  a 
better  mode  of  oscerlaining  the  truth,  and 
of  obtaining  the  assent  of  the  House  of 
Lords  to  the  passing  of  a  further  bill.  His 
hon.  Friend  would  therefore  hare  been 
acting  unwisely  if  he  had  persisted  in  bii 
opposition  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
and  had  not  agreed  to  hit  amendment. 
From  former  experience,  his  own  impres- 
sion was,  that  the  House  of  Commons 
would  often  have  sufficient  evidence  to 
warrant  them  in  passing  such  bills,  but 
that  in  the  ulterior  proceedings  in  the 
House  of  Lords  there  would  be  similar 
failures.  It  was  with  a  view  to  remedy 
this  that  he  made  his  proposal  in  the  biM 
of  last  Session.  If  they  were  to  deal  with 
the  corruption  of  these  boroQghs,  he  was 
convinced  that  some  other  mode  of  pro- | 
ceedingwas  oeceasary;  and  he  was  per- j 
■uaded  that  ths  ptopnition  to  iriiich  »lli 


'ould  ultimately  come,  would  be  for  some 
kind  of  commission. 

Mr.  Thesiger  had  seconded  the  motion 
if  his  gallant  Friend;  but  after  the  dis- 
cussion which  had  taken  place,  suggested 
ihe  expediency  of  withdrawing  the  motion 
lor  the  writ.  When  there  were  proceed- 
ings of  this  extraordinary  nature;  when 
the  selection  of  counsel  itself  suggested  a 
fair  suspicion  of  the  conduct  of  the  case, 
it  would  be  hardly  proper  that  the  writ 
ihould  be  sent  down  without  inquiry. 

Colonel  Rvsttbrooke  was  ready  to  ac- 
quiesce in  the  suggestion  of  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friead,  and  would  withdraw  his 

The  Atlomeif-GeneTal  was  desirous 
only  of  stating  that  the  caution  given  by 
the  Lord  Chancellor  to  the  witnesses,  that 
(hey  need  not  answer  qnestions  to  crimi* 
nate  themselves,  was,  he  believed,  in  ac- 
cordance with  the  invariable  custom  of  all 
who  had  occupied  that  high  office. 

The  original  question  and  amendment 
were  both  withdrawn,  and  a  select  com- 
mittee appointed — 

"To compare  Ihe  evidence  adduced  before 
Lhe  Uouse  of  Lords,  in  the  case  of  the  Sud- 
bury Disfranchiiement  Bill,  niih  the  evidence 
taken  before  the  Sudbury  Election  Comniittee 
of  the  House  of  Conimoos,  and  lo  report  upon 
I ircum glances  under  which  maieriHl  wil- 
rs  examined  before  such  committee  iwre 


Writ  for  Sudbury  not  to  be  issued  be- 
fore July  1 0th. 

Export  Duties  oh  Coals.]  Sir 
Oeorge  Clerk  moved  that  the  House  re- 
solve itself  into  a  committee  of  Ways  and 


Viscount  Horvick  rose  to  p 
amendment  of  which  he  had  given  notice, 
and  to  bring  under  the  consideration  of 
the  House  the  propriety  of  repealior  the 
lav  with  reference  to  the  ezportstion  of 
coals,  which  was  imposed  daring  the  last 
Session  of  Parliament.  He  felt  that  he 
waa  bound  to  make  some  apology  to  the 
House  for  the  manner  in  which  he  brought 
this  subject  forward.  He  was  most  averse 
to  make  such  a  proposition  by  way  of 
amendment  to  the  motion  for  a  committee 
of  supply,  or  ways  and  means,  and  ao  in- 
terrupting the  course  of  public  buNuess; 
but  it  was  of  the  greatest  importance  to 
the  persona  engaged  in  the  coal  trade,  that 
,  the  views  of  the  Government,  and  the 
I  oiwiini  of  that  Home  dsoBld  bs  inanei 
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AitMjtauAt  ItMWK  m  tolbt  oa«ni  tu' itlui;.  u[id  1  stir,  kl>u  k  iu  l«*i*dMM««* 
tended  to  be  pursued  widnfanKd  to  the  Ipfodiced  imhwottuimjf— an  •(•«nai>i  «(•• 
IwmuMUe  of  tho  cdltiiw  tU.     ftttfor  '  ""f'ciures,  ncceMar,    W   w*«u&«ufe^  i— 

draiDMUKM,  boMM.  vhioh  h»A  «» I  ;^;!'„''„''°?,,I'j:,'""i^" '"'"'="**•''" 

ciiiTcdi  be  ■Uuded  to  tin  Mlbn  of  «  ktfo 
liouM  on  Tlinndajrt  tod  tho  rtMntljr  ax^ 
fnmad  datermiMtioB  of  tile  OorBnlMDt 
to  «|i|iro(rhto  to  tlwnnlvn  oni^  dk/  in 
the  week  but  oM  IW  puliHa  btuioai^  lie 
should  not  hKto  odtyrted  this  Bodo  of  pRH 


itancet,  lie  felt  it  to  be  fan  duty  to  bring 
fiwwsrd  bio  mpiioa  _  witluut  Maj  i  uU 
he  was  enconngod  id  thti  coune  bj  the 
conaidontloa  t&t  it  would  not  be  wt 
iacoaTeninit  to  tlw  (jOvernmeDt. 


trodudog  the  sutgect,  he  begged  to  uti- 
mete  thmt  liia  olqect  wu  to  npnl  ue'tu 
tmpoeed  during  the  lut  See^  t^  Pulia- 


iDBDuticiurts — I  UnktflM 
B  tax  on  such  article  U  a  perfecLl;  ^q;ih^ 
suurce  of  ceTcnue.  I  vtiih  not  at  aD  »  p» 
■libit  the  «xpoit  of  «oal>,  Inii  I  propimt  Ikufc 
duly  ■(  first iiiKiiileil  to  be  t«*(nl  an  mA» 
ported  in  Toreign  tliiji*  •ImwUI  bo  |>Mil,  ml 
with  ihig  view  I  jiropofe  thai  Ui«  iliM*  ml^ 
a  lun  ihatl  be  leiied  on  coal  cimrwd  m  fe 
lish  a«  well  u  in  rorcign  tliip* ;  tboi  komM 
the  exemption  which,  under  itie  r«eiMaf 
system,  the  Foreign  thi{is  ctatn.  aod  MO  * 
moving  all  ground) of comnlainL  Jf  thodv 
ilM  MBBr  nnmhm  i 
I  »baU   llMttMn 


of  it.  ihall  he 


tmpoeed  during 


_     __    of  aoo.ooo/.— 
Portia-  I  f  f  l 


(liii  Kuunn  vf  i« 
»>i»ide«atib  « 


IIIlliTASSgtolUforniapfthe  H^  \  '"  ^'"'  e-courageniem  of  a.Ue  iirfwiiy  • 
sndL  8  motion  cOuld  onlj  OTiginata  In  a  {      Those   who   were   oiipnacd  lo  liU  M- 
oonmitteeof  tha  whole  Houn.    In ooDri-    pusitbu,  had  cIcclanMl   thoir  b«Ai^  M   . 

..ews  wert!  miist  rrroncoua.    Tl^ 

ipdt  on  I  liail  shown,    ihnt  llie   rc|i«al  of   tb«  •- 

s  had  beiiu  wluiitral  on  iht  lo- 

1  of  a  loiiimittctt    tn  «M 

hud  bcc-o  lefeirvd  the  utnto  nf  the  tnA 


dering  Miofa  a  quesUoD,  il  wonld  be  n|^t  | 

■Wild  look  to  ^esroundt  on  , ^ ^ 

'nposed.    Audhe    |x.rt  .lulics  li 
be^ed  to  renailc,  that  it  had  not  been    cninineiidatini 


that  tbejr  ibould  look  to  uie  srount 
which  tlia  tax  bad  been  imposed.    Ai 


imposed  tor  the  purpose  of  chei^iog 
t»de  in  the  exndttatwn  of  coal— It  »m  not 
the  intoitloti  or  the  Legltlklure  to  diseoa- 


miss  the  ooMumptlon  ai  ittuob 
It  had  been  cahmlated  that  the  supplf  of 
coal  in  the  north  was  matfif  auEcienl  to 
]ast  for  1,700  jears ;  and  aa  uninoat  gao* 
tt^st,  who  had  sought  to  controrert  this 
pmnodtioB,  had  himaalf  admitiad  that, 
taking  into  contideration  the  coal  fioMe  df 
Waloa,  the  total  su|f  If  wo«]d  be  amulf 
sufficient  foi  2,000  fears  to  come.  Thiif 
had  not  bean  called  upon,  tberahra,  t*  Im- 
poaa  this  Ih  with  a  now  te  pimnt  that 
which  mi^t  prore  iojurious  to  this  tamt* 
try  t  but,  on  the  oontrarjr,  the  right  bath 
Oenttomas  the  Cbanoalhw  of  Ibe  fixAt* 
quer.  and  the  right  bon.  the  PmUent  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  (Mr.  Obdstene).  M 
cKpiessljr  sUled  their  baBef  that  so  taMlI 
a  astf  as  thM  which  wu  proposed 
hare  no  opentUoa  in  dieokuig  the  I 


demand  for  this  moat  impartaBt  article  sf 
eiport.  lie  r^ht  hon.  Baronet,  the  First 
Lord  of  the  'HaeMirjr,  in  hia  cdebfalad 
BLamh  in  iirtrodudog  the  budget  m  the 
Utb  Marob.  lS4a,  had  said  i— 

*  1  eaMot  iODeoiTS  uij  won  legMtnts  eU 
)eot  of  dot*  thao  eoal  siporlsd  lo  fonl|[fe 
liiwiiiwi   i  ifinkBl  >  1111—1*1  mi  jim 


faetures  of  this 
groutid  that  tiiat  step  would  he  ik 
ineuns  of  creating  it  verjr  vnluohtc  tn^ 
tliey  had  fthowu,  that  aiDO!  that  mfai 
the  extent  nf  the  furrigu  trailr  »  o^ 
had  raiiidly  increased — %  drcutnitaoff  at 
tributabic  to  the  larger  tt«ifiuiil  for  (wA 
on  the  i:i>ntinent,  nwiiif;  to  the  itirrvx 
of  the  u§e  of  gtu,  nnil  BtvAU.  and  m- 
[itifiLCliin^H;  thnt  thccxi'ortutii.u  la  Vrmm 
In  eight  years  hnit  inerra*c<l  tcnfxJd: 
there  wm  no  nioinipiilj  in  the 
that  It  was  not  without  difficulty  ll 
inaintalnetl  their  prit-c  in  tlur  fiirrigBd 
tet,  but  they  had  rai*ed  tli«ir  i 
vain,  and  in  apiteof  their  a.' 
ill  clfect!!  uf  such  a  mnuni*, 
was  earriod.  The  right  hon.  f 
said ; — 

"Th«  export  or  eoal*  wu  in  ika  j 
916,000  loan  aiul  in   1B38,  it  ae» 

1.313,000loni.    This  il  (troug  indk , 

the  anicle  would  bear  >  mall  i!«qr,^ 

dnabl  whelher  a  "•  — -'  -  '-    -* '~ 

BUf  affeci  in    re 

town  on  ibe  Continent  is  

lighted  wilti  coal'gas,  and  lb«   R«(iiah4 
peculiaiiy  aila[iliril  fui  iliai  piitpoao,'* 

The  eonrlclion  of  the  fUlsov  af 
ari;umuotg   had   sinick    the    mU^ 


[   the   expoma. 


Export  Dnlies 
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fallacious,  be  (bought  tlint  it  would  be  ad- 
mitted that  it  wa*  the  duty  of  the  House 
to  repeal  the  tax  which  had  been  imposed. 
How  fitood  the  facts  ?  It  had  been  said, 
that  the  tax  met  with  the  ooDBent  of  the 
trade.  He,  however,  wai  not  there  to 
Diatu  the  present  motion  of  his  own  ac- 
cotd.  He  bad  pnipuwd  it  in  consequence 
of  tlie  expressed  wishes  of  the  trade.  Me 
held  !□  his  hand  a  remlutton  arrived  at  by 
a  committee  which  bad  sat  at  Newcastle 
for  the  managemeDt  of  the  coal  trade  of 
Northumberland  and  Durbatn.  He  would 
not  trouble  the  House  with  the  terms  in 
which  it  was  couched ;  but  they  were  ex- 
tremely urgent  in  their  demand  that  he 
should  briog  forward  this  motion.  He 
bad  entertained  a  strona  opinion  upon  the 
necessity  of  the  repeal  of  this  duty,  but  be 
had  not  ventured  to  take  any  step  with 
that  view,  without  taking  the  opinion  of 
these  gentlemen  in  the  first  instance.  He 
had  presented  on  that  evening,  and  several 
hon.  Gentlemen  had,  on  previous  occaaions 
presented  petitions  from  the  trade,  ^med 
in  the  etrongest  terms  of  condeninatiwi  of 
this  measure ;  and  he  thought,  thei«f(ire, 
he  might  take  the  suggested  assent  of  the 
trade  to  the  proposition  of  the  Government 
as  being  altogetoer  disposed  of.  And  &nd- 
JDg  that  the  persons  interested  in  the  ques- 
tion with  one  voice  declared  that  this  tax 
had  been  most  injurious  to  their  trade,  let 
him  ask  whether  iheir  statement  was  not 
supporied  by  the  evidence  which  be  should 
be  prepared  to  adduce.  The  return  fir 
which  he  had  moved,  afforded  very  import- 
ant information  on  this  point.  Ha  found 
by  that  return  that  the  trade  had  conti- 
nued to  increase,  and  that  in  1841  It  bad 
reached  1,500,000  tons,  exclusive  of  the 
exports  to  British  postesaionB ;  but  that  in 
the  last  half-year  of  1842,  it  had  only 
leached  598,000  tons,  being  a  falling-off^ 
153,000  tons  on  the  half-vear.  But  prob- 
ably, the  faireat  compinsoo  which  could 
be  matiluted  wouM beMtween  thequsrten 
ending  April,  1842,  and  April,  1843.  In 
the  quarter  ending  April,  1842,  the  ex- 
ports of  coals  to  foreign  countries  reached 
389.000  tons,  while  in  that  ending  April, 
184;!,  it  had  fallen  to  259,000  tons,  that 
WMS  a  deficiency  of  129,000  tons,  or  rather 
more  than  one-third  tbe  amount  exported 
in  the  corresponding  quarter  before  the  im' 
position  of  tnis  tax.  But  he  did  not  rely 
on  the  mere  evidence  of  the  actual  falling- 
olT  of  tbe  exports  of  coala.  He  had  re- 
vived some  evidence  as  to  the  state  of  the 
prospects  of  tliii  queatino ;  and  lie  boped. 
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that  be  should  not  weary  the  House  by 
bringing  it  forward.  He  should  read  to 
(l)c  House  extracts  of  various  letters  which 
lie  had  received,  which  appeared  to  him  to 
lie  of  very  considerable  importance.  Tbe 
firat  leltcr  was  from  a  gentleman  wbo  had 
till'  pi'incipal  directiou  of  one  of  the  largest 
<:olliory  o^tatcs  in  the  north  of  England. 
Miij  letter  was  dated  17th  of  May,  uiA  he 

"  VVc  have  ou  hand  lt,000  tons  of  ovenea 
coals,  round,  besides  small,  Ijing  al  the  pii'a 
moutli,  wrought  since  the  lit  of  Jannarj,  ex- 
pressly for  eipuitaiion  j  and  at  this  period  last 
year  ve  hail  not  one  ton,  although  we  have 
wruuijlit  a  amatlar  quantity  during  ih*  preiHit 
ycnrilinii  in  ihciama  period  of  the  years  1841 
and  lR.ia." 

He  wrote  again  on  the  31st  of  May, 
saying— 

"  t)ur  trade  al  Sunderland  hai  fallen  away 
vevy  much.  Our  heapi  are  daily  incteaiing  at 
llie  pit's  mouth.  I  would  recommend  tbe  dis- 
iiii4.s'dl  of  iwo  hundred  men  and  boyi  till 
lieavy  :>tocks  in  hand  should  be  got  rid  of,  but 
that  lliey  xrould  have  not  the  stillest  diance 
ur):ct1]ni:  u  [lu/i  work,  great  Dumbera  being 
already  out  of  work,  and  apfilying  for  relief, 
nnd  that  having  nearly  all  gained  iettlemeots, 
tliey  would  have  to  be  maintained  at  any  rate. 
At  prcicni,  I  liareagteit  number  of  orders  for 
coa\i  ftom  France,  but  limiting  the  price  of 
thi^  coal  and  Crpigbl  to  snch  an  amount  as  pt«- 
v<^ni3  me  rulfilling  them,  the  foreigner  pays  the 
duty  here,  which,  if  he  wai  exempted  ftnm, 
would  inablc  hrni  to  offer  so  much  more  piice 
as  would  afford  a»  Un  means  of  encating  his 


"  Dur  cotrt^pandents  in  France,  Germany, 
^c,  buy  the  ooals  from  us  here  at  a  cenam 
price  free  on  board,  end  anthoriH  us  to  pro- 
cure ships  here  at  a  certain  freight  per  cfaal- 
liron,  and  ilie  limits  which  Ihey  have  placad 
upon  U9  this  year  are  10  per  cent  low«t  Ifaan 
last." 

These  statements  «n«  CDuftnned  by 
other  pcrsoDs  ;  and  a  gentSanan  who  wbb 
cng^igcd  as  tliB  went  at  HarMfllee  of  a 
large  house  at  Newcastle,  long  befere 
any  exiicclation  of  the  imporition  oTstich 
a  lax  was  entertained,  aim  In  a  general 
business  letter,  thu<  wivt^— 

"  Noiwiihstanding  the  small  naaiber  of  ves- 
f,e\s  n'hiuh  have  arrived  here  since  the  month 
or  .'[inuiry,  prices  haVe  not  improved  with  ns 
^s  Ibc  demand  Aw  English  coal  has  decidedly 
f^ilkn  off  very  much.  Tlii  is  to  be  attribated 
la  an  amelioration  wbiob  has  taken  place  laltty 
in  the  quality  of  the  French  coals,  which  are 
eziiacUid  in  iliia  ntigUxmrbood,  awl  who  oaa 
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afford  to  supply  consumers  at  a  price  lower 
diao  what  Eugliah  coals  can  with  piolit  be  im- 
ported ;  there  is  qo  manner  of  douht  but  tint 
the  eiport  duly  is  very  prejudicial  to  llie  En- 
glish exporters,  Tor  we  have  not  in  one  single 
instaDce  aeen  prices  rise  in  comparison  with 
the  duty,  nnd  upon  so  poor  an  article  such  a 
taxBtioD  as  2t.  must  fall  very  heavily." 

Parliament,  id  the  last  year,  had  reUed 
OD  the  supposed  impossibility  of  forelgD 
countries  competing  with  us  in  the  ar- 
ticle of  coals ;  it  was  in  vain  that  they 
had  been  warned  that  by  the  impoei- 
tion  of  such  a  tax  as  was  proposed,  tliey 
were  holding  out  a  strong  inducement  to 
the  foreign  producer  to  raise  and  bring 
forward  his  own  coals;  this  letter  dis- 
tinctly showed  how  completely  true  this 
waroing  had  been,  and  how  much  they 
had  miscalculated  the  con  sequences  of 
their  acts.  He  had  received  another  letter, 
an  extract  of  which  he  would  read  to  the 
House  from  a  gentleman  at  Glasgow, 
largely  engaged  in  trade  :— 

"  English  coal  is  cheaper  in  all  the  French 
markets  than  last  year ;  the  coalowner  and 
shipowner  have  been  obliged  to  pay,  not  only 
the  duty,  but  a  further  reduction  has  been  ne- 
cessary to  meet  the  increasing  conipelitinu. 
When  I  say  all  the  markets,  I  mean  those  with 
which  I  am  daily  in  intercourse,  sayDordcaux, 
Rouen,  8cc.  I  consider  we  hnve  about  lost 
the  Dutch  trade  altogether.  My  partner  at 
Stockton  went  over  to  close  a  contract  of  im- 
portance, but  the  proprietors  of  the  German 
collieries  got  it.  lie  (eft  Amsterdam  four  or 
five  weeks  ago,  without  getting  an  otder  in 
the  place." 

He  had  several  other  letters  to  the  same 
cSect,  with  which  he  did  not  feel  it  neces- 
sary, after  the  strong  testimony  which  he 
h-Ml  already  furnished,  to  trouble  the 
House.  But  there  was  one  remark  which 
lie  felt  it  right  to  make.  He  had  heard  it 
suggested  that  it  was  ini|)08aiblc  that  a 
duty  so  small  in  amount  as  this  could  pro- 
duce any  serious  cousciiucnccs.  lie  be- 
lieved that  this  observation  arose  from  an 
entire  misconception  of  the  case.  There 
was  not  only  the  fact  of  the  iicceSMry  ad- 
ditional cost  arising  out  of  the  collection 
of  the  duty,  but  also  the  fact  that  the 
trade  hall  lx;en  alrcaily  suhjc<.t  to  such 
ciimpctition  that  a  very  small  additioti  In 
price  would  be  more  than  could  now  be 
borne.  A  memorial  had  been  presented  to 
the  right  boii.  Itaronet  in  the  course  of 
the  last  year,  remonstrating  against  the 
proposed  tax.  This  memorial  had  been 
suWquently  ptiatcd,  and  it  stated  that  by 
this  tax  the  small  coal   would  be  com« 


plctcly  driven  out  of  tbe  nwAeL  At  Ai 
present  time  this  nodi  (x«l,  wUA  W» 
formerly  exported,  ms  being  aM  al  Kmh 
castle  at  from  U.  3d.  to  1m.  6J.  Urn  tm. 


"The  small  coals  .exported  m  dii% 
screened  from  the  coals  wronght  for  li^ 
consumption,  and  mntt  cither  be  mU  m  !■■ 
at  the  pit,  and,  therefore,  the  MwliiwiMih^ 
to  take  any  price  for  dtis  dweriBti—  i^^ 
than  have  tbem  burnt  at  the  eoUivji  *iiA 
frequently  subject*  him  to  iiiiiiiiilMayi  ^ 
peuse  from  the  damage  done  to  the  a^iU^ 
land  and  crops;  tlierefbia,  any  price  k  Ma 
rather  than  saffer  them  to  be  bniBt,  AH  W 
defray  something  more  than   the   i  ' 


great  diataoce  aie  aiill  d 
burn  immense  qoaniitiet.  I  waa  at  tM^f 
the  other  day,  and  very  lu^e  ijaaatiinn'ai 
being  heaped  up  atthecoUierieain  thllaij^ 
bourbood,  which  Ibii  mild  and  wet  «mEr 
will  cause  to  igoile  tpontaneoualj." 

The  effect  of  the  duty  ane  thea  t»fe 
duce  the  coal-owner  to  dettnj  m  ff^ 
portion  of  this  valuable  fueJ,  ea  it  ViM 
not  pay  the  tax,  and  the  expeoM  ■(  ■■•■ 
ing  to  the  place  of  exportatiaa.  HitB 
not  know  how  it  was  poerible  to  HhAb^ 
a  stronger  case  that  toe  impaaitiMl  if  tt 
tax  had  had  tbe  effect  of  duooongfagAi 
coal  trade.  He  showed  that  the  dMf 
isted  formerly,  and  was  ropeeled  aiae  |m 
ago,  and  from  that  time  tbe  enlMHttI 
the  export  trade  ia  coal  mickt  ha  M^ 
The  priiKipIe  then  adverted  bmI  fwUjf  Mk 
swercd  tbepurpoM  projMNediaad  thiMfe 
had  made  gradual  apnags,  and  hricNV 
year  increaaed.  Tbe  right  ban.  &^iH 
last  ye:ir,  hud  endearoiiied  to  i 
the  imposition  of  this  tax  waa 
cause  this  export  coal  trwb  waa  ^  Ik 
creasing  trade,  and  that  the  conataMMfr 
creasing  [dispoeitioD  that  waa  aaaMlA 
abroad  for  the  use  of  steam  and  gaa  diiii 
operate  with  the  House  to  irapoM  tteMtt 
but  he  had  proved  the  fatlacioua  aalHMK 
these  arguments,  when  be  bad  AwaAt 
the  export  trade  in  coal  hod  Uka  aff  M^ 
third  since  the  tax  was  impiiai  J.  Hiif  ^0 
there  were  now  large  ordcTa  tx  ohI  Att 
had  been  sent  to  this  couDtry  Aat  wHi 
be  executed  but  for  the  exiataaoa  af  Ml 
duty  i  and,  also,  that  the  Pnndh  mhM| 
which  formerly  waa  the  moat  v^^db 
market  for  our  coal,  bad,  rinoe  the  i 
sition  of  the  duty,  fallen 
that  tl  important  tr 
w*-!"!  '"rreaaed  ten-Md  is  i 

^-  we-halfia 
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also,  that  the  Dutch  trade  in  coal,  which 
was  our  next  most  valuable  foreign  coal 
trade,  had  fallen  off  almost  entirely.     He 
would;  therefore,  ask  whether  this  duty, 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  distinctly 
declared  was  nerer  meant  to  check  or  dis- 
courage the  trade,  had  not  had  the  effect 
of  doing  so.     And  be  it  observed,  too,  that 
the  mischief  was  only  just  beginning.     It 
was  a  trade  which  grew  up  by  degrees, 
and  would  not  fall  off  at  once.  To  increase 
the  supply  of  coal  abroad,  it  was  necessary 
to  increase  the  facilities  for  sinking  pits, 
and  by  making  railroads  and  water  con- 
veyances, to  ^ord  easier  access  to  the 
markets  ;  and  to  do  this,  much  time  was 
necessarily  required.    No  doubt  all  these 
circumstances  were  in  operation  when  the 
duty  was  imposed,  but  still  this  duty  would 
operate  as  a  most  powerful  stimulus  to 
them,  and  that  which  we  were  now  only 
beginning  to  feel  from  opening  of  coal- 
fields in  France  and  Belgium,  and  Ger- 
many and    Spain,   would  soon   be   most 
strongly  experienced.     It  was  well  known 
that  large  capitals  had  been  expended  in 
producing  coals  in  these  countries  and  in 
conveying  them  to  the  places  of  consump- 
tion, and  you  might  depend  upon  it  that 
you  would  continue  to  feel  more  and  more 
the  effect  of  this  pernicious  duty  in  the 
encouragement    and    stimulus    which    it 
would  give  to  the  producers  of  coal  in  the 
countries  he  had  alluded  to.     Do  not  sup- 
pose that  when  you  feel  the  full  effect  of 
the  operation  of  this  tax  that  you  will  get 
rid  of  the  consequences  by  merely  repeal- 
ing the  duty.    Far  from  it.     There  was  a 
great  difference  between  keeping  a  trade, 
and  getting  one  back  which  you  had  lost. 
When  you  possessed  a  trade  of  this  kind, 
the  advantages  were  all  of  your  side.  There 
was  an  established  connection,  and  your 
foreign    customers    were    accustomed   to 
look  to  you  for  the  supply  of  the  article, 
and  to  depend  on  you  in  their  dealings 
and  purchases.    But  when  once  you  lost 
a  trade,  and  afterwards  sought  to  recover 
it,  then  the  foreigner  had  all  the  advan- 
tage, and  you  had  all  possible  difficulties 
in  reacquiring  a  trade  which  had  once 
been    lost.      This  was    particularly    the 
case  with  regard  to  the  coal  trade,  which 
never  could  be  created,  or  carried  on,  with- 
out the  investment  of  a  lal*ge  capital.     It 
Was  well  known  that  large  sums  had  been 
recently  invested  in  opening  coal  fields  on 
the  continent,  and  this  tax  would  operate 
as  a  stimulus  to  this  Itanch  of  industry 
in  Belgium,  Westphalia,  and  the  South  of 


France.    The  direct  effect  must   be    to 
encourage  parties  in  these  countries  to  em- 
bark in  more  extensive  operations.  It  should 
be  remembered,  also,    that  when  capital 
was  invested  in  a  pursuit  of  this  kind,  that 
it  could  not  be  withdrawn  ;  and,  although 
the  coal  might  be  sold  at  prices  that  would 
not  pay  in  a  distant  market,  still  the  owner 
of  tne  mine  would  continue  to  work  it  at 
little  or  no  profit,     fn  some  cases  they 
would  be  glad  to  sell  at  any  prices  that 
they  could  obtain,  as  they  would  prefer 
working  their  mines  on  the  chance  of  better 
returns  at  some  future  period.     Was  not 
this  the  case  with  the  home  market  at  the 
present  time  ?     How  many  collieries  had 
been  opened  by  parties  who  deeply  re- 
gretted ever  having  expended  their  capital 
for  such  a  purpose.     The  result,  however, 
was,  that  they  were  obliged  to  make  the 
best  they  could  of  a  bad  bargain,  and  sell 
their  coal  for  what  they  could  get.     He 
believed,  that  almost  every  hon.  Gentleman 
connected  with  the  north  of  England  could 
mention  cases  of  this  kind  as  coming  within 
his  own  personal  knowledge.    By  adopting 
this  step,  then,  this  country  was  tempting 
the  foreigner  to  enter  into  further  compe- 
tition with  us,  and  which  he  could  not 
maintain  if  the  Government  at  once  made 
a  reduction  in  this  duty.    He  repeated, 
that  he  believed  that  this  duty  would, 
within  a  short  time,  pr<5duce  a  most  per- 
nicious effect  on  the  trade  of  this  country. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  received  a 
warning  on  the  subject  at  the  time  when 
he  proposed  the  tax.    The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman must  have  seen  the  consequences 
of  a  similar  error  on  the  part  of  the  Nea- 
politan government  with  respect  to  the 
sulphur  trade.     The  events  that  had  oc- 
curred in  the  proceedings  of  the  sulphur 
trade  in  Naples  must  surely  have  oeen 
pregnant  with  instruction  to  the  Govern- 
ment.   The  Neapolitan  government,  and 
nearly  all  the  world  besides,  believed  that 
that  kingdom  had  a  monopoly  of  the  sup- 
ply of  sulphur,  and  an  attempt  was  made 
to  tax  the  consumers  of  sulphur  in  this 
country,  by  imposing  a  heavy  tax  on  its 
exportation  from  Sicily.    But  what  had 
been  the  efiect  of  this?  the  ingenuity  of 
our  manufacturers  and  chemists  was  sti- 
mulated, and  it  never  rested  until  they 
succeeded  in  manufacturing  sulphur  in 
this  country ;  and  when  the  government 
of  Naples  found  out  this,  and  although  it 
instantly  retraced  its  steps,  still  the  sul- 
phur produced  in  this  country  now  suc- 
oessAiUy  competed  with  that  imported 
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to  impoae  a  duty  on  t      expart  tail  b 
foreign  cDuntrtea.     Id  m  leUET  iitai  §t 
nth  of  May,  the  writer  itaM,  ^Ji> 
distress  of  the  varUng 
increased,   in  c 

been  found  neo( ,  _ -_, 

an^  with  a  furthes  iMoeKan  in  prieb  Hk 
state  of  distress  bad  pradueed  Us  oriaW 
effect  and  nttrndsnt  namrlj"!  di^HM^ 
and  he  iras  asnired  that  ■Uaaifli  U 
been  made  bf  the  wrkneo  Is  o^paiM  • 
union,  vith  the  riew  of  nnaMa[g  ■ 
strike,  so  KB  to  extort  iivm  umIt  nrtH 
larger  wa^  tbaii  he  feanxl,  is  ^1 
possible  for  tliem  tu  give.  He  ms  rafia^l 
of  this  attempt  some  time  ugo,  u»d  W|M 
received  a  kttcr  dated  lh«  6th  of  Jm 
CDofirming  tliis,  and  citntuuiag  iaCi^H 
tion  which  wiis  not  uodeeifrviDK  of  HiB 
tioD.  Itia  currespondent  obMrvot  Lh4^ 
■<  Yni  are  aware  of  Hm  pattaMB  Wf*  mk 
the  workmen  have  hillMrio  hwwB  iii  haiWI 
thai  a  union  wh  In  the  oonraa  «r  liMMM 
B  great  portion  of  Ika  BMn  bad  aliwdf  |4ri 


I'rom  Naples.  This  was  a  eatisfactory 
proofoftlie  impolicy  and  inex]>ediencyof  im- 
poaing  atax  on  the  exportation  of  an  article 
lo  foreign  countries,  becauseyou  believeyou 
possets  peculiar  advantages  in  producing 
it.  There  was  a  natural  reluctance  in  all 
nations  against  being  taxed  in  this  way 
for  the  advantage  of  the  country  from 
whence  it  obtained  supplies.  There  was  a 
proof  of  this  afibrdcd  in  the  proceedings 
which  grew  out  of  the  conduct  of  the 
Neupolitan  eovcrnment  with  regnrd  to  the 
Bul|)Iiur  trade.  The  natural  effect  of  im- 
posing such  a  duty,  was  to  create  an  iu- 
dispositioD  in  foreign  countries  to  carry  on 
this  trade  with  us.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, when  he  proposed  this  tax,  laid 
great  stress  on  the  fact,  that  foreign  coun- 
tries laid  a  tax  on  the  import  of  our  cual 
into  their  territories  ;  hut  a  foreign  coun- 
try WHS  perfectly  justified  in  doing  this, 
and  although  they  were  likely  to  be  the 
sufferers  by  impositig  a  tax  on  raw  pro. 
duce,  the  case  was  very  different  from  ar 
export  duty ;  he  therefore  would  ask 
whether  it  was  not  most  inexpedient  to 
lav  A  tax  on  this  side  the  water  on  coal, 
wnicli  it  was  expected  the  people  of  the 
continent  would  consume?  He  had  al- 
luded tu  the  injurious  effect  of  this  tax  on 
the  export  trade  in  coal,  but  it  was  also 
most  injurioUB  to  the  working  population, 
and  to  the  general  trade  of  the  country. 
Now,  an  to  the  eSect  of  this  tax  on  the 
slate  of  the  population  of  the  country.  He 
found  it  Ktatcd  in  a  communication  which 
he  had  already  quoted  from  a  gentleman 
who  had  been  the  director  of  one  of  the  very 
largest  collieries  in  the  north  of  England, 
thAt  the  effect  of  the  Mling-off  of  the  ex- 
jMrt  trade  in  coal  had  been  tu  lead  to  the 
lowering  the  wages  of  labour  20  per  cent,, 
a  diminution  which  every  man  must  re- 
gret. He  was  informed  in  a  communica. 
tion  dated  the  30th  of  April,  that  there 
had  been  a  reduction  of  from  20  to  70pe] 
cent,  in  the  wages  of  the  men  employed  ii. 
working  coal  for  exportation.  Ilie  effect 
of  this  was  nut  confined  to  them,  bul 
affected  ail  the  persons  employed  in  thi 
trade,  in  the  same  way  as  he  had  jwioted 
out  with  regard  to  its  effects  on  the  ship- 
ping Interest.  By  incrcaxtng  the  compe- 
tition amongst  tliose  cmployeu  in  working 
for  the  home  trade,  you  increased  the  dif- 
flculties  which  were  already  entailed  in 
thin  trade.  It  was  notorious,  that  thi 
Ciml  trade  had  for  a  Ions  time  been  in  i 
state  of  depression,  and  this  impolitic 
tax  had  iucreucd  it,  which  was  Intended 


His  Gorrespondent  attrUnitsd  I 

of  things  entirely  to  the  i 
ploy  men  t,  and  which  had  bi 
creased  since  April  lait,  and 
lated  that  from  the  sbect  %tmm 
were  working,  that  they  w«b«  bo 
more  than  eight  or  nin«  days  u 
night,  and  at  the  present  Moai 
were  H.OOOor  15,000  lou  of  OM 
for  the  fordgn  market.  Ue  kad  f 
mentioned,  that  in  April  there  wa 
tons  waiting  for  exportatioo  i  bM 
ter  of  the  6th  of  June  a^tad 
quantity  of  coal  for  cxportatlMa  la  1 
had  increased  to  l.>,000  tons,  far  \ 
there  was  no  demand.  UrnW  1* 
cuniiiances,  although  the  ooalow 
every  desire  to  give  full  etnplaj 
to  keep  up  wages,  it  was  hb,' 
them  to  maintain  the  labourii^ 
the  state  which  they  anxiw 
Such  was  the  effect  that  had  I 
on  an  importnnt  pwtion  ot  a 

by  this  most  ill-judged  InfeaL 

the  cwl  trade.     It  woald  be  1 
right   hon.  the  Secretary  flor  t.. 
Departmentt  to   consider    this 
things.     He  believed  that  the  i' 

Gentleman  had  received  OM 

with  respect  to  the  state  wt  ^Mfq 
in  the  mining  i"  '  icta  of  w»  | 
England,  from  the  lord-  .  __. 
magistrates  of  Dui  and  he  ■ 

that  this  very  setio  It  tt  M 

•riMD  from  a  want  « 
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was  traceable  to  this  impolitic  tax.     He 
should  have  thought  |liat  the  Government 
had  already  difficulties  enough    to  deal 
with,  wbcD  he  looked  to  the  state  of  Ire- 
laud,  and  to  the  condition  of  the  manufac- 
turing districts  after  the  disturbances  of 
last  autumn,  vvithout  neeiilessly  adding  to 
them  by  stopping  the  trade  in  the  mining 
districts.     He  had  already  stated  that  the 
shipping  interest  had  suffered  considerably. 
He  had  evidence  to  show  that  freights  had 
been  lowered  to  a  ruinous  extent,  and  the 
result  had  been,  that  instead  of  the  tax 
falling  on  the  foreign  consumer,  it  fell  on 
the  British  coalowner  and  the  British  ship- 
owner, who  felt  it  the  more  by  the  great 
reduction  it  had  produced  in  the  trade. 
He  believed  also,  that  it  operated  in  ano- 
ther way,  namely,  that  where  we  kept  the 
trade,  the  loss  was  gi'eat.     In  tlie  petition 
that  he  had  presented  that  night  from  the 
borough  of  Sunderland,  it  was  stated,  most 
truly,  that  bf  means  of  the  export  of  ooal« 
many  of  our  manufactures  were  sent  to 
foreign  countries  which  otherwise  would 
not  N;  sent  there.     Formerly  cargoes  were 
made  up  for  several  foreign  ports,  com- 
posed both  of  coals  and  manufactures,  and 
that  the  cargo  could  not  be  made  up  if  the 
latter  only  was  freighted ;  but  bj  the  im- 
position of  this  tax,  the  export  of  coals  in 
conjunction  with  manufactures,  was  ren- 
dered impossible.     But  this  was  not  the 
onlv  effect  of  this  tax  on  the  shipowners 
and  manufacturers  of  this  country,  ibr 
ships  going  out  with  cargoes  of  coal  could 
import  on  cheaper  terms  than  other  vessels 
such  articles  as  timber  and  tallow,  and 
other  bulky  goods  which  were  consumed 
in  our  manufisurtures.     Now  the  interfer- 
ence with  the  trade  by  the  tax,  must  have 
a  very  serious  effect  on  the  employment  of 
our    shipping,  and   on   many  connected 
branches  of  manufacture.    Such  were  the 
consequences  of  this  duty  which  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  had  recommended  td  the  ap- 
probation of  Parliament,  because^  as  he 
alleged,  it  was  diflerent  from  all  other 
taxes,  as  it  was  a  duty  favourable  to  Bri- 
tish industry.     He  could  not  conceive  a 
more  objectionable  principle  for  a  Minister 
to  lay  down,  and  especially  with  respect  to 
a  tax  which  he  had  shown  had  proved 
most  unfavourable  in  its  effects  to  the 
mining  interest,  to  the   shipping  inter- 
est, and  to  the  manufacturing    interest. 
He  ought  previously  to  have  observed, 
that  he    had   been  infbmied,  that  pre- 
vious to  the  imposition  •f  this  duty^  it  was 
customary  for  m  Great  Wtatan  waii  Ihe 


other  transatlantic  steam  ships  to  take  out 
coal  for  their  return  voyages  i  but  since 
the  tax    had    been  imposed,   the  Great 
Western  and  other  large  steamers  made 
the  voyage  home  with  American  coal.   He 
thought  there  could  not  be  a  more  striking 
fact  as  to  the  injuritms  effect  of  this  tax. 
He  Was  astonisbedy  also,  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  who  generally  was  so  well 
informed  as  to  the  effects  that  might  fol- 
low from  an  injudicious  observation,  should 
have  urged  the  adoption  of  this  tax  on 
coal,  on  actount  that  the  effects  of  its  im. 
position  would  be  to  injure  the  manufac- 
tures of  foreign  countries.     It  was  a  most 
ill-judged  add  injurious  principle  to  lay 
down,  for  it  was  holding  out  an  induce- 
ment to  foreign  nations  to  retort  upon  us 
by  imposing  a  tax  on  raw  produce.    Ame- 
rica might  be  induced  to  apply  this  prin- 
ciple with  respect  to  the  importation  of 
cotton  to  this  country,  and  China  and 
Italy  with  respect  to  raw  silk.     But  low 
abd  miserable  as  this  doctrine  was^  it  did 
not  apply  in  this  case ;  for  he  was  assured, 
on  the  very  best  authority,  that  the  coal 
exported  from  this  country  was  not  used 
to  any  considerable  extent  by  foreign  ma- 
Dufactureftv.     Every  bddjr  knew  that  ma- 
nufiu;tures»  Wheb  carried  on  on  an  extensive 
scale,  wer^  large  consumers  of  fuelj  and 
they  always  concentrated  at  those  spots 
wher^  fuel  was  most  accessible.    Was  not 
this  the  case  in  this  country,  where  the 
manufacturers  carried  on  their  processes 
in  the  north,  rather  than  the  south  ?  Were 
they  not  carried  on  in  the  iKHrth  because 
the  manufacturers  could  in  those  districts 
more  conveniently  and  teadily  obtain   a 
supply  of  coals?    But  the  manufiurtures 
which  were  carried  on  on  the  oontident 
were  not  supplied  with  our  coals.    All  the 
manufactures    that   existed  bo    a   large 
scale  on  the  continent  were  carried  on 
contiguous  to  great  fields  of  ceri.    Th^ 
manufiu:tufers  w  Saxony,  Belgium^  and 
Lyobs,  were  supplied  with  ooils  obtained 
nearly  on  the   spot,    and  they  derived 
no  aavantaffe  limn  our   expotted  codA. 
The  roanumctures  of  Switaelrland  Were 
carried  on  by  the  great  water  pUwer  which 
that  country  possosfccd ;  and  ne  believed, 
that  dn  inquiry  it  Would  be  (bund  thai  no 
fbreign  manufacture  which  competed  lit 
all  With  the  prodlKX  of  this  country,  was 
in  anjr  i^j  aided  in  Its  production  by  <»al 
from  this  country*    The  only  thing  which 
we  had  to  iear  in  a  third  tnarket  was  the 
ritalry  that  aroae  frotai  the  (Aompetitioii  to 
idl  •!  dM kWest  prms.    XhecdriWkkk 
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was  exported  from  this  country  to  the 
conlineDt  was  uaed  for  ateam  Davigation, 
making  gas,  for  sugar  refioiog,  aad  for 
bousehoM  purposes.  He  believed,  that 
after  the  strictest  search  the  right  hon. 
Geotleman  could  Dot  fiud  an  iastance  of  a 
foreign  maDU&cturc  which  was  a  riral  to 
the  produce  of  this  country  in  which  the 

firocess  was  carried  on  by  means  of  Eog- 
ish  coal.  On  this  ground,  therefore,  the 
argament  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
completely  failed.  In  whatever  light  he 
regarded  the  tux,  he  fbnud  that  it  was 
productive  of  unmixed  injury  to  Dritish 
industry.  It  was  a  tax  more  directly  li- 
miting the  employment  of  labour  and  the 
iuvcstmcnt  of  capital  than  any  tax  imposed 
by  the  Government  in  modern  times.  He 
came  next  to  consider  the  object  for  which 
this  tax  was  imposed,  sod  that  object  was 
to  increase  the  revenue.  It  appciured  from 
the  papers  on  the  Table,  that  the  tax  pro- 
duced about  100,000^  a  year.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  calculated  that  it  would 
produce  140,000/. ;  not  in  the  whole  year, 
he  believed,  but  in  the  remsiDing  portion 
of  the  financial  3'car,  after  the  tax  was 
imposed.  If  this  was  the  case  the  error 
into  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
fallen  was  very  greaL  [Sir  R.  Peel  made 
an  observation,  which  was  not  heard.]  He 
was  to  understand,  then,  that  this  was  not 
so,  but  that  the  estimate  of  140,000/.  was 
for  the  whole  year.  Now,  although  the 
miscalculation  as  to  the  amount  of  the 
produce  of  the  tax  was  not  so  great  as  it 
was  with  respect  to  the  Irish  spirit  duty, 
still  it  was  very  large.  The  tax,  tnntead 
of  yielding  140,000/.  a  year,  yielded  only 
100,000/.  which  was  ths  gross  produce, 
and  by  no  means  a  clear  addition  to  the 
revenue  of  that  amount.  The  old  duty 
on  coal  produced  12,000/.  a  year,  so  that 
the  only  gain,  therefore,  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  obtained  by  his  tax  was 
88,000/.,  and  this  miserable  sum  was  sub- 
ject to  reduction,  in  consequence  of  the 
increased  expense  of  collection.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman.tlic  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade,  had  informed  him  that  he  could 
not  exactly  tell  what  this  amounted  to, 
but  the  expense  of  having  a  person  sta- 
tioned to  see  every  ship  laden  that  was 
about  to  export  coal  must  be  very  great, 
as  it  was  an  article  which  was  very  bulky ; 
and  some  time  must  be  taken  up  in  lading 
a  vessel.  But  after  thii  deduction  from 
the  88,000/.,  the  right  hon.  Ilaronet  did 
not  obtain  all  as  ckar  gain,  for  this  tax 
bad  haA  a  moat  aerioua  e^ct  wbkh  be 
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could  not  estimate,  in  duMUs^g  Ai 
indirect  rarenue.  It  was  BOtntMW  ^tt 
the  right  hon.  Gentl«oiiui*a  Waigil  rffcj 

year  had  proved  mete  tmlbrtnaati  ii  4i 
accuracy  of  itapredictuma  tkaa  wmfUiift 
which  the  oldest  Member  «f  ttm  Hmi 
could  recollect,  and  tfaii  had  cUdfy  bh 
from  the  ftlling-off  in  tlie  mvMMdHMd 
from  the  duties  on  articles  of  oonanm^iifc 
At  the  commencement  of  tl>«  Smvw  far 
Majesty,  in  the  Speedi  frum  ilic  Throi^ 
fasd  been  recommended  to  say  :  — 

"Her  Majesty  regrets  ihe  dimiaufaed  |»- 
ceipt  from  some  of  the  otdinai;  ioan»  rf 
reTeuue.  Her  Majesty  fears  (bat  ii  nagaW 
in  part  attributed  to  the  Rdwced  -~— -|-^ 
of  many  articles  caiuad  I7  that  depi^HMrf 
the  manufacturing  indnstij  of  the  esHlf 
which  hai  so  long  prevailed,  and  wUck  Is 
Majeaty  has  so  deeply  laneoled." 

Now,  if  the  House  would  n&ect  on  tUl 
language  of  her  Majesty,  and  look  t«  di 
state  of  the  coal  trade,  aad  to  tLe  stated 
the  shipping  trade,  and  consider  tliat  tk 
wagesof  the  men  engaged  in  this  hamk 
of  industry  had  been  mat«mlly  nduoii 
and  also  that  the  incotiics  of  their  Ofr 
ployers  had  been  reduced,  the  House  ee4l 
not  doubt  that  this  new  txx  had  U.s 
considerable  share  in  ledudns  the  pi^ 
ceeds  of  the  indirect  tai^lJoo  of  tlw  oi^ 
try.  But  they  must  not  slop  here :  ior  k 
was  well  known,  that  ulien  djstivas  arf 
want  of  employment  existed  »s  1 


one  branch  of  industry,  that  the  cmbIk 
ment  of  persons  engaged  in  other  pmm 
was  dimmished.     He  hail  •boon,  ia  tb 


early  part  of  the  Session,  the  eflect  dMt 
the  diminution  of  the  ami  trade  at  Sa» 
derland  had  upon  persons  L-ncagvd  in  otte 
pursuits  there  ;  and  it  »uitM  appear  &sm 
all  that  he  had  seen,  tltat  directly  at  tsfi- 
rectly,  a  blow  given  tu  oac  brsDd  rf 
trade  was  felt  through  tbu  intcrnitfl  t^  tb 
community,  and  it  must  nnHt  —tin^ 
affect  the  revenue  deritMl  fmiu  indifm; 
taxation.  He  wascoDnuucd.  that  if  tfay 
made  an  allowance  for  tl-ii'  ataotiut  of  iW 
defalcations  that  had  bct-ii  rauM.-*!  by  t 
tax  in  other  branches  of  taxation.  ' 


ang  at  all  to  the  rerttiui.-. 
was  convinced  that  the  IrL-anirr  hMl^ 
rather  a  loser  than  a  gsiMi^r  by  a'  lax  m^k 
had  been  thus  injurious  to  uur  Irailc  is  m 
many  wa}-s.  If,  therefore,  it  waa  u  k 
regarded  as  a  question  I'f  rcwnuir,  t^V 
could  be  no  hesilation  ss  tu  tb«  prupMif 
of  removing  the  tax.  Be  would  put  it  k 
the  ri  Gen  ,  bam  umUh 
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reooncile  the  oootiouance  of  this  tax  with 
the  grounds  which  he  urged  for  the  adop- 
tion of  another  part  of  his  Budget  last 
year?  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  pro- 
posed to  take  off  the  entire  duties  on  the 
export  of  our  manufactures,  and  in  so 
doing,  he  expressed  himself  in  the  follow- 
ing  language  :^ 

"  There  are  at  present  duties  levied  on  the 
export  of  certain  British  raanufactures — a  doc- 
trine which  I  think  contrary  to  every  sound 
principle  of  legislation." 

Now  he  (Viscount  Howick)  would  ask, 
what  the  right  hon.  Baronet  meant  by  a 
sound  principle  of  legislation  ?  Was  it 
other  than  this,  that  those  export  duties 
were  taxes  levied  on  the  produce  of  Brit- 
ish industry  ?  Were  not  coals,  he  would 
asky  as  much  the  produce  of  British  indus- 
try as  any  article  of  British  manufacture  ? 
Were  they  not  as  much  so  as  cotton  twist 
or  linen  yam  ?  Were  coals  not  like  these 
articles/ useful  in  foreign  manufactures? 
Was  not  a  tax  on  coals  a  tax  contrary  to 
the  principle  maintained  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  namely,  that  it  was  inexpe- 
dient and  injurious  to  British  trade  to  lay 
export  i^duties  on  the  produce  of  British 
industry?  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
also  said :— - 

'<  These  duties  I  find  amount  to  103,000/. 
a-year.'* 

Now,  it  was  singukr  enough  that  thb 
was  about  the  gross  sum  which  was  rea- 
lised by  the  export  duty  on  coals  :— 

"I  propose,*'  (the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
went  on)  *'  to  remit  altogether  the  export  du- 
ties on  British  manufactures,  and  thus  there 
will  be  incurred  a  loss  to  the  revenue  of 
103,000/.  a-year." 

He  would  ask  the  House  to  contrast 
these  two  duties.  The  one  was  on  the 
export  of  British  manufactures,  of  merely 
nominal  amount,  complained  of  by  nobody 
-—a  tax  which  in  its  operation,  was  unfelt, 
and  of  which  nobody,  even  at  a  period 
when  trade  was  most  distressed,  ever 
thought  of  saying  caused  that  distress; 
yet  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  repealed 
that  tax,  because  it  was  contrary  to  the 
principles  he  had  laid  down,  that  the  ex- 
ports of  British  industry  should  not  be 
taxed.  But  when  tlie  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man repealed  that  tax,  he  imposed  another 
tax ;  and  he  impused  it  on  the  exporta- 
tions  of  British  industry,  of  which  the 
effects  had  been  plainly  predicted  would 
be  most  injurious,  and  which  experience 
had  shown  to  be  most  iojuriout»  wbich  was 


attended  with  much  danger  of  losing  a 
valuable  trade  altogether.  And  the  tax 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  im- 
posed on  British  trade  was  not  a  nominal 
tax  complained  of  b^  nobody,  but  a  real, 
substantial,  onerous  impost,  of  which  many 
complained.  Was  there  any  consistency 
in  the  two  measures?  Was  there  any 
good  reason  assigned  why  they  should 
adopt  the  one  in  order  to  supply  the  exi- 
gencies of  the  revenue,  which  would  not 
equally  apply  to  that  change  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  recommended  to 
the  committee?  Were  not  these  two 
measures  rather  examples  of  that  disposi- 
tion which  his  noble  Friend,  the  Member 
for  the  city  of  London  had  adverted  to  a 
few  nights  ago,  truly  remarking  that  it 
was  a  most  extraordinary  disposition  in  a 
Government  professing  Conservative  prin- 
ciples— a  disposition  not  to  make  judicious 
and  well-weighed  improvements,  but  to 
make  changes  for  the  sake  of  change, 
rashly  meddling,  and  most  unnecessarily 
meddling  with  every  branch  of  trade,  un- 
settling everything,  and  settling  nothing 
— <;hange8  which  were  injurious  to  every 
branch  of  trade — which,  as  the  House  had 
seen,  had  practically  issued  in  the  utter 
disappointment  of  all  the  hopes  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  expressed  when 
he  had  proposed  those  measures  to  the 
House.  This  was  the  case  which  be  had 
bad  to  brin^  before  the  House,  and  he 
trusted  that  if  her  Majesty's  Government 
persevered  in  maintaining  this  tax,  it  would 
not  find  a  disposition  in  that  majmity 
which  had  enabled  the  Government  to 
carry  its  determinations  into  effect  in  other 
instances,  to  support  it  in  maintaining  this 
tax,  which  was  alike  inconsistent  with 
principle  and  plainly  injurious  to  the  best 
and  most  important  interests  of  the  coun- 
try. The  noble  Lord  concluded  by  mov* 
ing  as  an  amendment,  that  the  House  do 
resolve  itself  into  a  committee  of  the  whole 
House,  to  consider  so  much  of  the  act  5 
and  6  Vic,  cap.  47,  as  relates  to  the  ex- 
portation of  coals. 

Mr.  Gladstone  said,  at  that  late  hour  he 
should  not  occupy  the  time  of  the  House 
by  any  endeavour  to  defend  the  Govern- 
ment against  the  invective  aimed  at  their 
general  policy  with  which  the  noble  Lord 
had  wound  up  his  speech.  The  noble  Lord 
had,  perhaps,  thought  of  the  wearisome- 
ness  of  his  subject,  and  had  attenpted  to 
give  it  some  relish  for  the  palate  of  those 
around  him,  by  introducing  a  aoestioo  not 
at  all  relerant  to  that  which  he  was  die- 
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eussin^.  Whether  the  effert  h&d  been  liered  the  tax  had 
succeisfiil  or  not  he  would  leave  the  noble 
Lord's  su|^rten  to  judge.  There  were 
a  great  many  general  topics  introduced 
into  the  speech  of  the  noble  Lord,  orer 
which  he  should  take  leave  to  pata  alto- 
gether, and  vhtcb,  he  must  say,  appeared 
to  him  to  have  but  a  verf  remote  con- 
nexion vith  the  question  before  them. 
They  did  not  want  to  be  inslmcted  in  anch 
propositions  as  these, — that  if  they  nar- 
rowed and  restricted  one  branch  of  trade, 
their  doing  so  had  an  effect  on  other  trades 
connected  with  them ;  that  if  they  im- 
posed one  tax,  it  had  a  tendency  to  render 
other  taxes  less  productive  ;  that  if  they 
lost  a  trade,  it  was  more  difficult  to  re- 
cover it  than  to  gain  it  originally.  He 
must  take  leave  to  tell  the  noble  Lord, 
that  these  general  dicia  required  no  elabo- 
rate demonstration — no  soferaQ  announce- 
ment  to  that  House,  as  if  they  were 
disputed  propositions ;  they  were  matters 
which  the  noble  Lord  mieht  take  for 
granted,  and  vriiich  he  would  not  tronble 
himself  to  discus*.  He  should  consider 
the  facts  of  the  case,  as  they  aSected  the 
revenue.  To  that  issue  alone  he  should 
direct  the  attention  of  the  House.  The 
noble  Lord  hsd  spoken  of  the  diKrent 
ai^RientB  which  had  been  used  to  support 
the  determination  of  the  Government  by 


n  of  the  tat  J  but  he  should  neitnt 
refer  to  those  argumMits,  nor  rely  on 
them.  Some  of  those  who  opposed  the 
measure  said  it  was  injurious,  because 
foreign  nations  regarded  it  as  a  matter  of 
feeling,  and  would  not  purchase  commo- 
dities on  which  we  laid  a  tax  for  the  pur- 
Cose  of  collecting  a  revenue.  He  could 
ardly  believe  that ;  and  if  it  were  so,  it 
was  very  strange  in  those  foreign  nations, 
fnr  they  were  accustomed  to  levy  taxes  on 
articles  exported  tu  this  countty,  for  the 
purpose  of  raiainif  a  revenue  on  them.  He 
could  not  believe  in  such  a  statement, 
I>e<-au*e  they  knew  that  the  tax  had  been 
levied  for  the  exigencies  of  the  Govern- 
ment, and  nut  for  the  purpose  of  levying 
H  tax  on  them.  Nor  had  he  heard  nf  a  single 
inaiance  of  any  Giirernment  taking  um- 
brage lit  a  tax  wbicli  ihey  knew  was 
intended  exclusively  to  supply  the  defi- 
ciences  of  our  uivu  revenue.  He  would 
not  argue  the  question  with  re  >ce  to 
the  eihaUHiion    of   (he    dointr'  », 

which  was  no  part  nf  the 
would  he  argue  it  on  the  p 
the  nob)e  Lord  had  based  it 


to  the  assent  of  the  i    d-toadb     1W 

Government  wtuM  In  plaead  h  m  mf 
perilous  positioB  wen  it  to  iiaBliU  Mk 
impoottioD  «f  taxes,  or  ts  fcmd  ila  aiffM 
of  a  tax  on  the  anantof  tbvw  «Ih  «M 
to  be  subjected  to  it.  He  was  imniihil 
that  the  noble  Lord  sbeuld  have  pu  Aa 
case  as  he  did  with  evidaat  ttiunph  ^phM 
the  Government  on  the  ground  tMt  C«Mfc 
men  of  the  Conservative  party  at  Brnttm 
land  and  in  that  House  eoncttmd  vitt  tfel 
noble  Lord  in  zeprofaattu  llwtax.  Tbaaat 
arguDient  might  he  appliad  tootberthMb 
on  which  some  GeBUiiBaB  agreed  with  ttl 
noble  Lord.  Without  qoe&tioatiig  th«  i*. 
raeity  of  the  gentlemea  eoacemed  ia  tht 
coal-trade,  ana  who  had  Oppoaed  t^  tn, 
be  could  not  aaacBt  la  the  arpuaeati 
which  they  had  bmapht  fcrvnitl.  Bs 
was  not  disposed  to  babevft  tbat  the  M«» 
bers  of  that  Uooae  ware  prepared  to  a^ 
alt  the  u^nwoU  of  tmwo  wbo  wwo  i» 
terested  in  tin  trade,  and  who  avemi  lltf 
the  decay  of  their  trada  wm  eausal  Is 
taxation.  The  same  kwd  of  innawaii 
were  used  by  the  Memhetb  uf  every  oito 
trade,  who  raadily  attribatcd  to  lAntisa 
the  impofariihment  o(  tba  mAc  ikcr  W> 
lowed.  The  noble  Losd  in  his  spaec*  M 
not  alluded  at  great  length  to  whtf  «• 
really  the  most  important  part  tf  Hi 
question,  because  it  vaa  rnniw-OaJ  «lft 
several  otho-  subjects^  naneiy,  tlie  Mla> 
ence  on  the  Anaaces  and  revenne  of  Ha 
country  which  would  mult  fmm  tta 
renad  of  the  coal-tax  Hsplf.  Ha  worfl 
call  on  the  House  to  coaaider  wkettell 
were  advisable  in  the  preatrtt  stale  of  ^ 
finances  to  go  into  the  tjuention  of  a  na^ 
nf  duties,  or  whether  tbr  stair  of  mt 
finances  were  now  such  •■  tu  jintifr  ikc 
House  in  opening  up  the  wli'>l«  qimtiM  tf 
our  import  and  export  dni.>...  WbMite 
right  hon.  Friend  the ChaocrlL^-iif  tiw  Ec 
chequer  Itrought  the  state  of  tha  fieiaiM 
before  the  House,  he  believed  thai  te 
House  thougfit  his  right  fann.  FriciU  ^ 
erased  a  proper  cautioa  in  a) 
pmpoeing  any  lemimoo  of  t 
pment  conoitiou  of  the  r. 
right  hon.  Friend  showed  e  e 
some  surplus  in  the  osdiaar^ 
the  revenue,  but  he  had  alH 
other  pecuniary  ohlijiatiaaa  i 
arise.--  *  —w  peya  ,  d  _^ 
mreif  wbicn      ad*  4| 

in  hir  ad'a  •ijjni 


1373 


ExporiDuHes 


{JUVB IS) 


(mCoaii* 


1374 


thought,  in  making  out  a  strong  case 
against  the  Government  for  the  remission 
of  the  coal  tax;  but  there  were  other 
cases  stronger  than  the  coal  trade  in  which 
the  same  demands  were  made  for  relief- 
demands  which,  if  the  House  should  assent 
to  the  noble  Lord*s  motion,  hon.  Gentle- 
men would  soon  make,  and  the  House 
would  find  it  impossible  to  deny.  If  the 
House  should  consent  to  repeal  the  coal 
duty,  they  could  not  abstain  from  repeal- 
ing other  duties ;  and  he  trusted  therefore 
that  the  House  would  reject  the  motion  of 
the  noble  Lord.  The  same  arguments  now 
urged  by  the  noble  Lord  were  the  same 
which  he  urged  last  year,  and  which  then 
made  no  impressiou  on  the  House.  The 
House  last  year  had  adopted  the  coal-tax 
by  a  large  majority,  which  implied  the 
adherence  to  the  proposition  of  Gentlemen 
on  all  sides  of  the  House.  The  question 
then  was,  had  any  circumstances  since 
transpired  and  so  altered  the  aspect  and 
character  of  the  duty,  that  the  House 
should  now  resolve,  after  a  short  period  of 
only  nine  months,  to  repeal  that  duty, 
which  was  last  year  imposed  by  such  a 
large  majority.  If  the  noble  Lord  had 
proved  his  case — if  all  the  noble  Lord's 
allegations  had  been  made  good— he  should 
have  grave  doubts  of  the  propriety  of  again 
opening  the  question  of  repealing  duties 
which  could  not  be  undertaken  without 
exciting  the  demands  of  other  interests-* 
interests  larger,  far  more  important  than 
those  which  the  public  had  advocated  for 
the  repeal  of  several  duties.  But  the 
allegations  of  the  noble  Lord  had  not  been 
proved.  Could  the  noble  Lord  sav  that 
the  experience  of  nine  months  was  all  that 
was  required— -was  it  sufficient  to  enable 
the  House  to  conclude  that  it  formed  a 
correct  judgment  when  it  proposed  to  re« 
verse  the  decision  to  which  the  House  came 
last  year  after  long  debates?  He  said 
that  nine  months  were  not  sufficient,  and 
that  it  would  be  highly  derogatory  to  the 
character  of  the  House,  after  so  brief  an 
experience,  to  change  its  course  on  a  great 
public  question,  to  which  it  had  given  so 
much  attention  only  a  few  months  before. 
He  was  surprised  that  the  noble  Lord 
should  not  look  to  any  other  cause  for  the 
decay  of  tlie  coal  trade  than  the  duty  on 
the  export  of  coals.  The  state  of  the 
trade  was,  he  admitted,  not  flourishing; 
but  had  the  coal  duty  caused  the  whole  of 
the  decay  ?  The  gentlemen  engaged  in  it 
were,  no  doubt,  unanimous  in  saying  so,  but 
that  unanimity  was  similar  to  that  which 


might  be  found  amongst  aU  gentlemen  con« 
cerned  in  every  other  trade.  They  felt  the 
depression  of  the  trade— they  knew,  per- 
haps, nothing  of  an  excess  of  production- 
nothing  of  the  falling-off  in  the  demand  at 
home— nothing  of  the  opening  of  new 
mines  abroad — a  knowledge  of  these  things 
might  be  beyond  their  means,  but  they  all 
knew  of  the  money  that  was  paid  into  the 
Treasury  on  the  export  of  coal,  and  they 
sought  relief  by  demanding  the  repeal  of 
that  tax.  He  did  not  deny  that  remitting 
the  tax  would  give  relief — he  did  not  deny 
that  it  might  improve  trade — but  he  did 
deny  that  the  imposition  of  the  tax  had 
caused  all  the  distress  which  prevailed. 
The  noble  Lord  asked,  what  was  the  object 
of  the  duty  ?  He  would  say  that  it  was 
not  intended  to  operate  against  foreign 
countries.  The  proposition,  as  he  under* 
stood  it,  was  this,  that  it  was  thought  that 
a  duty  of  U.  a  ton  on  small  coals,  and  2#. 
a  ton  on  large  coals,  would  yield  a  consi- 
derable sum  to  the  revenue,  and  on  that 
ground  the  proposition  received  the  assent 
of  Parliament.  The  object  of  the  tax, 
then,  was  revenue>  and  he  could  not  admit 
that  the  tax  had  not  succeeded  to  the 
extent  stated  by  the  noble  Lord.  The 
revenue  derived  irora  the  tax  had  been 
understated  by  the  noble  Lord.  I'he  noble 
Lovd  thought,  no  doubt,  that  he  was  act- 
ing foirly  when  be  took  three  quarters  of 
the  year  as  a  criterion^  adding  two  quarters 
of  last  year  to  one  quarter  of  this.  He 
must  say*  however,  that  it  was  not  a  foir 
test.  The  noble  Lord  took  the  returns  for 
three-fourths  of  the  year,  and,  adding 
another  fourth,  he  said  that  the  reveouo 
for  that  fourth  would  be  in  the  same  pro- 
portion as  the  other  three-fourths ;  but 
this  he  should  show  was  not  the  ease.  It 
was  not  a  fair  test  ct  the  coal  trade  to  take 
as  the  produce  of  four  quarters  the  duty  le- 
vied on  three^  and  assume  that  the  pvoduoe 
of  the  other  quarter  must  be  proportionate* 
The  great  export  of  coals  tooK  place  in 
the  two  summer  quarters,  and  in  the  two 
winter  quarters,  aa  the  noble  Lord  knew, 
there  were  not  near  so  many  coala  exported 
as  in  the  two  summer  quarters.  If  then 
they  took  the  produce  of  the  duty  in  three 
quarters,  and  two  of  these  were  wintm 
quarters,  and  added  a  third  part  of  that 
sum  to  make  up  the  produce  of  the  year, 
they  could  not  get  the  whole  duty.  The 
two  winter  quarters^  in  fact,  would  only 
give  two-fiftl^,  or  rather  one- third,  instead 
of  one-half  of  the  whole.  It  appeared  by 
Ibo  Mtttrn^  that  the  tax  bad  yidded  froai 
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112,0001.  to  114,000/.,  whkh  wu  not  so 
for  short,  as  the  noble  Lord  stated,  of 
140,0001.  CertaiDly,  in  a  rerenue,  such 
as  oun,  of  48,000,0001.  and  50,000,000/., 
that  mi^t  appear  a  amall  sum  ;  but  in  the 
particular  coDdition  of  this  country,  and 

1'udeiog  from  experience  of  what  were 
ikely  to  be  the  demands  of  other  parties 
for  the  repeal  of  taxes,  even  that  sum 
could  not  be  spared.  About  112,000/.  or 
114,000/.,  then,  was  the  produce  of  the 
tax,  and  he  said  that  he  did  not  know  any 
taxation  that  was  levied  at  a  cheaper  rate. 
No  additional  establish  men  ts  were  neces- 
sary, and  though  it  was  impossihle  to  tell 
the  exact  expense  of  collecting  the  tax ; 
for  the  returns,  as  his  right  hon.  Friend, 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  had 
stated,  showed  only  the  gross,  and  not  the 
net  expense  of  collectioo.  He  admitted 
the  trade  had  been  stationary,  or,  rather, 
that  it  had  latterly  not  increased  as  ra- 
pidly as  formerly.  The  tradewas  of  great 
magnitude,  and  because,  after  the  tax  had 
been  laid  on,  it  did  not  go  on  increasing, 
it  was  immediately  concluded,  that  the 
imposition  of  the  tax  was  the  cause  of  why 
the  trade  did  not  increase.  There  was 
another  circumstance  to  be  considered  be. 
aides  the  magnitude  and  the  increase  of 
the  trade.  The  noble  Lord  had  aaid,  that 
the  trade  was  not  so  great  in  the  first 
quarter  of  1843  as  in  uie  first  quarter  of 
1842,  and,  therefore,  be  had  inferred,  that 
the  trade  had  decreased  one-third.  But 
the  noble  Lord  should  recollect,  that  if  thi 
export  trade  was  less  in  the  first  quarter 
of  1843  than  in  the  first  quarter  of^l842, 
some  other  cause  might  be  pointed  out' 
the  decrease  than  the  tax.  The  noble 
Lord  had  orerlooked  the  effect  of  his  right 
hon.  Friend's  measures.  It  was  on 
11th  of  March,  that  his  right  hon.  Friend 
announced  his  intention  of  levying  a  duty 
OD  the  export  of  coals,  and  the  quartei 
not  ending  before  April  5th,  the  conse' 
quence  of  his  announcement  was,  that  i 
great  export  of  coal  took  place.  But  the 
duty  did  not  come  into  operation  till  the 
9th  of  July,  and  all  the  parties  engagf 
the  trade  exerted  themselves  to  tlie  ut- 
most to  export  coals  before  that  period. 
There  could  not  be  a  doubt,  that  the  an- 
nuuiicciiieiit  of  his  right  hon.  Friend  gave 
a  threat  stimulus  to  the  export  trade  of 
co-ils.  It  should  aliio  be  remembered,  that 
at  first  the  duty  with  which  the  trade  was 
ihrcatciwl  wasaii  export  duty  of  4j.  per 
ton  on  all  coals,  while  the  duty  finiiUy 
levied  was  a  duty  of  '2i.  on  large  «>alB,  and 
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did    not  give    an   i  i  te    new  wt  lb 

transactions,  hot  they  cflofimwd  wiMt  it 
stated.  It  appeued,  thea,  tluU.  tbe  di^ 
clared  value  of  the  ooftls  exported  tA  die  Stt 
April,  1842,  fron  the  U-giDningof  itaak. 
1842,  was  mon  than  double  the  la^ 
quantity.  He  would  tell  the  noble  La4 
what  he  (Mr.  Gladatooc)  thou^t  ■  fm 
criterion,  and  that  was  the  first  mv- 
ter  of  the  yev  1841,  a  period  at  wUd 
no  duty  had  been  announced,  and  i' 
the  trade  was  in  a  rc^lar  course  a 
ditioQ.  That  cuoditioQ  was  an  tin 
one,  but  the  tmproveinent  was  steadrfl 
gradual,  whereas  the  increase  of  tJho  tnl 
in  1842  was  altogetliet  uooalural,  ^ 
solely  brought  about  hy  the  stimulus  «ftk 
prospective  duty.  He  would  take  the  int 
quarter  of  1841,  asa&ir  ttandard  ate^ 
parison  ;  and  he  found,  th;it  the  export*! 
coal  to  foreign  countries  in  that  qoato 
was  only  236,000  tms,  whereas  the  » 
port  in  the  fini  qnarlcr  uf  1843  ■■ 
259,25S  tons,  exhibitiiig  an  iocnwe  rf 
23,000  tons,  or  about  10  per  coat.  TlH»- 
fore,  the  duty,  as  &r  as  it  could  liejndtari 
of  hy  experience,  very  linaitnl  in  amu  J 
time,  was  compatible  with  the  muniea^B 
of  that  export  trade  at  ihe  magnitvlt  it 
had  attained,  even  when  there  wm  » 
prospect  of  an  incieft^  dutr.  Fna  a 
return  of  the  first  five  months  of  the  mm- 
sent  year,  in  whidi  itturn,  howevefi  ik 
exports  to  British  potsessious  and  fa(M 
countries  were  not  distinguished,  the  a^^ 
tity  of  coals  exparterl  from  the  t^M 
Kingdom  was  715,000  tnns.  wlierrM,  ifa 
exports  in  the  corrapoticliiig  fire  moathsfc 
the  year  1841  amounlrd  to  ~u;.(K)0  1^ 
Some  hon.  Gentlemen  might  think,  ifal 
including    the    exportji    to    the     BnCiA 

r!saions  vitiated  tlie  rvtum  ;  te 
believed,  that  in  that  Urput^ 
of  exports  there  bad  been  a  iIoo^k 
But  even  that  decneaw  c^nuld  not  ^dfe 
the  House  to  judfte  fairly  of  tbe  nrt.  It 
should  be  remembered,  (hat  the  sttarfB 
and  excitement  of  tho  trade  of  1m«  ■■ 
had.  been  neceKsarily  fiiilowrd  by  the  a» 
responding  reaction  lud  longuur  nf  Hk 
year.  Those  immensL'  quantities  of  od 
which  were  sent  abr&id  during  tlw  la 
months  the  tsrifF  wa^  under  diaoMB 
had,  of  course,  supplieil  lurl  of  the  d^^ri 
which  would  have  brvn  leritdksllr  fc- 
nishcd  in  the  regular  and  legitimate  «K 
This  he  would  prove  fay  a  uUer,  ''aiej"^ 
Sth  of  Juno,  from  the  '"^  lul  at  ftrevt.irf 
received  that  day.    1         opMl  atoHi^ 
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^'  Early  in  1842,  the  contractors  holding 
large  contracts  with  the  French  Government 
applied  to  the  Government  to  authorise  the 
immediate  completion  of  their  contracts  for 
1842  and  1843,  so  that  they  might  evade  the 
new  duty  in  England.*' 

This  was  granted,  and  accounted  for  the 
diflference  in  the  number  of  ships  employed 
in  1S42  and  1843.  Those  contractors  ex- 
ported and  introduced  into  France  a  large 
quantity  of  coals,  which  but  for  the  pros- 
pect of  the  duty  would  have  appeared  as 
the  exports  partly  of  the  present  portion  of 
the  year  and  of  the  ensuing  half  of  it. 
But  that  was  not  all ;  the  merchants  laid 
in  two  years'  stock.  He  did  not  contend, 
that  the  noble  Lord's  predictions  had  been 
falsified,  but  that  this  was  not  the  time 
for  the  House  to  do  anything,  experience 
bein^  against  the  proposition  of  the  noble 
Lord.     The  consul  continued : — 

'<  It  therefore  may  be  asserted  with  cer- 
tainty, that  the  imports  of  British  coals  into 
France  have  not  diminished  in  consequence 
of  the  new  duty  in  England ;  and  that  those 
imports  will  gradually  increase  as  the  stock 
in  hand  is  expended.  It  is  likely  that  the  im- 
portations will  be  greater  next  year  than  during 
any  preceding  year*" 

As  far  as  he  was  aw  are,  that  report  had  been 
made  without  any  leading  question  having 
been  put,  to  direct  the  consul's  mind  to  any 
future  view  of  the  course  of  the  coal  trade ; 
it  was,  he  believed,  the  unbiassed  judg- 
ment of  the  consul  upon  the  circumstances 
with  which  he  was  cognizant.  The  noble 
Lord  said,  that  the  trade  with  France  and 
Holland  was  ruined.  How  could  the  noble 
Lord  come  to  such  a  conclusion  yet  ?  No 
doubt  there  was  a  considerable  diminution 
in  the  export  to  Holland.  |^An  hon.  Mem- 
ber :  **  No,  there  is  not."J  Well,  so  much 
the  better.  But,  suppose  it  were  so— the 
noble  Lord  could  make  no  fair  charge  upon 
the  duty  in  consequence  of  it.  There  were 
many  other  circumstances  of  an  unfavour- 
able nature  which  ousht  to  be  taken  into 
consideration.  In  Holland  a  very  large 
quantity  of  coal  had  been  used  for  manu- 
facturing purposes: — that  was  to  say,  for 
distilleries  and  sugar  refineries,  which 
were  at  present  in  a  state  of  unexampled 
depression.  There  were  special  causes  for 
this  state  of  things.  The  Dutch  refiners 
of  sugar,  up  to  a  very  recent  period,  had 
enjoyed  the  advantage  of  the  importation 
of  refined  sugar  into  Upper  Germany, 
which  was  taken  away  only  about  twelve 
months  ago,  he  believed.  But,  whether 
that  was  the  case  or  not,  that  branch  of 
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trade  in  Holland  was  greatly  depressed. 
The  consul  at  Rotterdam  wrote  oo  the  6th 
of  June, 

**  There  is  a  considerable  reduction  in  the 
import  of  coals.  This  is  accounted  for  in  the 
first  place  by  the  large  stock  laid  in  by  the 
dealers  previous  to  the  levying  of  the  English 
duties  of  Is.  and  2s.;  in  the  second  place,  by 
the  consumption  falling-off,  jn  consequence  of 
the  present  unfavourable  state  of  the  distil- 
leries and  sugar  refineries;  and  lastly,  coal 
from  Belgium  has  in  that  particular  district 
been  coming  into  use.  It  is  not  a  question  of 
price,  whether  one  or  the  other  description  of 
coal  is.sold  at  6d.  or  Is.  a  ton  higher  or  lower, 
but  the  question  is  merely  one  of  quality,  the 
Belgian  coal  being  preferred  for  certain  pur- 
poses." 

Taking  these  two  markets  with  respect 
to  which  the  predictions  of  the  uoble  Lord 
were  most  gloomy,  there  was  then  the  as- 
surance that  in  France  there  was  not  likely 
to  be  a  decrease,  but,  on  the  contrary,  aa 
increase.  In  the  case  of  Holland  it  could 
not  be  known  whether  there  would  be  a 
decrease  or  not ;  but  they  knew  that  trade 
there  was  dead,  and  that  other  causes  na- 
turally tended  to  prevent  a  greater  im- 
portation of  coal.  But  there  was  yet 
another  cause  for  the  depression  of  the 
coal  trade;  the  mildness  of  the  winter 
season,  which  had  necessarily  tended  rery 
much  to  reduce  the  consumption  of  coals 
both  on  the  continent  and  in  this  country. 
The  returns  of  the  imports  into  London 
for  the  last  three  years  were— for  1840, 
2.566,000  tons ;  for  1841, 2,909,000  tons  ; 
for  1842,  2,723,000  tons.  There  was 
therefore  a  dimioutioo  even  in  London, 
where  the  importation  was  free  from  the 
duty.  A  great  part  of  the  noble  Lord's 
argument  was  to  the  effect,  that  there  had 
been  a  very  great  increase  in  the  price  of 
coals  in  foreign  countries.  But  much  had 
been  heard  of  stimulus  to  foreign  ventures 
and  inducement  to  invest  capital  in  foreign 
mines ;  and  in  what  could  that  consist  un- 
less in  the  increase  of  the  price  in  the 
foreign  market }  That,  generally  speaking, 
was  hardly  perceptible.  In  Havre  the 
wholesale  price  was,  before  the  impositioa 
of  the  duty,  22^.  \0d,  a  ton ;  oow  it  was 
24.9.  l^d,  a  ton  An  account  which  he  had 
procured  from  the  best  authority  he  could 
command,  while  it  confirmed  that  state- 
ment of  the  wholesale  price,  added,  that 
the  retail  price  was  not  altered  in  the 
least ;  3|  francs  to  4  francs  was  the  price, 
and  had  been  so  constantly  for  some  years. 
At  Rotterdam  and  at  Antwerp  there  was 
likewise  very  little  alteration.  At  Ham- 
2Y 
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buT^  the  price  formerly  wu  ISi.  Gd.  to 
19«.  Cd.;  aad  at  pretent  it  wu  from 
VJs.  Gd-  to  2(k.  But  it  would  be  ut:ed, 
"  Who  then  haa  p«id  the  dutj  p  Accord- 
ing to  the  noble  Lord  it  must  hare  been 
paid  three  or  four  times  over,  by  the  soal- 
owner,  the  ship-owner,  and  the  foreign 
coniumers.  The  Joes  had  follen  upon  the 
middle  class,  between  the  coalowner  aod 
tlie  shipowner.  He  admitted  that  frei^tht, 
was  lower  ti.  present  than  in  former  fean. 
But  was  not  the  clause  for  that  to  be  found 
in  the  general  condition  of  trade  ?  The 
ships  which  carried  coals  were  not  a  class 
of  ships  limited  to  that  kind  of  burthen 
and  nothing  else;  and  if  there  were  a 
pressuri;  upon  tlic  coal  trade,  the  noble 
Lord  would  tell  the  Mouse  that  it  would 
have  an  effect  upon  the  freifjhts  of  other 
trades.  The  history  of  freights  showed  a 
downward  eourse  from  year  to  year,  while 
trade  bud  been  flourisbine  and  increasing:, 
according  to  the  allegation  of  the  noble 
l^rd.  Up  to  last  year  this  was  a  flourish- 
ing trade,  growing  from  year  to  year,  and 
during  that  time  freights  were  going  on 
diminishing,  and  the  diminution  of  former 
yeari  was  greater  than  that  since  the  duty 
was  laid  on.  The  returns  of  freii^bts  from 
the  jiort  of  Sunderland  to  Paris  and  other 
ports  along  the  Biime  coast  for  the  lust 
three  years  were  as  follows : — In  1840  it 
was  per  ton,  lOr.  ^d. ;  in  1841 ,  St.  Zd. ; 
in  1842,  &r.  3(/. ;  in  1843,  In.  Sd.  There 
was  a  fall  of  6d.  after  the  duty  was  laid 
ou  ;  but  the  fall  of  1841  should  be  com- 
pared with  1840,  when  there  was  no  such 
duty.  If  the  noble  I.ord  then  contended 
that  Micb  diminution  in  the  freight  was  to 
ruin  tlie  shipowner,  he  replied  that  for- 
merly there  wai  a  much  greater  diminu- 
tiun  which  did  not  ruin  the  shipowuer  nor 
put  a  stop  to  the  trade.  The  returns  with 
regard  to  the  fn-lgbtage  to  Bordeaux  were 
—111  1840  freightage  per  ton,  lUt.  Od.; 
l«41,  13».  Gd.;  1842,  12j.  6rf.  j  1843, 
1  Ix.  3d.  With  regard  tii  Amsterdam,  the 
return  was,  in  IMI),  freightage,  per  ton, 
11«.0(/.  ;  1841,11.*.;  ia+2,9».3rf.;  184.1, 
'.U.  Gd.  Undoubtedly  frcighla  had  gone 
down ;  but  it  was  in  consnjucncc  of  the 
general  dcprcMion  and  stagnation  of  trade, 
niid  not  on  account  of  the  imposition  of  the 
roal-tax.  lie  had  shown  them  that,  m  far 
from  the  tax  having  injured  the  trade,  it 
had  tlourishoil  under  that  tax.  and  would 
niiiiinuG  to  flourish,  even  coiiiilnl  with  the 
iiiifavoiirable  cirriimstani-eH  i,t  the  rtistlng 
di-jirif»i<in  in  trade.  I  !•■  roiit.'ndiil.  tlicn*- 
forc,  that  tlie  nubh-  Lord  hnd  made  »ut  no 
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to  induce  or  ta  , 
icrer  g  the  vote  tlwjp  ad  come  t»  kft 
Urge  nujortty  laat  yew  after  tanA  dl«» 
■ion.  and  kfter  tba  noUe  Lord  bad  u^l 
with  laudable  penererancc  t)>c  «aoM  aM^ 
ments  unon  the  Houee,  but  witLuut  eflaet. 
The  noble  Lord's  topSek  w«rv  irrelersW  to 
the  question.  If  the  nnblo  Lnrd  U 
shown  that  the  tu  bad  fslW  to  inniM 
the  rerenue.  and  that  it  wa«  miadbjena 
to  the  trade  of  tbeoMiutrr.  there  VBall 
have  been  some  pUunlriliLy 'in  the  tmum 
taken  by  the  noUe  Irrd,  twt  he  ibouhl 
he  had  proved  the  rcKrsc  of  that  pcMi^K. 
It  would  not  be  for  the  t^urral  inMctt  af 
the  coDDtiT  to  aocede  to  the  tnation  tf  ifei 
noble  Loni,  and  It  waa  perfectly  cImt  ^tf 
the  wise  and  sober  caiirM  fur  tbe  Hnae  V 
pursue,  was  to  w»t  and  **»  ilie  eflbd  W  ■ 
foil  and  fiitr  operatioo  iif  the  txx.  m  IfeM 
they  might  be  in  pcsMMstou  of  aa^ 
means  and  infociDaUaft  ti<  ui«fa4«  ili^  ■■ 
come  to  a  correct  and  nffi  jwlfiM 
the  question. 

Mr.  //.  Hinde  Hgned  partly  with  \ 
right  lion.  Gentleman  and  partlv  wi  ~ 
noble  I,ord.  Tbe  noble  Ijxtl  bad 
said  that  this  tax  was  ttie  soli 
depreiiion  of  the  coal  trad- 
had  been  aggravated  iberrby.  AU 
his  right  hnn.  Friend  hbd  ■tlvmi  ._ 
prove  wai,  that  the  caiE  of  the  ceti  O^ 
wa«  not  quite  so  bad  u  aoae  mi^kt  |k& 
it  was.  He  did  not  lay  mach  eii^  efm 
any  docnmenti  escepi  nucti  ■■  ked  » 
'  "  ■  1  •Wl»q*l 
— iod'ng  m 
House  that  there  bad  bren  evittroee  d^ 
vered  before  conmiliec*  on  r»ilwa«  A 
which  showed  ver^  dearly  that  tbia  4m 
had  worked  very  ill,  both  for  tb«  «» 
owners  and  fnr  the  pnbtic,  and  l«refM 
class  engaged  in  or  eotiDecied  with  •» 
lieries.  It  appeared  lb»t  upon  UieliMif 
one  teilway  there  were  a«r«n  coltwm 
five  of  which  had  recently  been  autpt^^ 
He  hoped  the  HooM  would  ateu  biv« 
mind  that  the  ri|[hl  bon.  Uciiiknea  te 
President  of  the  Board  of  Tr»d«  did  ^ 
pretend  to  say  that  fbreign«r«  pwd  #1 
lax  which  had  been  imimsul  «poa  9ttH 
neither  did  be  appear  Id  liav«  maoe^H 
in  combatting  that  part  of  th«  synA  it 
the  noble  Lord  in  which  he  had  i^M 
(hat  our  coal  trade  with  ilulland  bid  tV 
inateriallv  declined,  t  d  ihja  d«lt  • 
aHorded  no  c  pcoaaiion  far  ^ 
.lisudvaniagc  whirb  il  likely  t« 

sioii  U(  «r  war  uj  deprhi 
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ceived  the  eanclion  of  oQicial  m 
but   be   could   not    help    nmiiKliiig 
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th«  ier¥ic«  M  pfloti  t)f  thecApUini  ofool- 
liers.  The  corttrabartd  trade  had  beeii 
iuppressed,  and  now  our  sole  dependence 
for  pilolb^,  in  (he  eveni  of  a  war,  rested 
with  the  captdins  of  colliera,  for  frofti 
smu^ling  We  could  nd  longer  deri¥6  any 
aasistance. 

Lord  Harry  Vnne^  although  extremely 
loath  to  ocTUpy  the  at(ciUion  of  the  IIouk 
at  that  late  hoiiri  more  espcciallj  after  his 
nohle  Friend  the  Member  for  Sunderland 
had  so  completely  exhausted  every  part  of 
the  subject  of  debate,  yet  was  still  anxious 
to  ofibr  a  few  comments  on  what  had  fallen 
from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Boartl  of  Trade.  It  seemed  to 
him  that  68,000/.  was  the  amount,  Was 
the  real  amount  of  revenue  which  this  tax 
had  produced,  and  this  sum  wal  derived 
principally  at  the  expence  of  the  coal  trade. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  adlnittcd  that 
there  was  great  distress  in  ihe  coal  dis-^ 
trictSi  he  admitted  that  this  was  a  00i>oper«- 
ating  cause  of  this  distress,  was  it  not 
therefore  the  duty  of  the  House  to  relieve 
that  distress  by  seiidng  the  earliest  oppor- 
tunity of  repealing  that  duty,  and  not  wait 
nntil  this  beneficial  trade  was  irretrievably 
lost  ?  What  was  the  country  with  which 
this  export  trade  was  principally  carried 
on  ?  Why  France,  with  whien  country  he 
(Lord  H.  Vane)  was  most  anxious  that 
commercial  relations  should  be  oulttvatedi 
and  he  therefore  would  deprecate  any  mea- 
sure which  like  the  present  duty  would 
throw  inipediments  in  the  way  of  Uiat 
trade,  llie  tendency  of  Ihis  tax  was  evi- 
dently to  interrupt  that  trade.  The  right 
hon.  Baronet  at  the  head  of  the  Govern- 
ment, when  he  had  unfolded  a  sort  of  geo- 
logical map  of  France  last  year,  had  spoken 
as  if  France  possessed  no  mines.  Now,  he 
(Lord  H.  Vane)  hod  referl-ed  lately  to  a 
statistical  work  published  under  the  aiithd- 
rity  of  the  administration  dei  Pdhls  et 
Cliauss^cs  in  Paris,  wherein  he  fbund  that 
there  were  mines  ill  active  work  in  France 
in  thirty-six  departments,  and  sixty-one 
mines  not  worked,  but  which  Would  re- 
ceive a  stimulus  from  the  French  goverri- 
luent  provided  that  this  export  duty  con- 
tiuucd,  and  what  was  to  prevent  British 
capital  fhmi  being  employed  in  the  work- 
ing of  these  mines  ?  Would  the  Chancellor 
of  the  r.xchcquer  propose  an  ejtport  duty 
on  nriti.<!h  capital?  For  notwithstanding 
the  Ciivils— notwithstanding  the  feverish 
slate  of*  the  public  mirtd  Ih  France,  one- half 
of*  thf  oriiHnal  shares  of  the  Rtnlen  RailWaV 


m  (iaatt. 
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at  this  moment,  one-half  df  the  remiuning 
half  was  held  by  English  capitalists.    But 
then  it  Was  urged  that  the  French  imposed 
ati  import  duty  on  coal,  but  this  was  a 
proof  that  France  was  not  under  the  ne-> 
cessity  of  taking  English  coal,  but  she  took 
it  because  she  t^ceived  a  cheaper  article 
and  derived  revenue  Irom  it  besides,  it  is 
not,  therefore,  in  oUr  power  to  cause  the 
money  which  is  derived  to  the  French  ex- 
cheduer  as  Import  duty,  td  be  derived  to 
the  British  BtcheqUeT  as  export  duty.     In 
1 834,  when  Mh  Pbulett  Thomson  took  oft* 
the  then  export  duty,  he  enunciated  broad- 
ly and  distinctly  the  proposition  that  when 
all  other  export  duties  had  been  taken  off, 
it  was  Hot  just  to  the  coal  trade  not  to  re- 
move the  export  duty  on  cOals*    The  right 
hon.  Baronet  at  the  head  of  a  ffreat  patty 
opposed  to  the  Government  of  that  day, 
dill  not  gainsay  this  proposition^  or  oppose 
the  taking  off  of  the  tax.    Mr.  Warburton, 
no  longer  a  Member  of  this  House,  and  the 
hon.  Member  for  Salford  (Mr.  Brotherton) 
were  the  only  objectors.    The  result  of 
this  general  acqtiiescence,  was  the  belief 
that  no  expdft  duty  would  be  hereafter 
imposed.    Capital  was   then  investi^  in 
coal  mines,  railroads  Were  oonstruetedi  and 
harbours  improved  and  nowhere  had  com- 
mercial enterprise  been  more  conspicuously 
displayed  than  In  Durham,  villages  arose 
where  only  a  fbw  scattered  habitations  were 
before  to  be  foutid,  an  industrious  popula- 
tion was  encouraged  to  Imthigrate  there. 
The  first  effect  of  thd  impositkm  of  thid 
export  duty,  waa  the  emigration  of  oollienij 
men  of  sbbstancei  who  entertained  ibreboda 
ings  of  the  neeossary  result  of  this  measure, 
and  what  was  technieally  termed  the  laying 
in  of  collieries.  If  there  wte  a  passive  acqui** 
escenoe  in  the  duty  kit  year,  there  waa  a 
consentaneous  opinion  of  all  daiws  against 
it  this  year.    The  right  hon.  Gentkman 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Tradoi  had 
referred  to  the  employment  of  our  coal  m 
sugar  refineries )  ttow,  it  was  certain  that 
three-fourths  of  the  coal   exported^  was 
used  for  steam  and  navigation  purposes. 
His  noblcFriend  theMembM  forBnnderland, 
had  presented  a  remarkable  petition  from 
Newport  in  Monmouthshire,  in  perfect  ao« 
cordance  with  a  memorial  presented  last 
year  to  the  right  hem.  Baronet  from  the 
manufacturers  on  the  Tyne,  who  knew 
well  to  what  countries  coal  was  exported, 
and  to  what  purposes  applied.     The  aver- 
ment in  their  memorial  was,  that  coal  Was 
furnished  to  them  at  a  much  cheaper  rale 
xver^proWdS  by  EngTlsii  s^^^^  1  >"  consequence  of  the  export  trade.     Be- 
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ddea  »  U  weD  kncn^ti,  thit  b  flomeqnnGe  i  of  jfa( 

of .  the.  export  of  a  hoBcf  udde  like  coil  <\e  policy  of  a>iut- 

which  defrayed  the  frc^^li  our  nunnbc-   mg  •  measure  which  had  been  vu  lecnd; 

*,._—  ™-_  ~..M^.u.^».»*  .Mi^u.  1^  |,         a,  but  itsreeultB  had  been  di — ' ' 

ihe  praposilian  baring  been 
lei^  Dtnpelled  lo  vole  for  ifap 
tl  IX,  [laving  so  recenrly 
lerable  lenglh  inlo  drtm 
conveniences  which  must 
r  11  from  the  iroposilion  of  (h«  tax,  hmi 
to  tne  coalowner  and  the  mliipowner,  6ea 
the  falling-oft'  in  Ihe  demand  and  lb 
din  LitioD  or  price  and  raie  nf  fr«>giii,«| 
thai  lato  hour  he  would  not  omipjrtk 
timAOfthe  House  by  a'^atn  g;aing  orerilc 
iame  ground;  but  he  had  pouewd  biik 
■elf  of  a  few  statistics  nf  thV  trade.  wkU 
he  trusted  he  mi^it  be  nlloiN'd  lo  lay 
fore  tie  House.  The  light  hon.GcBil 
the  President  of  Ihe  Board 
■eened  to  ihink  ihat  the  impoatlton 
doty  Would  not  in  any  way  intRfere 
(be  export  of  coal;  he  wouki  aul 
the  louse  a  very  short 
woula  prove  the  very  injurious  nil 
the  Ux.  The  returns  he  wnt  pone 
related  only  to  the  noMi)  of  Eaglaml  ^ 
he  had  no  doubt  ibat  returoa  from  Seat 
land  would  show  (be  same  rcanlt.  Fnb 
IS04  w  183J,when  the  dniy  oo  nmi 
coal  Das  6i.  ad.  and  on  small  coal  l|.ll 
the  exporl  did  not  increase  one  *tngle  M& 
Prom  133 1  to  1834,  when  thedntjMt 
2i.  6ri.  a  ton,  the  export  roac  Dm 
161,217  tons  to  330,14'J  tonior  anafvnp 
of  8  per  cent,  per  annum ;  while  fnm  IW 
to  I&41,  when  there  wai  no  dntf.  h  b- 
created  from  330,343  lom  lo '736^ 
tons,  Or  at  on  aieiage  of  30  |ier  c«nt|B- 
annam.  He  would  rrfer  to  ihe  ({awAf 
of  coal  exported  to  diHerent  (brrtgo  caM> 
Iriea  during  the  year  1840.  It  was » 
roMowsr—France.  .169,^1 1  (ona  -  flolb^ 
203,131  loni;  Denmark.  134. b9l  l«m{ 
Pmwin,  8V).443  totit;  and  Uie  t^d 
Oermanv,  I  lM,i>00  toi».  llesoaUi* 
enter  more  pariiculnrly  into  (tic  mImM 
and  conclude  by  Riaiine  thai  it  waa  to» 
tention  to  »ii{>|iort  the  motton  of  the  Mik 

{!.  C/erk  wished  rnetrlj  ta  «^  k 
«hon  stali-niFiit  lu  the  IIuom.*  in  ^mm 
to  the  ar^unicnl  dtiluccd  hy  tW  aaitt 
Lord  from  ihe  -.McgiA  fallin^uff  ia  H* 
export 


turcrs  were  enaUed-to ' Aport 
which  we  woe  in  a  itate.  of  inferiority  to 
the  fbrri^er,  whether  tfaia  inferiority  arae 
from  themcn«intuiti*etsite  of  the  foreigner, 
from  a  more  genial  climate,  tx  from  longer 
halut,  was  it  wiie  therefore,  was  it  expe- 
dient, at  a  moment,' when,  although  there 
was  a  reriTBl  <£  the  cotton  trade,  the  great 
staple  induGtriea  of  wool  and  iron  were  still 
depreiKd  to  rtm  the  riik  of  adding  to  the 
large  catalogue  of  unemplayed  ?  You  an.' 
not  aaked  to  give  any  artificiBl  aid,  or  tn 
divert  cajntal  from  its  natural  counea;  but 
to  let  a  commercial  people  take  adTantagi- 
of  their  natural  advantages,  without  cramp- 
ing  their  operatioua  by  a  legislative 
niie  unproductiTe  of  rerenue.  Then 
facturera  on  the  Tynei  who  know  that  the 
coai  CKported  to  St.  PeterdMrg  is  principally 
f(ir  dMMtttce  parpoN^  are  well  aware  that 
it  18  not  with  imparted  coal  that  foreign 
manofaeturen  can  compete  with  them,  thnir 
manufactoriea  must  be  rituated  in  the  im. 
mediate  nei^bonrhood  of  coal  niinea-4t  if 
90  with  th(MB  of  Weatphalia,  of  Silesia,  of 
the  Rhenish  Prorinces,  of  the  Netherlands, 
of  Lyons,  and  because  fuel  is  dear  at  Rouen, 
U^iether  with  other  causes  of  deamess, 
such  as  the  proximity  of  the  capital,  trade 
has  declined  and  migrationa  hare  taken 
place.  We  ask  you  not  to  uphold  a  law 
which  yields  little  ta  the  revenue  and  in. 
flicts  a  great  deal  of  misduef.  The  righl 
bon.  Gentleman  sa^  that  the  motive  of 
my  noUe  Friend  is  premature,  that  the 
duty  it  an  experiment,  and  that  there  hn 
not  been  sufficient  time  to  test  it.  We 
have  had  enough  experience  ot  its  inju- 
rious effects.  Ine  right  hrm.  Gentleman 
has  afforded  us  an  exemplification  of  the  say- 
ing, that  it  is  easy  to  group  figure^  for 
notwithstanding  this  plausible  statement  oT 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  the  comparison 
instituted  by  my  noble  Friend  between  the 
first  three  months  of  1842,  and  the  6ret 
three  months  of  1843,  was  a  fair  and  jutt 
one.  It  demonstrated  that  the  measure 
had  bad  the  effect  of  impeding  the  coal 
trade,  we  should  loae  no  lime  in  repealing 
the  duty  before  the  trade  was  Inst,  as  re- 
presentation of  a  diatrict  suffering  from 
this  experiment,  he  would  most  gladly  and 
conscientiously  give  his  vote  for  the  motion 
of  his  noble  Fnend  the  Member  for  Sun- 
derland. 

Mr.  Betl  would  consider  it  his  duty  lo 
give  hisTOte  in  tupport  oflbe  proposKioii 
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the  previously  enormous  exportation  which 
took  place  during  the  four  months  imme. 
diately  preceding  the  imposition  of  the 
tax.  What  were  the  facts?  The  total 
quantity  exported  during  those  four 
months^  in  1841^  was  in  value  258,690/., 
in  the  same  four  months  of  last  year  it  was 
350,626/.,  showing  an  increase  of  no  less 
than  91,936/.  Was  it  surprising  that  the 
trade  should,  after  that  unnatural  stimu- 
lus, suffer  a  period  of  stagnation  ?  Besides, 
the  wide  spread  distress  throughout  the 
country,  affecting  as  it  did  every  trade, 
and  the  iron  trade  especially,  was  in  itself 
a  sufRcicnt  cause  for  the  present  depression 
in  the  coal  trade.  A  great  deal  had  been 
said  about  the  decrease  of  our  export  to 
foreign  countries ;  but  he  maintained  that 
there  had  been  no  decrease.  He  would 
institute  a  fairer  comparison  than  the 
noble  Lord^  and  taking  the  years  1841  and 
1843 — this  was  the  result : — 

In  1841,  the  exports  to  Russia  were  70,000  tons 
1843  ditto         ditto  83^000 

In  1841,  to  Sweden   .         .         .     26,000 
1843      .         .         .         .         .     37,000 

Id  1841,  to  Denmark  .151,000 

1843    .         .         .         •         .     145,000 

That  was  a  slight  falling-off,  but  it  was 
there  that  we  had  less  reason  to  dread 
competition  than  anywhere  else : — 

In  1841,  to  Holland  .         .  173,000  tons 

1843 180,000 

In  1841,  to  France  .         .        .  451,000 

1843 515,000 

In  1841,  to  the  United  States  .      52,000 
1843 60,000 

Making  allowance  then  for  the  unna- 
tural impetus  and  consequent  temporary 
depression  occasioned  by  the  first  imposi- 
tion of  the  tax,  the  House  would  see  that 
the  export  of  coal  was  decidedly  upon  the 
increase  instead  of  the  decrease ;  and  he 
felt  the  greatest  pleasure  in  being  able  to 
tell  the  House  that  the  export  of  coal 
during  May  this  year  was  nearly  the  same 
as  during  the  same  month  last  year,  and 
that  it  considerably  exceeded  that  of  the 
year  before.  Now,  with  regard  to  Sunder- 
land and  Newcastle-on-Tyne,  taking  the 
weeks  ending  the  5th  of  May  and  5th  of 
June,  1842,  as  compared  with  the  weeks 
ending  the  5th  of  May  and  5th  of  June, 
1843.  For  the  two  weeks  ending  the  5th 
of  June,  1843,  the  export  was  183,000 
tons  from  Newcastle;  whereas,  in  1842, 
the  same  months,  it  was  177,000  tons.  He 
was  sorry  that  he  could  not  say,  that  the 
same  improvement  had   takea   place  at 


Sunderland  ;  but  that  was  accounted  for 
by  local  causes,  which  had  diverted  the 
trade  from  that  port.  That  that  was  the 
case  appeared  from  the  fact,  that  from  1840 
there  had  been  a  falling-off  at  Sunderland 
and  a  corresponding  increase  at  Hartlepool 
and  other  ports.  Last  year  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  had  stated  that  this  tax 
was  imposed  for  the  purpose  of  raising 
revenue,  and  he  should  like  to  know  in 
what  way  the  noble  Lord  would  raise  the 
same  amount  of  revenue  with  so  little  in- 
convenience to  any  branch  of  the  trade  of 
this  country  ?  That  was  the  question  for 
the  House  to  decide ;  and  he  trusted  that 
they  would  not  hastily,  under  present  cir- 
cumstances, deprive  the  revenue  of  the 
produce  of  so  convenient  and  reasonable  a 
dutv. 

Mr.  Labouchere  said,  an  observation 
which  had  fallen  from  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man who  had  just  sat  down,  and  which 
had  been  put  forward  before  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade,  made  him  anxious  to  say 
a  few  words.  The  hon.  Gentleman  asked 
was  this  a  period,  and  were  the  circum- 
stances such  as  to  call  on  Gentlemen  to 
vote  against  the  continuance  of  any  tax, 
however  inconvenient  it  might  be  ?  During 
the  last  Session  he  had  voted  against  se- 
veral duties,  as,  for  instance,  the  timber 
duties,  and  felt  himself  justified  in  giving 
those  votes,  though  he  should  not  feel  jus- 
tified in  repeating  them  during  the  present 
Session.  However,  with  regard  to  two 
measures  which  the  Government  brought 
forward  during  the  last  Session,  the  coal 
duty  and  the  duty  on  Irish  spirits,  they 
had  as  measures  of  revenue  so  completely 
failed,  and  had  inflicted  so  much  injury 
on  the  trade,  prosperity,  and,  in  the  in- 
stance of  Irish  spirits,  on  the  morals  of 
the  country,  that  he  should  feel  justified 
in  voting,  as  he  certainly  should  do, 
against  both  those  taxes.  He  begged  the 
House  to  recollect  the  language  which  was 
used  last  year  in  discussing  this  measure. 
They  were  then  told  it  would  produce 
140,000/.  a  year  without  inconvenience 
or  injury  to  any  portion  of  the  commu- 
nity. He  wished  some  hon.  Members  had 
been  present  to  hear  what  were  the  effects 
pioduced  on  the  people  by  the  tax  which 
brought  that  miserable  amount  to  the  na- 
tional coffers.  He  wished  that  at  an 
earlier  hour  of  the  evening  every  hon. 
Member  now  in  the  House  had  been  pre- 
sent to  hear  the  petitions  from  the  ship- 
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ping  Kod  coal  owning  iDtereili  of  ihe 
north,  as  well  as  or  the  reT«latiotiB  of  hon. 
GentlemeD  beloogiog  lo  both  paitiei,  who 
clearly  showed  that  if  they  wished  to  ar- 
rest the  progruB  of  th«  evil  they  had  no 
time  lo  lose.  The  right  hon,  GeDtlemau 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  had 
asked  tbem  lo  await  the  experiepca  of 
another  year.  But  what  was  the  expe- 
rience of  the  past  and  the  present  ?  Was 
the  existing  state  of  thing*  promited  us 
by  the  Government  when  they  brouKbi 
forward  their  measures  last  Session  t  No- 
thing, on  the  contrary,  vai  more  atiilcing 
than  the  contrast  The  fact  was,  that  it 
produced  only  88,000/.  vith  great  iojury 
to  our  trade.  Between  (he  language  of 
the  Preudent  of  the  Board  of  Trade  this 
evening  and  that  of  the  riglithon.  Baronet 
ibe  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  last  year, 
when  be  proposed  to  abolish  the  duties  on 
the  ekporlation  of  British  manufaclurea, 
and  said  lie  thought  that  export  duties 
were  founded  on  fdlse  (irincipies. 
ever,  in  the  I'ourseofthe  same  Session  the 
rijjht  hon.  Baronet  proposed  the  imposition 
of  this  duly,  and  what  wore  the  special 
grounds  on  which  he  Buppaited  it?  The 
right  boil.  Batonet  said  this  counlry  en- 
joyed great  natural  advantagea  with  tefer- 
ciicc  to  coali  and  that  by  this  duly  we 
should  be  taxing  the  foreigner  and  not 
our  own  people.  That  bad  a  very  plan- 
Hible  sound ;  but  he  at  the  time  took  the 
liberty  of  saying  tliat  it  was  a  faliu  priu- 
ciple,  aud  that  when  we  ihovld  come  lo 
prove  it,  tliis  attempt  to  tax  foreigners 
would  recoil  on  our  own  trade  and  people. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  who  bad  Just  sat 
down  appealed  to  figures,  and  seemed  to 
doubt  ilic  efltcl  produced  by  this  tax,  as 
proved  by  the  muss  of  avidcnce  by  wli' 
it  was  aupported,  confirmed  as  that  t 
deuce  was  by  every  representative  of  a 
coal  district,  who  had  addressed  the  House 
jri  thu  course  uftlic  present  evening.  He 
would  read,  however,  one  striking  fact  of 
^rciit  iuiportiiuce  which  could  not  be  con- 
Ifciverted,  and  which  must  prove  lo  the 
House  tlie  inexpediency  and  injustice  of 
keeping  up  iliisduLy,  and  thereby  violaiing 
cvury  principle,  and  placing  the  coal  pro- 
ducers on  a  diirureiil  fooiinj;  from  all  oilier 
producers  in  lliu  couutry,  for  it  should  be 
remembered  lIuL  coal  wusijuite  as  much 
iUi>  protl'icc  of  manufacinri>  .la  cotton  yarn 
or  ;iny  o(  the  other  articles  which  were  re- 
lieved last  year  from  export  duties.  The 
diructurs    of  lite  Great  Wcatetn  Stetia 
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which  he  held  m  i  bttiBlte«» 

cuLion  of  tho  dg or  .jair  afiaclto 

had  been  in  tba  bibit  or  «sportac  mWm 
hundred  tMs  of  eofl  aammtMj  I 
York,  bnt  ibat  the  i»ptHitia«  M  ll  _  , 
made  tbem  give  op  dM  *nim,  tm4  4 
forced  thon  la  gtt  oopli  fiWK 
of  the  Unitad  SUMa  far  Ibeir  i 
ago*.    The  ful  piMvd  to  ■' 

that  this  wu  not  H  imca  

on  the  trade  of  tba  conalfj,  b«|  llnlk 
encouraged  the  pndnea  off  fcniga  mt 
mines,  and  disooiinfad  tha  pioJaao  rflfct 
mjnea  of  thii  eeaBtry,  Sack  m  Miarf 
things  ought  not  to  bo  allpwoJ  lOM^ 
tinue.  Next  yeu  tbaj  wmbU  mi  k*  dh 
to  discuss  the  qaauioB  with  iIm  nONifr 
vantage  at  at  preaaot.  VMdgB  ■!■■ 
would  by  that  lime  come  into  covaalllha 
with  oor  own;  the  evil  woald  bo  ooaaife 
would  then  be  impoasiUo  lo  aotraoooa 
steps;  and  to  restore  the  trade  to  (MiMi 
dition  in  which  it  previoitalj  atood,  pi 
should  vote  against  this  tHi  haOMMI  !■ 
was  satistied  that  (he  eiil  it  was  |KiN)irii| 
was  out  of  all  proportiea  to  iIm  raaOM 
derived  from  it,  and  the  sootier  aa  akSfr 
Uon  abould  be  effected  the  bettar. 

Sir  li.  Peel :  1  will  foUow  th*  mami^ 
of  the  light  hon.  GeoUeoMa.  aad  HM 
myself  io  a  very  few  obserratioaa,  wilhHl 
iroubUng  the  House  with  any  detail  Vb 
arc  not  now  discussing  haw  wa  AiIm^ 
propriaie  a  surplus  reveniio  to  tba  ^ttn^ 
tion  of  taxation— we  an  not  ia  a  a^b 
tion  in  which  wc  can  boaal  of  | 
clear  available  surplus  abon  tha  « 
ture  of  the  couniry.     Iiiio  * 

adroiUed   raci,   that  at  Ux 
iiient,  notwiihstaiKling  the  i 
ihe  incomc>tas.  notwithitndj 
created  produce  of  that  lax,  i 
ing  the  willingness  nf  the  cowalij  | 
mit  to  ilial  unusual  and  unpr-   "-  * 
there  is  still  a  deficit  of  ii  _ 

paied  with  the  expeadiuire  of  tb««i 
Tlie  i)u«.'stian,  thea,  is  to^oiahtwl 

shall  increase  that  deficit  by  a  i 

of  iho  duty  which  was  Mapoaed   oaly  hri 

year  upon  coal.    The  right  boa.  GoMfe 

nun  lays,  it  ia  a  duty  of  oaly    tOO^QHt 

I  an  afraid  if  you  act  on  ihu  p 

if,  because  an  individual  4i 

amount  to   lOU.OOOr,  jou   i 

Ihe  amount  of  reveaua 

aai  afiuid,  the  applv 

ciple  will  go  far  I 

tM  duty  upoo  c    I,  I 
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extend  the  principle  to  the  remission  of 
many  other  duties  which  do  not  produce 
a  large  amount.  What  were  the  circum- 
stances under  which  this  duty  was  imposed 
last  year?  It  was  then  stated,  that  this 
country  had  the  advantage  of  the  peculiar 
article  of  coal  in  our  manufactures-^that 
other  countries  imposed  higher  duties  upon 
the  import  of  coal  than  England — that 
France,  that  every  one  of  the  continental 
countries  of  Europe  levied  a  considerable 
tax  upon  that  article  useful  in  their  ma- 
nufactures, one  of  your  natural  advantages. 
1  then  proposed  a  moderate  duty  on  coal 
exported  from  this  country,  and,  absurd  as 
it  may  seem  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
that  proposal  received  the  acquiescence  of 
a  very  high  authority  on  that  side  of  the 
House.  I  am  sorry  not  to  see  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  the  city  of  London 
present,  because  the  proposition  which  I 
made  last  year  did  receive  the  support  of 
the  noble  Lord.  [Mr.  Uume  :  He  alone 
on  this  side  of  the  House.]  No,  not  he 
alone  on  that  side,  unless  Uie  hon.  Mem- 
ber considers  the  late  Secretary  of  State 
for  Foreign  AiTairs  as  nobody,  though  1 
believe  the  noble  Lord  to  be  as  a  Member 
of  great  authority  and  influence  on  that 
side  of  the  House.  I  rather  think  that  no 
less  than  two  Cabinet  Ministers  under 
the  late  Government — men  exercising  a 
very  high  and  a  very  great  influence  over 
the  opinions  of  the  House,  gave  their 
willing  assent  to  this  tax,  and  their  assent 
of  course  was  not  dictated  by  political 
motives.  The  noble  Lord  who  brought 
forward  the  motion,  quoted  several  letters, 
in  one  of  which  a  reference  was  made  to 
the  decrease  of  the  imports  by  the  United 
States.  What  is  the  cause  of  that  de* 
crease  ?  Why,  the  United  States  by  their 
tariff  have  increased  the  import  duty  upon 
British  coal.  I  rather  think  that  at  the 
present  moment  there  is  a  dutv  imposed 
upon  the  import  of  British  coal  into  the 
United  States  quite  sufficient  to  prevent 
the  export  of  coal  from  New  Brunswick  to 
the  United  States,  and  which  amounts,  if 
1  am  not  misinformed,  to  6s.  per  ton — to 
Ss,  per  ton  I  am  told.  A  duty  of  8s.  per 
ton  is  imposed  by  the  United  States  on 
that  article  on  which  we  impose  a  duty  of 
only  2s.  when  exported.  Is  the  right  boo. 
Gentleman  surprised,  that  there  shoald 
have  been  a  dininntion  in  the  exc  to 
the  United  States,  when  the  1 
States  themselves  have  m  I 

of  not  leu  thm  three  or 


amount  that  we  have  imposed  as  an  export 
duty.  Sir,  the  whole  of  the  arguments 
to-night,  the  whole  of  the  predictions 
which  were  made  when  the  question  was 
discussed  last  year,  amounted  to  this — 
that  the  imposition  of  the  duty  would 
cause  a  great  diminution  in  the  export  of 
coal.  I  do  not  think  that  prediction  has 
been  verified.  Here  is  a  statement  of  the 
quantity  exported  to  foreign  countries  in 
the  year  1842  as  compared  to  the  year 
1841.  In  1841,  the  number  of  tons  ex- 
exported  to  all  foreign  countries  was 
1,848,000,  whilst  the  number  of  tons 
exported  last  year  was  1,999,000;  show- 
ing a  considerable  increase.  If  you  take 
the  latter  half  of  the  year  alone,  and  com- 
pare it  with  the  preceding,  there  will  be 
found  a  diminutiou.  And  on  what  ac- 
count ?  Because,  for  four  months  notice 
had  been  given  of  the  intention  to  impose 
the  tax ;  and  there  was  then  an  immensely 
increased  export,  for  the  very  purpose  of 
taking  advantage  of  the  interval,  and  ex- 
porting the  coal  free  of  duty.  That  led  to 
an  unusual,  and  unduly  increased  export 
of  coal.  In  the  quarter  ending  the  5th 
July — that  is,  the  quarter  before  the  coal 
duty  was  imposed—there  was  a  larger 
export  of  coal  than  had  ever  been  pre- 
viously known.  And  what  was  the  natural 
consequence  ?  That  since  that  time  there 
had  been  a  diminution,  not  a  positive 
diminution  from  which  you  are  to  argue, 
that  this  tax  is  likely  to  have  a  perma- 
nently injurious  effect  on  the  export  of 
coal,  but  in  consequence  of  the  undue 
stimulus  g^ven  to  exports  in  the  preceding 
quarter  there  has  been  a  corresponding 
depression  in  the  last  quarter.  And  this 
is  the  way  in  which  the  defalcation  must 
be  accounted  for.  The  duty  amounts  to 
112,000/.  It  was  imposed  only  last  year. 
It  has  only  taken  effect  for  nine  months. 
It  was  imposed  by  a  large  majority  of  the 
House,  not  because  it  was  a  good  tax  in 
the  abstract,  but  to  make  up  a  deficiency 
in  the  revenue.  These  reasons  still  con« 
tinue.  These  is  still  a  deficit.  If  you 
think  the  tax  is  in  itself  a  bad  one — so  in- 
jurious, permanently  injurious  to  the  coal 
trade,  that  the  advantage  derived  from  it 
by  the  revenue  does  not  counterbalance 
its  evil  ct,  I  admit,  that  the  mere  cir« 
coi  a  that  only  nine  months  have 

d  :      0  the  imposition  of  the  tax 
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pealing  it  now.  But  have  you  had  suffi- 
cient experience  to  enable  you  to  draw  any 
fair  conclusion  ?  1  hope  the  House  will 
support  the  Government  in  its  attempt  to 
maintain  the  public  credit— that  they  will 
not  set  the  example  of  repealing  this  tax 
merely  because  it  only  produces  100,0002., 
and  because  there  is  a  formidable  combina- 
tion against  it  amongst  those  connected 
with  the  coal  districts.  When  you  come 
to  consider  the  wool  duty,  those  interested 
in  the  remission  of  that  duty  will,  no 
doubt,  combine  together  in  order  to  pro- 
cure it;  and  I  see  one  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
bers for  Yorkshire  smiling  in  anticipation 
of  the  course  that  may  be  adopted  with 
respect  to  the  wool  duty.  This  may  be 
the  case  on  every  distinct  duty.  The 
parties  interested  will  combine  together. 
We  trust,  however,  that  the  majority  of 
the  House,  looking  to  large  and  compre- 
hensive considerations,  to  the  state  of  the 
revenue,  and  to  the  necessity  of  maintain- 
ing the  public  credit,  will  resist  the  na- 
tural, and  perhaps  laudable  attempts  that 
may  be  made  by  interested  parties  to  be- 
nefit their  constituents  by  repealing  parti- 
cular taxes.  On  this  ground  1  hope  the 
majority  will  support  the  Government  in 
maintaining  this  tax,  until  either  by  its 
failure,  or  by  more  convincing  evidence^ 
they  are  satisfied  that  it  is  in  itself  alto- 
gether unjustifiable. 

Mr.  Liddell  said,  that,  after  the  speech 
of  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  and  the  manner 
in  which  this  motion  was  introduced  by 
the  noble  Lord  opposite,  and  considering 
the  connection  which  he  held  with  the  dis- 
trict most  interested  in  tliis  tux,  he  hoped 
the  House  would  permit  him  to  address  it 
for  a  short  time.  Although  he  considered, 
in  common  with  many  connected  with  the 
coal  trade,  that  this  motion  was  most  ill- 
timed  and  imprudent,  he  should  still  sup- 
port it.  It  was  consistent  with  his  duty 
and  the  opinions  he  held  to  give  no  vote  in 
defence  of  a  tax  which  he  held  to  be  injudi- 
cious and  it  wasc([ually  consistent  for  him 
to  Slate  that  the  motion  was  at  the  present 
moment  ill-timed.  He  was  perfectly  aware 
that  the  motion  would  be  met  by  the  ar- 
p;umcnt,  which  the  riglit  hon.  Baronet  had 
just  addressed  to  the  House,  when  he 
called  upon  them  to  support  the  public 
credit,  and  that  this  tax,  which  the  House 
had  agreed  to  last  Session,  had  not,  up  to 
the  present  period,  produced  sufficient  for 
the  purpose  of  supplying  the  deficit  in  the 
revcDuci  and  it  was  because  he  foresaw 


that  the  answer  woald  be  made  ibfll  At 
motion  would  be  met   by  correspoai^f 
figures  on  that  (the  MiDisterial)  odt  m 
the  House,  and  that  the  great  aiajori^  tf 
the  House  woold  be  lefk  in  doobc  ai  It 
the  real  effect  of  the  meaiurey  that  ha  Ml 
himself  justified  in  say iag  that  the 
was  ill-timed.    He  was  too  wdl  acqi 
with  the  coal  trade,  and  the  opiuiot  tf 
those  connected  with  it,  not  lo  do  Ik 
duty,  and  support  the  motion  of  the 
Lord  for  a  repeal  of  this  tax.    It  had 
placed  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet  and  At 
Government  entirely  upon   the   aoott  ef 
revenue,  bat  be  would  ask  the  right  htti 
Baronet  whether  the  re?enae  ezpcdeilt 
be  derived  from  it  was  not  of  small  aaoab^ 
and  whether,  by  coDsenting,  for  the  aihs 
of  revenue,  to  a  displacement  of  a  limi 
amount  of  capital  and  laboor.  he  mdt 
not  injure  the  revenue  derived  tlin>a|^wl 
medium  of  the  Customs  and  Bsciie  ft  t 
degree  greater  than  any  benefit  thati 
be  derived  from  this  tax? 

The  House  divided  on  the 
thewordsproposed  to  be  left  out 
of  the  question.    Ayes  187;  Noes  IM:- 
Majority  63. 

Liii  of  the  Ates. 
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A'Court,  Capt. 
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Antrobus,  £. 
Arkwright,  G. 
Builey,  J.  jun. 
Baillie,  Cut. 
Barrington,  Vi:icl. 
fiaskcrville,  T.  B.  M. 
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Broadley,  II. 
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Buckley,  K. 
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Chute,  W.  L.  W. 
Clay  too,  R.  R. 
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Clive,  Visct. 
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CoWile,  C.  R. 
ComploDi  li.  C. 


Corry,  it.  hon.  H. 
Courtenay,  Loid 
Cripps,  W. 
Darby,  O. 
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Denison.  E.  B. 
Dickinson,  F.  U. 
Douglas,  Sir  H. 
Douglas,  Sir  C  B. 
l>ouglas,  J.  D.  8L 
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Egerton,  W.  T. 
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FiUner,  Sir  K.         ** 
Fitiroy,  boo.  K.      Z. 
Flower,  Sir  J.        ^'f 

Follett,  Sir  W.  ft -f 
Forbes,  W.  '  L 

Fuller.  A.  B.  ^ 

Gsskell,  J.  MiiMi 
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Gore,  M. 
Gore,  W.  O. 
Gore,  W.  R.  O. 
Goring,  C. 
Graham,  rt.  hn.  Sir  J. 
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Greene,  T. 
Gregory,  W.  H. 
Grimston,  Viscl. 
Grogau,  £. 
Halford,  H. 
Hamilton,  W.  J. 
Hamilton,  Lord  C. 
Hampden,  R. 
Hanmer,  Sir  J. 
Harcourt,  G.  G. 
Hardinge,  rt.  ho.  SirU  • 
Hayes,  Sir  E. 
Heathcote,  Sir  W. 
Heneage,  G.  H.  W. 
Henley,  J.  W. 
Hepburn,  Sir  T.  B. 
Herbert,  hon.  S. 
Hervey,  Lord  A. 
Hindley,  C. 
Hogg,  J.  W. 
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Hope,  A. 
Hope,  G.  W. 
Hughes,  W.  B. 
Husscy,  A. 
Hussey,  T. 
Inglis,  Sir  R.  H. 
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Lawson,  A. 
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Legh,  C. 
Leslie,  C.  P. 
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Lockhart,  W. 
Lowther,  J.  H. 
Lowther,  hon.  Col. 
Lygon,  hon.  Gen. 
Mackenzie,  T. 
Mackenzie,  W.  F. 
McGeachy,  F.  A. 
Mahon,  Visct. 
Mainwaring,  T. 
Manners,  Lord  C.  S. 
Marsham,  Visct. 
Martin,  C.  W. 
Masterman,  J. 
Maxwell,  hon.  J.  P. 
Meynell,  Capt. 
Mildmay,  H.  St.  J. 
Miles,  P.  W.  S. 
Mitchell,  T.  A. 
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Morgan,  O. 
Morgan,  C. 
Murray,  C.  R.  S. 
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Newport,  Visct. 
Newry,  Visct. 
Nicholl,  rt.  hn.  J. 
Norreys,  Lord 
Northland,  Visct. 
O'Brien,  A.  S. 
Packe,  C.  W. 
Pakington,  J.  S. 
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Pollock,  Sir  F. 
Polhill,  F. 
Pringle,  A. 
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Reid,  Sir  J.  R. 
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RoUeston,  Col. 
Rose,  rt.  hon.  Sir  G. 
Round,  J. 
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Ryder,  hon.  G.  D. 
Sandon^  ViscU 
Shaw^  rt.  hon.  F. 
Shirley,  £.  J. 
Smith,  A. 

Smith,  rt.  hn.  T.  B.  C. 
Smollett,  A. 
Somerset,  Lord  G. 
Sotheron,  T.  H.  S. 
Spry,  Sir  S.  T. 
Stanley,  Lord 
Stanley,  E. 
Stuart,  H. 
Sturt,  H.  C. 
Sutton,  hon.  H.  M. 
Taylor,  T.  E. 
Tennent,  J.  E. 
Thesiger,  F. 
Tollemache,  J. 
Trench,  Sir  F.  W. 
Trevor,  hon.  G.  R. 
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Turnor,  C. 
Vernon,  G.  H. 
Vesey,  hon.  T. 
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Wortley,  hon.  J.  S. 
Wortley,  hon.  J.  S. 
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Barnard,  E.  G. 
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Bowes,  J. 
Bowring,  Dr. 
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Lascelles,  hon.  W.  S. 
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Macaulay,  rt.  hn.T.B.* 
Mangles,  R.  D. 
Marjorifa^nks,  S. 
Marsland,  H.  ^ 
Martin,  J. 
Mitcalfe,  H. 
Morris,  D. 
Morrison,  Gen. 
O'Brien,  W.  S. 
0*Connell,  M.  J. 
O'Conor,  Don 
O'Ferrall,  R.  M. 
Ogle,  S.C.  H. 
Ord,W. 
Paget,  Col. 
Paget,  Lord  A. 
Parker,  J. 
Pechell,  Capt. 
Philips,  G.  R. 
Plumridge,  Capt. 
Ponsonby,  hon.C.F.C. 


Colborne,hn.W.N.R.    Protheroe.  E. 


Craig,  W.  G. 
Dash  wood,  G.  H. 
Dawson,  hon.  T.  V. 
Duke,  Sir  J. 
Duncan,  G. 
Duncombe,  T. 
Dundas,  Adm. 
Dundas,  D. 
Dungannon,  Viscl. 
Elphinstone,  H. 
Ewart,  W. 
Ferguson,  Col. 
Ferguson,  Sir  R.  A. 


Pulsford,  R. 
Redington,  T.  N. 
Ricardo,  J.  L. 
Rice,  E.  R. 
Roche,  Sir  D. 
Ross,  D.  R. 
Russell,  Lord  E. 
Scholefield,  J. 
Scott,  R. 
Scale,  Sir  J.  H. 
Seymour,  Lord 
Smith,  B. 
Smith,  J.  A. 


Fitzwilliam,  hn.  G.W.    Stansfield,  W.  R. 


Stewart,  P.M. 
Strutt,  E. 
Talbot,  C.  R.  M. 
Tancred,  H.  W, 
Thomeley,  T. 


Aglionby,  H,  A. 
Aldam,  W. 
Anson,  hon.  Col. 


Attwood,  M. 
Bannerman,  A. 
Barclay;  D. 


Forster,  M. 
Gisborne,  T. 
Gore,  hon.  R. 
Granger,  T.  C. 
Grey,  rt.  hon.  Sir  G. 
Hallyburton,Lord  J .F.    Traill,  G. 
Hay,  Sir  A.  L.  Vane,  Lord  H. 

Heneage,  E.  Vivian,  J.  H. 

Hinde,  J.  H.  Wall,  C.  B. 

Hodgson,  R.  Watson,  W.  H. 

Hollond,  R.  Wemyss,  Capt. 

Horsman,  E.  Williams,  W. 

Howard,  hn.  C.W.G.    Wood,  B. 
Howard,  hon.  J.  K.       Wood,  C. 


Howard,  hon.  H. 
Howick,  Visct. 
Home,  J. 
Hutt,  W. 
Jervis,  J. 


Wyse,  T. 
Yorke,  H.  R. 

TELLERS. 

Hill,  Lord  M. 
Tuffnell,  H. 


Labouchere,  rt.  hn.  H. 

House  went  into  committee  pro  formdt 
and  resumed. 

The  Military  Preparations.  (Ire- 
land.)]   Mr.  Ewcart  mofed  for  a — 

^  Retani  of  the  cost  of  the  late  ea 
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.,.„ jlin  lo  "TbeRliulun 

Walerfbrd;    with   an  account  of  the  cautw  Sleam'd  down  I 

«hich  led  10,  and  ih,  re.ults,  if  any,  whicl>  at-        „    .^^^ed  tbt  — ticD. 

tended  the  aped.uon.  ,  Lord  ^  uprwud  hittKlf  M  1 

He  .aid,  that  b»  bad  been  led  to  oiake  ,^    j„  jj,^  ^^l-^  propo.«L     P«l 

the  moUon  fmrn  two  con.ideratioo.  ;  ore  ^^^J,^     -^^^  ^  MileirtiiB    iii  IIM  ij 

arnvmg  from  the  my.tety  which  iDYd'ed  jj,^  «p3iiioa.     But  od    thTSSb 

theexpedilion  and  perpleied  the  public;  ,ru,iod   iS«  hw.  Gentl«Bn   «mU  M 
the  other  the  ttpwliency  and  jastice  of  ^5,  „„^_ 

affording  the  GoTemment  an  opportunity;  •^  j,,  ^^^  ,^  U„t  „  ,^  ^^H,  ^^ 

of  explaming     and    jusMfy.ng    it.    pro.  .iiiiinilli lU llliltllwM^ 

ceediogfc     Tie  GoTernmeoi  had  been  ao-  f^^.    ^^  ^^^  ,,,^„  ^^  P«^C1 

cussed  ofaot  being  Bufficientlylrtihin  Its  ^t  preaent.     But  hs  miut  uy  iCaKMSb 

policy;  butheiauHBay.thatmoncaenae  ^^^y^  ^^^^^  ^  j,,^  pK«idii»rf3 

(and  that  not  a  wry  jMt  »en«  .0  which  OoTernmant         1     '    ^^  t^ 

the  term  waa  applied)  nothing  could  bo        Motion  withdrawn   ~  -  - 

more  Irish  than  ihair  conduct  on  the  pM.  ha|f  n^.t  om  o'clock, 
lent  occainu.    Indeed,  ti  might  be  nkl  '  ^____ 

that  they  were  UAenit  ipsit  HiitrmiorM.  ' ' 

He   must   slao  compliment  them  for  the  11 0  U  S  K    OF    1<  O  R  D  S, 

peculiar    felicity    wiih    which  they  had  Tuada  Jww  13   1843. 

choien  the  Rhadamaothus  aa  their  organ  ^^    '  "^ 

on  the  preseot  occuion.    They  had  senl     'j^^,  '  ■*»*  ^ 

it  to  coerce  a  wt  of  people  balbre  they 
knew  what  they  had  been  guilty  of;  and 
this  they  were  told,  on  high  authority,  waa 
the  peculiar  characteristic  of  Rhadamao- 
thus: "  Caitigatqtte  audilque  dolot."  He 
punished  first,  and  found  out  whether 
they  were  guilty  afterwardL  On  the 
whole  ha  hoped  that  the  noble  Secretary 
(Lord  Eliot)  would  enlighten  the  Houae 
and  the  Irish  people  on  the  object  and 
results  oF  the  expedition. 

Sir  Robert  Fed  said,  that  he  had  anti- 
cipated the  hon.  Gentlenan  in  his  quota- 
tion about  ibc  Rhadamanthus,  and  he 
hoped   that,  hariog  made  this  quotation 

andai.other.hewouldbeBatisfiod,witbout       Tiie  Prihcen  Apgust*    or  Ca» 

pressing  the  motion  to  a  diTi8ion,howeTer  BaiDoB.— The  QoskkN  MkwaoU  Oi 

desirous   he   might  be   to  ascertain   what  t|,e  molten  of  the  Duke  of   IVtOij^m^ 

were  iheobjcctsrf  the  e>ped.t»n  Her   Uajeaty'a  tMMge   on    fTS,  m 

Mr.   M.   J.  0  Qmnetl   said,  that  he  feaj^  rg,g  ^^j  -_  12B9.1  •* 

should  certainly  support  the  motion  of  tho        The  Doko  of  W,llmgbm-~Uf  hm*k 

hou.  GentleroaQ.    He   though!  the  Go-  1  rise,  agreeably  to  the  ootica  wfl 

vernmcnt  ought  to  be  able  to  give  aii  ac-  ^„e  to  jour  Loidshipaa  hw  aichte  «M 

count  of  their  motires  and  their  condiKt.  fo^  the  puipOBeofaubmiUinc  a  MopoS 

He  would  apply  to  them  ihe  remainder  of  j^  „,„r  l^^  Maiealy-s^oai   in^ 

a  line  which  had  been  quoted  already—  communicalioo  in*  read.      It  ■>  iM» 

" subigitquc  fdieii"  aible  that  yonr  Lotdthipa  or  tha  whd»  ¥ 

They  ought  to  be  made  to  confess  what  the  country  aboald   not   fed  a  lirah  wd 

they  had  contemplated  and  what  they  had  deep  interest   io  the  subject   wbtcJi  Btf 

accomplished.  Moat  Gracious  Hajeaty  has   nlMMtlad  k 

Mr.  Wysc  said,  that  nothing  had  filled  your  consideration.  It  is  impoasiUa,  v^i 

tba  people    of    Waierfbrd    with   greater  we  call  to  mind  the  excellent  qgKTuiM  if 

astonishment  than  the  expeditioa  in  qu«s-  her  Royal    Higl  t    ■flBhitity    ■ 

tion.     In  fact,  they  had  expressed  their  doubt  that  she  has        an  raoai  bvoac^ 

opinion  in  a  rhyme  which  was  current  in  impression  upon  iha        los  of  jomr  LaA 

the  papers,  aod  among  the  people :—  ships.     It  it  inE        c  tbu  yoor  U^ 


ins  ud  Pnlia  In  1 
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ship!  cannot  but  lake  a  great  interest  m 
the  bappineu  and  welfare  of  the  illuatrioua 
Princess  about  to  be  allied  to  hia  Rojal 
Higbeeu  Frederick  Herediiarj  Grand 
Duke  of  Mecklenburgh  Strclitz.  1  lejoice 
ID  ibe  auipicioui  marriage  which  ia  about 
to  take  place  with  a  Prince  for  wboae  qua- 
lities every  individual  who  efer  had  the 
honour  of  kaowii^  him  mual  have  the 
greatest  respect,  on  account  at  the 'affa- 
bility and  kindness  wbich  he  invariably 
msnifealed  to  all  who  approached  his 
Rojtal  Higbneti.  1  beg,  ray  Lords,  to 
move  in  answer  to  Her  Moat  Oracious 
Majesty's  message  an  address  to  thank 
her  Majesty  for  the  most  gracious  com, 
munication  which  it  has  pleased  her  Ma- 
jesty to  make  to  this  House,  relating  to 
the  intended  marriage  between  her  Royal 
Highness,  the  Princets  Augusta  Caroline, 
eldest  daughter  of  his  Royal  Highness 
ibe  Duka  of  Cambridge,  and  his  Royal 
Highness  Prince  Frederick,  Hereditary 
Grand  Duke  of  Mecklenburgh  StreliU; 
that  this  House  feels  the  most  lively  interest 
in  any  event  connected  which  can  contri- 
bu(«  to  the  happmesB  of  the  Royal  Family, 
and  wUI  concur  in  the  measures  which 
may  he  proposed  for  the  cooskleration  of 
the  House  to  make  a  suitable  provisian 
for  ber  Royal  Highness  on  this  occaaion. 

Earl  Forlescue  trusted  their  Lordships 
would  do  him  the  justice  to  believe,  that  he 
did  not  rise  upon  that  occauon  to  impoee 
the  motion  just  submitted  to  the  House 
by  the  noble  Duke.  The  contrary,  he 
felt  happy  in  expressing  hts  entire  con- 
currence in  the  obseTTations  which  had 
fallen  from  the  noble  Duk&  The  noble 
Duke  had  but  given  expression  to  those 
sentiments  of  respect  snd  esteem,  and  if 
be  might  use  the  term  good-will,  whkh 
Ite  felt  for  the  illustrious  persons  to  whom 
the  noble  Duke  had  referred.  He  wished 
t«  take  that  opportunity  howerer — the 
only  one  on  whicn  he  could  with  [O^priety 
refer  to  the  subject — to  call  the  attentioo 
of  the  Hoose  tu  other  parties  connected 
with  the  Royal  &niily;  partiae  whoae 
distress  asaocutted  as  it  waa  with  a  late 
afflicting  event,  certiinl^  entitled  them 
to  the  sympstlty  and  ktnd  oonsideratiOD 
of  tbeic  Lordahipa  a»d  tba  couotry.  He 
was  bound,  in  limi»e,  to  atate  that  be 
had  had  no  conununicatloo  aillwr  directly 
or  indirectly  with  aay  of  tba  partiea  ir>- 
tereeted  in  tliia  iMtter.  Tbey  were  all 
utterly  ignonat  of  th«  omum  which  he 
waa  aWit  ta  takio,  tb«  wnwibility  rf 
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whidi  for  good  or  for  ill  rested  solely  on 
If.  It  was  not  more  than  a  month 
back  that  the  noble  Duke  opposite,— 
arid  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  the  Prime 
Minister    of   the   country,    mofod    ad> 


condolence  to  her   Ufyeaty, 

■  ■    ■    "■•  -     -Hiali- 

j  the  I>ukQ  of  Sussex.      Upon   that 


I  the  lamented  death  of  his  Royal  Hial 


ucciudou,  both  the  noble  Duke  in  that 

Houia  and  the  Prima  Minister  in  the 

other    Houae    of    ParliaraaBti    expreiaed 

the  highort  tertna  their  seotimeois  of 

tjieot  for  the  memory  of  his  Royal  High- 

s».    The  sentimenta  ao  axpreased  were, 

he  believed,  shared  by  all.     AH  concurred 

in  the  tribute  iwid  to  the  high  and  varied 

.ttainments  which  his  Royal  Highness  had 

exhibited  during  life— to  the  liberal  and 

iiiio>tCDlatioiis  patronage  which  he    bad 

ifxt coded  to    aeience  —  to  his    exteniive 

iiity— and   to  hia    constant  efforts  to 

mote  all  those  object*  which  hethought 

ciili;ulated   to  advance  the    imjKovement 

'    happineu    of    bis   fellow-ocaturea. 

situation  of  bis  Royal  Highnesa  waa 

(lifl'erent  from  tliat  of  any  other  member 

of  the  Royal   family.     He  was  the  only 

Diiibei   of  the    Royat  hmily  who  had 

vcr    received  any  income  in  addition 

his   Parltamentary  grant,  and  if  he 

had    not    been    misinformed,    his    Royal 

Highness  up  to  the  age  of  thirty  did  not 

rccolve  that  Parliamentary  allowance,  but 

ivas  solely,  in  the  receipt  of  the  limited 

income  which  he  derived  from  his  father, 

George  3rd.     Under  these  circumstances^ 

was  necessarily  a  good  deal  embor- 

isaA,  and   these  embarrassmenta  conti- 

<m1  fiw  a  conuderable  period  afterwards. 

In  I931,his  Royal  Highnesa  married  Lady 

Ceculia  Underwood.    The  circumstances  Ot 

thi'ir  marriage  were,  he  (Earl  Forteacue) 

ticlieved,  known  to  bis  late  Majeetv  Wil- 

linm  4tb ;  but  for  reasons  of  which  he  was 

aware,  It  waa  not  thought  advisable 

ti)  laabe  any  pnblic  declaration  of  that 

vent.  It  was  hB  Royal  Higbnev's  Inten- 

inn,  however,  subBeqaent  to  the  marriage 

of  her  present  Majesty,  to  aakt  a  puhnc 

diH-'lsratimi  of  hia  Barriage,  and  if  no 

' '  —  proceeded  from  either  House  c^ 


Royal  Htghneas  would 
bc«i  entitled  to  consider  his  m 


lanfafB 
i(  tly  legal  Tho  Duke  of  SusMc  hd> 
lioivever,  by  the  peraoasion  of  his  wMb, 
alkindoned  that  determination,  in  oanae- 
queace  of  bar  Majesty  bavin|f  axprasnd 
her  wish  to  that  eflect,  and  hw  ialM- 
tuia  t»  cHtfar  upon  ladjr  Cwdift  Ui> 


The  PriiHXtt 
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derwood)  the  titlu  of  Duchess  of  Inver- 
ness. Though  the  marriage  of  his  Royal 
HigliDMs  WHS  not  held  valid  in  law,  iheru 
could  exist  do  douht  but  thiit  it  was  so  iu 
a  moral  point  of  vieiv.  His  Royal  Higb- 
uessi  by  a  former  marriage  with  I^y 
Augusta  Murray,  had  also  two  children, 
wbwe  chief  if  not  their  sole  income,  was 
the  allowauce  made  them  by  His  Royal 
HigfanesB.  He  believed,  that  a^r  the  sale 
of  all  his  Royal  Highness's  eflccts,  and  the 
payment  of  his  just  debts,  there  would  be 
nothing  left  for  the  maintenance  of  his 
family,  who  would  not  merely  be  <Ic|irivcd 
of  their  present  affluence,  but  even  of  the 
comforts  common  to  all  who  moved  in 
circles  iu  which  they  had  been  ac 
tomed  to  life.  He  well  knew,  that  no 
prmoeition  for  a  public  grant  of  money 
could  originate  in  that  Mouse,  but  he 
trusted  that  the  notice  which  he  had  drawn 
to  the  subject  would  excite  attention  in 
another  place,  in  which  a  proposition  for 
some  provision  for  the  parties  in  (luestion 
.  could  only  be  made. 

ThelDuke  of  Wellington:  My  Lords, 
the  moliou  which  I  bad  the  honour  to 
submit  to  your  Lordships  affords  your 
Lotdships  an  opportunity  of  discussing 
any  questions  connected  with  the  subject 
of  a  provision  for  the  Royal  Family,  I 
very  much  regret  that  the  noble  Lord  did 
not  give  notice  of  bis  intention  to  discuss 
the  question  which  the  noble  Lord  has 
brought  under  the  consideration  of  your 
Lordships'  Honsc.  If  the  noble  Lord  had 
given  that  notice  it  would  have  enabled 
those  connected  with  her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment to  have  spoken  wilii  some  au. 
ibority  on  the  subject.  The  noble  Lord 
has  only  done  justice  to  myself,  and  (u 
my  right  hon.  Friend  in  the  House  of 
Commons,  in  stating  that  wc  spoke  of  the 
late  illustrious  Duke  with  the  utmost 
respect,  and  that  both  of  us  enteitaiued 
the  sincerest  admiration  of  the  qualities, 
the  acquirements,  and*  the  life  of  his  late 
Royal  Highness.  For  my  part,  I  always 
felt  the  greatest  respect  for  him  ;  I  always 
GZperieDced  the  utmost  affability  and 
kindness  from  him;  I  respected  bis  virtues, 
and  I  felt  bow  much  he  was  esteemed  by 
the  people.  My  Lords,  1  had  no  know- 
ledge whatflver,  nor,  indeed  could  I  ac- 
quire any  knowledge,  respecting  his  dif- 
ferent marriages,  or  the  circumstances  to 
which  the  noble  Eail  has  adverted.  Of 
course,  therefore,  I  can  iu  no  way  be  pre- 
pared to  state  aoytbiDg  upon  those  sub- 


jects; and  your  Lon 

eicusc  me  for  not 

them  than  to  repeat   ■ 

Royal  Highnt 

that  any  friends  of  his  ■ 

any  state  of  difficulty.     It 

the  marriage  referred  to, 

riage  in  a  moral  point  of  i 

and  political  view  could  be  no  n 

a  member  of  the  Royal  faeulw,  i 

not  be  considered  as  sucb  in  disc 

question  of  this  kind  eitli  t  m  ibis  ( 

or  in  another  place,  wberc,    if  the  a 

were  discussed  nl  all,  it  n 

be  brought  under  more   dhiiioct  « 

deration. 

Lord  BrougkoM  frit  with  the  i_ 
Duke,  that  the  observaiions  of  tbea 
Earl,  though  clearly  pioceeding  Trm 
kindest  and  best  motives  that  auy  ■ 
heart  could  entertBiD,  yet  were  eat 
foreign  to  the  queation  before  the  IU 
The  question  was  one  in  which  hs  h 
the  House  would  unanimausly  i 
For  his  own  part,  he  entirely  appn . 
what  bad  fallen  from  the  noble  DnksJ 
respect  to  it,  and  he  should  give  lumi 
cordial  vote  in  favoor  of  tbe  n 
With  respect  to  what  had  fallen  froi 
noble  Earl,  having  had  ibe  I 
holdii:g  office  under  his  late  Majeuyl 
William  4th.,  and  the  ctrcumstannr 
ferrcd  to  having  then  bccu  btoughl  tk 
his  notice,  he  wished  to  be  undes  ' 
that  bis  silence  upon  this  occasion  w 
to  be  taken  as  an  assent  lo  ibe  Icgill 
trine  laid  down,  to  his  uiicr  astonia' 
by  his  noble  Friend,  t'ui  liter  1 
he  would  only  add,  that  he  bad  the  h 
respect  for  his  Royal  Highness,  i 
Dothiug  would  give  bim  more  aatiai., 
or  greater  joy  than  anythiiit;  which  c 
conduce  to  relieve  the  distii^is  m  whicbE 
was  stated  his  friends  Wbie  invoKi^ 

The  address  was  agreed  lu  nrm.  ^ 
and  was  ordered  to  be  lakcn  up  u>  te 
Majesty  by  the  Lords  with  white  n««s. 

Ciii-Rcnop  ScoTLAKDnKMrni  Bk.1  Tfa 
Earl  of  Alterdetn:  M^  l»rxls,  I  Ilstv  mw 
to  move  your  Lordafaips  Id  givi-  «  vn^ 
reading  to  a  bill  "  to  rt  ii»iTt:  dmihta  i^ 
spccting  the  admisHonof  Ministers  loW 

oefices  in  hkotland  ;"  and  if  I 

of  introducing  the  bill  to  '  he  I  lou^c: : 
earliest  moment  it  waa  p    bible  to  do  m,^ 

because  I  was 
for  it  the  benefit  oi  a 
ita  ititure  progtCMj  i      b  mtm  I 
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Church  of 
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a  most  sanguine  hope  that  the  adoption  of 
this  measure  will  be  the  means  of  produc- 
ing the  most  beneficial  effect  to  Scotland. 
My  Lords,   I  thought  it  probable-— nay, 
certain  —that  this  measure  would  entirely 
fail  to  give  satisfaction  to  either  of  the  ex- 
treme parties  by  which  Scotland  has  been 
disturbed  for  several  years  past.     I  felt 
that  by  the  non-intrusion  party  it  would 
be  denounced  as  Erastian,  and  treated  as  a 
delusion,  a  mockery,  and  as  utterly  worth- 
less;   whilst  by  the  opposite  party,  and 
those  who  by  a  whimsical  misnomer  are 
called  "  violent  moderators,"  I  felt  that  it 
would  be  denounced  as  nn  unnecessary  and 
an    unwarranted    interference    with    the 
rights  of  the  church.     But,  my  Lords^  I 
look  to  the  great  body  of  the  clergy,  men 
who  are  desirous  to  remain  in  the  church 
of  their  fathers,  and  to  continue  with  a 
safe  conscience  to  exercise  their  holy  func- 
tions; and  I  look  also  to  the  contentment 
of  the  people  for  whom  it  is  my  desire  to 
secure  that  right  which  they  so  highly 
value,  but  the  exercise  of  which  has  lately 
been  called   in  question^  and  exposed  to 
such   great  uncertainty  and  doubt.    My 
Lords,  not  long  ago  a  noble  and  learned 
Lord  opposite  styled  me  in  the  course  of 
one  of  his  speeches  an  "  eminent  non-in« 
trusionist."    For  my  part,  I  am  not  dis- 
posed  to  reject  the  appellation ;  but  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  will  probably  be 
not  a  little  surprised  to  learn^  that,  non- 
intrusionist  as  I  may  be,  I  am,  neverthe- 
less, by  the  leaders  of  that  party  as  bitterly 
reviled  as  he  is  himself.    I  can  assure  the 
noble  Lord   that  I  occupy  a  prominent 
place  in  the  non-intrusionists'  catalogue  of 
those  whom  they  think  their  enemies  and 
the  persecutors  of  the  church.     It  is  true, 
however,  that  upon  this  point  I  am  per- 
fectly careless.     Throughout  my   life    I 
have  always  endeavoured  to  promote  the 
welfare  and   prosperity  of  an  institution 
which    has    bestowed    such    incalculable 
blessings  on  the  country,  and  to  which  I 
myself  am  devotedly  attached.     I  think  it, 
indeed,  no  small  proof  of  my  devotion  to 
that  church  that  I  now  find  myself  oppos- 
ed to  my  noble  and  learned  Friend  on  a 
question  relating  to  the  interpretation  of 
the  law,  and  I  can  assure  my  noble  and 
learned  Friend,  notwithstanding  my  own 
strong  conviction,  and  notwithstanding  the 
support  which  that  conviction  has  received 
from  legal  friends  in  Scotland,  I  certainly 
should  not  have  placed  myself  in  that  po- 
sition were  it  not  for  the  nature  and  cha- 
racter of  my  cause.    My  Lords,  I  have 


already  said  I  would  accept  the  title  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  has  given   me; 
but,  further  than  that,  I  am  ready  to  de- 
clare  that  I  consider  it  a  fundamental 
principle  of  the  Church  of  Scotland,  that 
no  man  shall  be  intruded  on  a  congrega* 
tion  against  the  will  of  the  people  to  whom 
he  was  appointed.     But,  although,  my 
Lords,  I  admit  this,  and,  indeed,  I  could 
not  do  otherwise — for  this  principle  is  the 
principle  of  every  Calvinistic  church  ia 
Europe, — nevertheless,  I  do  not  hesitate 
to  interpret  that  principle  according  to 
the  dictates  of  reason  and  of  common  sense. 
I  do  not  regard  it  as  a  point  to  be  con- 
strued according  to  the  mere  will — the 
arbitrary  and  capricious  will,  of  the  people^ 
but  rather  as  a  matter  capable  of  being 
explained  and  judged  of.    This  I  believe 
to  be  the  way  in  which  the  principle  is  in* 
terpreted  by  every  church  in  Europe,  and 
that  this  is  the  true  interpretation  I  have 
no  doubt.    I  hold  in  my  hand  a  book  by 
Sir  W.  Hamilton,  which,  though  small  in 
bulk,  exhibits  much  learning  and  research, 
in  which  it  is  proved  that  this  is  the  prin- 
ciple on  which  the  law  is  founded.     I^  in 
this  House,  have  declared  over  and  over 
again,  that  this  was  the  interpretation  of 
Calvin  himself— that  it  was  the  interpre- 
tation of  Knox  and  the  fathers   of  the 
church,  and  that  it  has  been  the  interpre- 
tation of  the  Church  of  Scotland  ana  of 
her    Assembly;    but  the  author  of  this 
work  has  proved  that  such  was  the  prac- 
tice in  the  Church  of  Geneva,  in    the 
Church  of  Holland,  in  the  English  Church 
established  by  the  Parliament  in  1645,  and 
in  the  French  Calvinistic  Church,  which, 
not  being  the  established  church,   might 
possibly  have  been  governed  by  a  different 
principle,  and  the  result  of  his  inquiries 
and  observations  he  declares  to  be,  that 
the  Insertion  contrary  to  that  principle  is 
based  on  as  signal  and  me]anch(^y  a  per- 
version of  truth  as  is  to  be  found  in  the 
whole  series  of   religious    controversies. 
Having  thus  defended  the   principle,  I 
think  it  is  unnecessary  to  dwell  longer 
upon  this  point,  because,  as  most  ncMe 
lx)rds  know,  the  matter  has  been  finally 
decided  by  the  judgment  of  your  Lord- 
ships' House.    It  was  pronounced  by  the 
courts  below,  and  this  House  subsequently 
pronounced  a  decree  in  confirmation  oc 
their  judgment,  that  objection  to  the  |ire« 
sentee  without  reason  assigned  was  illeaal 
and  futile.      Such  being  the    case,  die 
question  then  comes  to  this — what  are  tbe 
objectioDs  which  can  be  admiUed.  and?  of 
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whtcli  the  chUfch  can  Uke  aogntwwoe? 
My  noble  uid  learned  Friend  in  tfae  judg- 
ment he  delirered  limited  tha  objectioni 
tiktn  to  any  preecntM  to  objOctioDB  appli- 
cable to  fail  life,  litanture,  bnd  doctrine. 
Ho  ftavQ  a  technical  Jnterpreiaiioa  to  the 
tenni  "qualified  pemn"  and  "  mlaiiterial 
qnalificationH."  Now  1  can  only  say,  if 
iUcli  be  the  adroitted  and  received  inter- 
pretation, my  mAAe  and  learned  Frieed 
will  lucceed  In  diseatabliiliing  tlie  whole 
Church  of  Scotland.  Your  Lordshipe  have 
Hen  how  numerouB  a  bndy  have  xealouily 
and  lincerely  interpreted  ilie  right  of  ob. 
jection  without  reown  aaaigned  a«  a  Bcrip' 
tural  and  legal  riglit ;  but  there  are  other 
parties  in  connexion  with  the  church  who 
only  a  few  dayi  ago  iwued  regulations  for 
the  adoption  of  their  mtnisten  ai  diame- 
trically  oppiwed  to  the  dictum  of  my  noble 
Friead  as  are  the  reasons  of  the  other  party. 
Erery  one  nf  those  reasons  are  equally  Ille- 
gal  and  inadmissible  according  to  the 
judgement  of  your  Lordships,  and  un* 
doubtedlv  both  parties  discanl  that  judge 
ment  and  adhere  tflRnciouity  to  the  views 
they  each  adopt.  But,  my  liOrdi,  this 
(|Uestion — the  interpretation  of  these  terms 
«f  "qualified  person,"  and  "  qual  id  cations 
of  presentation,"  was  not  a  point  argued 
here  nor  in  the  courts  below.  It  was  not 
necessary  that  it  should  be  argued,  for  tfae 
question  simply  was,  whether  the  chnmh 
had  the  power  to  divest  itself  »f  the  right 
■if  judging  nf  tha  qualiBcation,  and  cnuld 
delegate  to  any  portion  of  the  people  the 
right  to  nfuae  tM  party  prCMnied,  with- 
out Biaigoiiig  any  rason  far  suoh  nfiiid  ? 
I'liat  was  the  ptrint  argued  and  decided  in 
t)ie  courts  belott^— that  kas  the  point  ar- 
gued here,  and  the  other  question  waa 
uercr  argued  hers,  or  required  to  be  da- 
cidetl  here.  My  Lords,  it  is  no  doubt  true 
that  objections  to  the  qualificatioo  oC  the 
person  presented  oa  account  of  his  "life, 
lilcrntun:  and  doctrines,"  are  equally  an- 

f liable  in  the  Church  of  Scotland  as  in 
liat  of  England,  as  they  must  be,  indeed, 
to  ell  persons  offering  themselves  to  uader- 
talie  the  holy  offic«.  it  rouit  be  indispen- 
sable there  aa  hen  that  there  should  be 
morality  in  life,  ability  in  fiteraturc,  and 
orthotloxy  in  doctrine  on  tlic  part  of  the 
person  to  b>  inducted ;  this  is  as  indispen- 
sable itt  this  country  as  in  any  other  ;  and 
1  will  say  further,  that,  looking  at  the 
question  in  the  abstract,  it  is  quite  jHissihle 
that  this  may  embrace  all  that  in  the  ab- 
stract rmild  btf  possibly  requlreil  from  a 
pemon  about  to  assume  the  fuiHrOans  uT 
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then 


difieradt 
is  no 

irdalned 
to  a'  particular  liiing,  nml  bs 
qualified  fat  thst  iiring  and  tbe 
whrah  he  is  preeented  when  beta 
Here  there  openn  a  new  lield  of 
tion  necessary  for  such  a  person. 
land  he  doeft  ttnt  know  to  wbas 
may  be  oHainad,  or  how  far  be 
fitted  for  its  dutiesg  but  in 
the  presentalioa  is  diivcted  lo  « 
presbytery,  who  urc  to  judge  of 
fications  fin  ths  jiarticulnr  plana 

he  is  appointed.    And  let  ine  fiir  ft 

call  your  LordshipK'  iitteution  m  tha  tas 
of  presentation.  It  dcKribtm  uhl  all  ^ 
farms,  1  betien,  un?  >)niwii  in  Ak  ^M 
way—it  nominal.'*  such  a  perm  to  he  a 
miniatv  of  sueh  u  pariuli  or  ciiuRfa  "  all  te 
days  of  his  life,"  ;in<l  rciiinm  liM  un^. 
tcry  to  take  ct.t..i«...«  d  h»  ••  lit^  M*. 
raUire>  and  dooLrino,"  und,  having  tad 
him  qualified  fat  tlie  minirtry  "  of  tha«l 
churcn  or  paridi,"  to  uliuil  and  twaedva  to 
tbeveto.  It  is  not,  thurvifure,  lb*  ^^ 
qualifications  of  lifr,  liirntuni,  and  mms^ 
sati  that  arti  liKihod  to,  but  tba  fCMrt 
fitn<  of  the  pony  IW  the  parliculM  dwiA 
or  I  ah  to  whti-li  hit  is  to  ba  adaii^ 
Our  iitatntes,  in  fact,  say  nolUIna  i^ 
tha  litek  lilsratutc,  and  ductrinoafUM  ■» 
son  admitted — noihiiif;  wluU«v«  ;  |m  itts 
be  a  qualified  )>«nioii — and  iiialiftnj  to 
what?  Not.  oa  I  laiil  hvftin,  fw  tW» 
nistry  mordy,  btii  i'>ir  tito  |>Mti<;ular  mU 
to  which  he  is  prL-senicd.  'lliat  u  |hi  agi 
tifiea^n  which  ho  h1i»uIi1  pouEaa:  and^ 
sUlutas  preocribo  tui  uiher  quaLoatte 
further  than  that  iliu  (irubytcrj  itiauU  a 
examine,  and,  if  Iil-  be  fuaud  tn^jU, 
admit  the  presciitut)  to  tha  pwUik^k 
sututa  5th  Gaor^  Ivi,  i^s, 

"Tfiatthefaaiof  psr 
lake  certain  oaths  ihiill 
ri)[bl  or  the  preibyiiirf  i 
of  Eandidalss  for  udmii! 

It  also  usee  the  term  "  gifts 
ties" — they  an  to  b     '  '     " 
tion  of  any  of  Hie 

that  the  Intatprc  ~  "  ^ualHisW 

qnaliflrations"  is  lo  nr.  iml  |n  tba  ^» 
iHT  pro)>uscd  by  mi  lemml  l«tl 

My  noble  and  Irumni  n  tut  h^  ^^4Hf 
that  it  is necetsary  an  rr  rfiauli  o^V 


cni*  bcsn.  oUhnili 
i«t  iniBTfoeawSfcto 
p  try  the  qwatttMU* 
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pcnrible  latitude  of  objectioD  on  the  part  of 
the  people,  and  giving  tbe  entire  freedom 
of  jud^ent  to  the  preabytery.  [Lord 
Campbell :  "  Do  you  propoae  to  caahr  a 
iibemtn  arbUrium,"]  Noj  tot  the  tt/nan 
bedug  Tague  the  right  would  be  inopera- 
tive;  hut  a  iiftenunjudiciuni,  it  you  plette, 
obliging  those  entruEted  with  the  power  to 
state  their  olgectloni.  But  the  preshj'tery 
IB  both  bound  to  judge,  and  to  procoed  in 
its  Judgment  upon  the  principle  which  the 
Church  ha*  maintained.  The  point  not 
having  hem  raised  in  the  court  below  it 
wai  not  argued )  but  this  muab  ii  quite 
oleai,  that  1  believe  (hat  not  one,  or  scarcely 
Me,  if  anj,  of  the  judgel  in  their  elaborate 
judgment  has  laid  anything  of  a  eontrarj 
defDiiption,  or  hat  given  any  lupport  to  the 
doctrine  laid  doWn  by  my  noble  and  learned 
Friend  (Lord  Brougbatn)  ag  to  the  tachni- 
cal  and  limited  extent  of  QUalifioation.  But, 
I  am  quite  sure  of  thia,  that  a  great  major- 
ity of^  the  judges,  by  inipliMtion,  luve 
admitted  the  revertw  of  that  for  which  my 
noble  and  learned  Friend  contended  \  while 
the  very  letter  which  my  noble  and  learned 
Friend  read  the  other  day  from  Lord  Core- 
houle  omnpletely  oontradicti  hia  limited  ia- 
terpretation  of  the  term,  for  Lord  Core- 
houK  himself  says  in  that  letter  :— 

"  Relevant  olgeclions  to  the  prtwnte«  may 
be  Uhged  bifbra  Iha  Charch  conceniiDg  not 
DDly  hii  lire,  literatara,  and  dootrioe,  bat  lika- 


iitand  thelanguagein  which  heu  to  preach. 
That  is  certainly  a  very  obvious  necessity  : 
but  thiit  is  not  what  wai  contemplated  bj- 
the  declaration  of  insufficiency  (^Lterature, 
I  could  state  a  case  in  whidi  there  might 
be  too  much  learning.  In  Scotland  a  tnaii 
may  be  preHonted  to  a  particular  parish  for 
which  he  is  not  suitable.  Suppose  ft  minis- 
ter were  to  preuch  such  sermon*  as  thi.' 
three  by  Bishop  Butler  Upon  human  nature, 
which,  in  my  humble  opinion,  are  full  oi 
the  most  adrairvbte  ai^mentt  that  Wen.' 
e»er  perhaps  produced  in  a  pulpit ;  if  they 
were  delivered  to  a  congregBtlon  of  East 
Lothian  ploughmen  or  illiterate  person!, 
the  people  would  naturally  ny,  and  of 
course  the  presbytery  too,  diat  they  cmild 
not  understand  a  word  of  what  was  ad>- 
vanccd.  Would  that  be  insufficient  or  sof'- 
iicient  literntore,  for  it  would  be  perfectly 
unintelligible  to  that  particular  congrega- 
tionf  Tlierefure,  a  minister  beingdirectedtci 
that  particular  parish,  the  presbytery  would 
be  bound  to  Judge  anil  object  that  such  a 
minister  could  not  be  understood,  and  if  his 
mind  was  so  metaphysically  constituted  that 
he  could  preach  none  but  such  sermons,  hfr. 
would  be  utterly  unsuited  for  that  parish. 
I  say,  therefore,  that  the  doctrine  of  a  man 
being  suited  to  the  parish  to  which  ho  ik 
presented  has  so  invariably  been  acted  upon 
in  Scotland,  and  so  implicitly  received  by 
one  portion  of  the  church  as  well  ai  by  the 
other,  that  I  venture  to  affirm  that  there 
is  not  a  minister  in  the  churoh  who  would 
nut  adhere  to  and  maintain  that  podtion. 
It  become^  therefore,  indispensbbljr  naoe#> 
sary,  now  that  doubta  have  been  thrown 
upon  such  an  intorpretatlon  a*  that  which 
I  have  desoribod,  to  clear  up  those  doubts 
by  acquiescing  in  the  interpretation  which 
has  been  invariably  given.  I  am  sdre  that 
the  noble  and  learned  Lord  Will  admit  auoh 
to  be  the  case.  I  am  sure  that  ha  is  pre* 
pared  to  adroit  what  the  effect  must  be  if 
such  be  Dot  the  case.  I  am  happy  to  recol- 
lect his  declargiion,  which  leads  me  to  U- 
pect  that  he  will  endeavour  to  tranquilliie 
the  minds  of  those  persons  who  are  so 
dce|ily  interested  in  the  question  by  suIh 
scribing  to  that  interpretation ;  for,  even  if 
it  were  wrong,  I  think  this  is  a  case  in 
which  the  rule  CommunU  error  j'acit  jm* 
should  guide  urn.  Indeed  it  would  be  im- 
jKMsiblc  to  resist  thn  limited  modification 
of  the  rights  of  the  Church.  The  whole 
principle  of  the  settlement  of  the  ministry 
in  Scoiliind  is  composed  of  ihe  people  being 
entitled  to  object,  and  the  presbytery  to 
judge.     iViy  object  is  to  allow  the  greatest 


n  Uw-^hii  ioabUty  lo  perform  the  duties 
minister  from  blindness,  deafneu,  or 
defeciivs  utterance,  or  from  ift6rnlllies  pte> 
rcDtiog  bis  visitation  Of  the  people,  or  from  Mi 
ignoraoee  cX  the  tangiitgg  ofths  ra^orhy  of  hfi 
psriihioaers,  or  from  oecusary  iDd  nnavoM- 
4>1«  onnMCtian  with  secular  baidoess  to  a  grtat 
tilant,  and  I  believe  sobm  olhars." 

Some  other!  1  Now,  I  believe  that  i« 
Lhe  judgment  of  Lord  Corehouse  on  thft 
Auonteruder  case  ha  also  says  [•-* 

"  Every  other  known  objection,  whether  of 
canoB  law  or  our  own  law— and  they  are  tieariy 
identical— to  the  (tineu  or  Idoneity,  as  It  is 
L-alled  by  the  canonists,  or  to  ilie  elitibiltly  for 
office  would  be  enough ;  Ibr  eUtnpU,  Ibai,  in 
:4HlIand|  mlniiiars  do  not  oDdeiitand  tba 
Gaelic  laofuage,  or  dialeet  of  that  langaafe 
spoken  in  the  district,  or  that  Ihay  have  km 
weak  a  voice  for  the  size  of  the  <;burch." 

Wotild  that  be  admitted  in  Ebfiland  p 
No,  becauM  nobody  knows  to  what  Chinch 
'le  shall  be  appointed,  and  a  weak  voiaa  ii 
nB  good  as  a  strong  one  in  a  ssaall  ehunb. 
Bat  here  hotA  Corehoaie  laya  >• 

"No  sun  should  be  appointed  who  is  loo 


ChtlKk  of 


feeble  to  do  the  duty  of  a  highland  parish 
forty  miles  in  length,  or  of  a  lowland  parish 
coDtaining  30,000  inhabitants ;  all  this  is  ido- 
neity." 

What  is  idoneitj  i  A  nmple  anS  more 
bmiliar  word  will  gjve  its  meaning — it  is 
guitabkncss,  fitness.  This,  of  course,  he 
admits  is  a  point  for  the  consideration  of 
the  presbytery  to  which  the  person  is  pre- 
sented as  a  ([ualified  person  for  that  parti- 
cular parish.  The  other  judges  implied 
the  same  thing  ;  none  of  them  that  1  am 
aware — none  of  all  those  judges — and  we 
have  heard  enough,  not  too  much  of  their 
ability  and  of  their  learning,  held  a  con- 
trary opinion.  Lord  Jeffrey  and  Lord 
MonerieS*  adjudged  that  the  people  were 
entitled  to  object,  and  without  assigning 
any  reason.  Of  course,  then,  they  must 
ell  be  entitled  to  object,  if  they  asngned 
any  reason  j  but  even  those  learned  judges 
—and  Lord  Corehousc  was  one  who  pro- 
nounced the  judgment  below  which  was 
affirmed  here— all  appear  to  me  by  impli- 
cation to  admit  that  for  which  I  contend. 
My  noble  friend  read  a  letter  from  Lord 
Corehouse  some  time  ago,  and  with  refer- 
ence to  the  bill  now  on  your  Lordships' 
Table.  It  happens  that  this  very  morning 
I  received  a  letter  from  a  noble  friend  of 
mine  in  Scolland— a  very  influential  per- 
son, and  s  great  partisan  in  this  question — 
who  applied  to  me  to  make  the  bill  upon 
the  Table  much  more  of  a  non-intrusion 
character,  and  tn  extend  its  provisions  fur' 
ther  than,  I  believe,  my  noble  and  learned 
Friend  opposite  would  approve,  or  1  should 
myself  approve.  But,  in  the  postcript  of  his 
letter  he  says, — 

"I  was  with  Lord  Corehouse  yesterday. 
He  sayi  Ihe  hill  U  exactly  what  he  considers 
the  present  law  lo  be,  or  as  nearly  so  as 
possible." 

Now,  that  is  the  opinion  of  Ijyid  Core- 
house  as  applied  to  the  bill  on  the  1'able. 
[I^nl  Brougham  :  "  It  must  U;  Lord  Bel- 
haven  you  mean,  from  the  urcnmcy  of  the 
.state men tx.^  No  doubt  Lord  Bclhaveo 
may  be  of  that  opinion.  But,  if  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  wishes  for  another  opi- 
nion of  Lord  Corehouse,  he  shall  have  it. 
The  bill  on  the  I'ablc  is  the  same  as  that  1 
produced  three  years  ago;  ami  this  is  an 
extract  from  a  letter  written  to  a  mutual 
friend,  with  reference  to  my  former  bill  in 
IB40:— 
"  I  enclose  a  copy  of  I/ird  Alierdeen's  bill. 
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and    must  ilwayi  rentun 


What  doet  the  nomo  and  . 

aaytothat?  That  is  the  dphuoa  of  a^H 
whom  we  all  delist  to  lunoiu ;  ^|  ^ 
would  cheerfully  Join  in  pviagma^tA^ 
of  admiration  to  hii  Wmntg,  and  Ji^^ 
ment,  and  talent  as  «  lawyer.  B,  llg^- 
my  noble  Friend  ii  dianti^ed  with  ^i 
Corehouse's  opinion  on  the  preMM  I^LI 
hope  he  will  at  least  be  —riafiMJ  widiiH 
opinion  of  the  former  uie.  I  wn^  dM^ 
fore,  thai  by  the  invaiuUb  |Meilii>5 
principlesof  the  Church  of  ■^S'vl—J  m0 
man  is  presented,  when  cif.lnincJ,  i^  a  iw 
ticular  living  or  parish,  and  it  ^hvumh^ 
opens  the  ground  for  qiecial  oLjectinu  tw  b 

ged  againtt  his  admiKiou  to  thai  tivW 

pariah.  I  can  quote  on  this  portoflfa 
question,  an  extract  from  Lwl  M^mb) 
judgment  in  the  Auchterarder  esse  :— 

"  Suitableness  or  meatnesi,  (said  tka  ItM^ 
Lord)  "  for  the  situation  may  be  omaM  flt 
qualification*  of  apreunlc.;  aIucI.  ikc  fToifc 
may  inquire  into,  uetidei  eimiitnirig  iaui  t« 
life,  liieralure  and  convtriatiuri  ;  Ibnt  i^ 
they  must  inquire  into  the  miiicr  i! 
it  must  be  the  snhject  of  trial  by  th«4 
it  is  to  the  preibytery  thai  tl.e  Stair  m 
currence  with  the  Chaieh.  tits 
duty  of  examination  into  all  i|t< 
lificBtioiu  of  ministers." 

Is  not  that  conclunveM  to  ths  od^bim*! 
ibb  learned  Judge  that  aiher  ■"rtinfr 
be  uken  into  consiiletatioa  faaUi 
tions  to  the  life,  lit 
of  the  minister? 


iiiiruu*4  te 


the  general  tendency  of  i 
greut  majority  of  tM  ji 

that  of  the  great  body  i 

the  law  in  S^land,  does  am  'difla  ^_ 
this  subject ;  and  the  opinioaa  I  a«  ■■ 
expressing  are  dcddedly  thouc  uT  the  fap- 
officers  of  the  Crown,  under  whnae  i^BM> 
tion  and  supervision  the  raetuurF  t^  ^b 
concocted.  Only  a  fow  dity»  b)^i,  t]K|» 
sent  Lord  Justice  Clerk,  in  dcndinc  aiM 
afiectinga  presentee  to  whum  objt^rtM^U 
been  urged  on  account  of  pbvnca]  ^^m 
in  the  Court  of  SeanoD,  imd^  ucx^hvA 
pronouncing  judgment,  mnrc  ilun  «n 
emphatically  to  declare  tlmt  it  ,,^  ^ 
[Inty  of  the  presentor  to  »■-<'  ilim  t)^  __ 
was  St  and  suitable  and  oiimpvltmt  fig  fc 
particular  parish  to  which  lu:  waa  Mpa^ 
ed  ;  and  thu  two  other  Jutlgt.-*,  Liot3a^^ 
duwbaak  and  Medwini  'joiU  comtmi^ 
Thin  hap))ciied  two  or  thrvc  weefca  m«^ 

ffsreni  from  I  «"«''  '""  '"^n  (>"«  '"  s  opiaioa.  Mia. 

di^i'l..r.iioiy  I  «  this  pmnt  hod  been  i        «d  .t^  4iv( 


it  stands  at  present,  I  in  this  Mouse;  no  nun 
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implicitly  bow  to  the  decision  of  noble 
Lords  than  I  should ;  and  I  really  think  it 
is  the  greatest  tribute  it  is  possible  to  con- 
cede to  the  learning  and  integrity  of  the 
noble  and  learned  personages  who  have 
successively  occupied  the  Woolsack,  that 
the  people  of  Scotland  should  be  so  uni. 
versally  satisfied,  as  they  are,  with  your 
Lordships*  appellate  jurisdiction,  though 
they  bring  their  causes  to  be  heard  by  a 
judge  comparatively  ignorant  of  the  law  he 
administers — as  he  must  be  if  it  be  at  all 
like  that  we  have  heard  described  ;  and  not 
only  comparatively  ignorant  of  that  law, 
but,  having  a  degree  of  prejudice  against 
it,  and  a  preference  to  that  which  is  more 
peculiarly  his  own.  Nevertheless,  the 
people  of  Scotland  are  and  always  have 
been  perfectly  satisfied  of  the  justice  and 
wisdom  of  your  Lordships'  decisions  in  all 
these  cases.  But  then  it  is  a  decision — a 
solemn  judgment  with  which  they  are  thus 
satisfied,  and  not  with  a  mere  obiter  dictum : 
and  I  am  sure  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
opposite  must  see  the  force  of  the  distinc- 
tion. Nor  must  your  Lordships  be  sur- 
prised if  they  defer  to  the  opinions  of  men 
who  have  made  tliis  law  the  study  of  their 
lives,  and  who  are  distinguished  by  their 
abilities,  until  those  opinions  have  been  set 
aside  by  stronger  judgments.  If  by  the 
law  and  constitution  of  this  country,  we 
were  compelled  to  appeal  from  all  the 
Courts  of  Westminster  Hall  to  those  of 
Paris,  I  am  sure  my  noble  and  learned 
Friend  on  the  Woolsack  and  noble  Lords 
opposite  would,  most  undoubtedly,  be  dis- 
posed to  acquiesce  in  a  matter  of  Eng- 
lish law  to  the  Courts  of  Westminster 
until  they  should  be  set  aside  by  the 
superior  judgment  and  ability  of  the  Garde 
des  Sceaux.  The  bill  on  the  Table  is 
the  same  which  I  introduced  three  years 
ago,  and  which  was  read  a  second  time  in 
this  House.  No  doubt  it  would  have 
passed  altogether  if  I  had  persevered  in 
pressing  it  forward ;  but  I  abstained  from 
doing  so,  and  I  think  it  right  now  to  say, 
that  the  noble  Viscount  then  at  the  head 
of  her  Majesty's  Government  never  pro- 
nounced any  opinion  adverse  to  that  bill. 
On  the  contrary,  he  said  in  his  place  that 
he  never  had  said  a  word  to  prevent  him 
from  taking  possession  of  the  bill  if  he 
thought  proper,  but  he  opposed  it  because 
he  thought  its  introduction  at  that  moment 
inopportune.  Over  and  over  again  the 
noble  V^iscount  declared  that  he  would  not 
give  any  adverse  opinion  upon  it,  though 
be  did  not  support  it.  I  lament  that  ex- 
V0L.LX1X.     {2-2} 


ceedingly.  No  doubt  the  noble  Viscount 
did  what  he  thought  was  right ;  still,  if  he 
had  found  it  possible  to  give  his  support  to 
that  bill,  I  believe  that  the  lamentable 
transactions  which  have  taken  place  in  the 
Church  of  Scotland  would  never  have  hap- 
pened. That  is  my  sincere  belief;  and  of 
those  who  opposed  it  in  this  House  so  uni- 
versally— for  my  noble  Friend  the  noble 
Marquess,  who  has  left  us,  and  the  Church, 
too,  I  am  sorry  to  say,  was  not  present 
during  the  discussion  on  that  occasion^ 
none  voted  against  that  bill  on  any  other 
ground  than  because  it  did  too  much.  I 
hold  in  my  hand  a  list  of  400  Ministers  of 
the  Church  and  elders,  who  signed  an  ap- 
probation of  that  bill.  They  are  all  mem- 
bers of  the  Church  at  this  moment,  and 
most  of  the  ministers  are  members  of  the 
Assembly,  including  the  learned  moderator 
and  the  most  conspicuous  members  of  the 
Assembly.  The  declaration  in  favour  of 
the  bill  of  1840,  signed  by  these  400  min- 
isters, is  to  this  effect. 

*'  We,  the  undersigned  ministers  and  elders 
of  the  Church  of  Scotland,'' 

There  are  2,000  elders— 

''  desirous  of  making  known  our  opinion  of 
the  measure  proposed  by  Lord  Aberdeen,  as 
contained  in  the  bill  for  removing  doubts,  &c., 
do  declare  that  in  our  opinion  the  measure  is, 
on  the  whole,  perfectly  accordant  with  the 
principles  of  our  establishment.'* 

The  General  Assembly,  just  before  they 
were  prorogued,  issued  regulations  for  the 
admission  of  ministers  into  benefices,  and 
these  regulations,  without  any  concert  with 
me,  actually  comprise  the  whole  substance 
of  the  measure  which  is  on  your  Lordships* 
Table,  and,  therefore,  there  can  be  no  doubt 
that  they  approve  and  adopt  the  provisions 
of  this  measure.  The  bill  provides,  that 
when  a  presentee  shall  be  appointed  be  is  to 
preach  m  the  parish  church,  notice  of 
which  shall  be  siven  that,  if  any  one  or 
more  male  pari^ioners  of  full  age  have 
any  objection  of  any  kind  to  the  person  so 
presented,  or  any  reason  against  his  settle- 
ment in  that  parish,  or  ajsainst  his  gifts 
and  qualities  for  the  cure  of  the  parish,  and 
which  do  not  infer  matter  of  charge  against 
the  presentee,  the  presbytery  must  receive 
such  objections  and  reasons  in  writine, 
which  shall  be  without  delay  fully  consi- 
dered and  disposed  of  by  the  presbytery,  by 
whom  they  are  to  be  cognosced  and  deter- 
mined on  judicially.  I  know  it  may  be 
objected  by  some,  and  particularly  by  a 
noble  Friend  of  mine,  who  takes  a  great 
2  Z 
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interest  in  this  qnestioiit  and  , 
grent  knowledge  of  the  fubject,  that  if  the 
objectiona  of  "one  or  more"  were  to  be 
admitted,  if  two  persoDi  might  be  able  to 
defeat  the  lettlemeiit  of  the  presentee, 
whnt  are  the  objects  aougfat  tn  be  obtained? 
That  fit  and  properly  qualified  peraoni 
lihoiild  be  appointed  to  tbe  cure  of  pariihea. 
But  of  their  fitnen  the  preibjtery  are  to 
judge.  If  the  principle  of  election  be  ad- 
mitted, it  is  obvioui  that  for  the  objectiona 
of  one  or  two  to  prevail  againKt  the  major- 
ity would  be  an  abcurdity.  But  there  is 
nothing  of  an  election,  for  it  is  the  presby- 
tery who  arc  to  judge  whether  the  objec- 
tions be  good  or  bad,  and  the  objections 
only  bring  into  action  Lha  functions  of  the 
presbytery.  Even  if  the  objection  come 
not  from  a  parishioner,  but  from  another 
qnurter,  the  presbytery  would  be  still  bound 
to  judge.  Collation  comprises  trial,  esn- 
mination,  ordination,  and  induction ;  all 
are  comprised  in  that  term,  snd  from  what- 
ever qunrtcT  nn  objection  may  come  the 
|)rcsbytery  are  bound  to  judge  uf  it.  Now 
if  the  abjection  be  a  good  one,  what  signi- 
fies whether  it  come  from  one  or  two,  or 
from  100  to  200?  The  objection  is  the 
same,  and  the  presbytery  are  to  deal  with 
the  objection  on  its  own  merits,  and  not  in 
respect  to  the  quarter  whence  it  comes,  or 
the  party  who  put  it  forth.  But  I  do  not 
deny  that  numbrrs  are  a  very  iraporlanl 
('lcn)ent  in  some  objections,  not  as  to  the 
life,  literature,  and  doctrine  of  the  presen- 
tee, becsose,  take  tho  ease  of  a  person  pre- 
sented to  a  large  parish  and  a  large  church, 
who  had  a  feeble  Toiee;  if  one  or  two 
pariahioncrs  were  to  corae  to  the  presby- 
tery and  saT,  "we  cannot  hear  the  preacher," 
tho  presbytery  might  reply,  "perhapayou 
are  denf  or  do  not  pay  attention."  But  if 
half  the  parish  should  make  tbe  same  com- 
plaint, numbers  would  add  materially  to 
the  weiftht  of  such  an  objection;  and  so 
with  many  othert,  and  all  these  obji-rlions 
nro  thus  t:iken  out  of  the  limited  atid  tech- 
nical  sense  assigned  to  the  term  by  my 
noble  Friend.  So  as  to  an  objection,  which 
will  not  pnilmhly  \k  nncommon — name!*, 
that  a  p;ir>ii-u1iir  pretirher  fsiled  to  edify  ; 
that  of  itself  would  be  no  nhj.Ttion  nt  all 
if  made  by  one  or  two  persons  only,  and 
would  deterre  no  attvniiim  ;  but  if  it  was 
to  he  al]ege«l  by  the  gt*ai  Imdy  of  the 
)>nri.<hioners,  i'On»i«ting  of  well  tti^-poKd 
prsonii.  and  wiw  confirmed  by  th.-  experi- 
■  nil"  nnil  knuwledi?"  I'f  the  pre>h*ier».  it 
I'-nihl  be  iin  objefiinn  whiih would diserre 
■'■••iition  and  would  alwavt  re(*iTt>  it.     In 


{LORDS} 

the  next 


Seotlmi  Hmtftm 


.  tber     re  I1iam«riM- 

voured  to  pioride  i  Banui  kpnrf 

weight  shmiU  be  given  to  tnmtm  fc 
providet  that  tbe  pndsjrteiT  mt  AmA 
court  to  whiah  the  tH^ecliaa*  afasll  tmm. 
ferred  to  be  oagiMMced,  afaall  be  taflbmSmi 
tu  inqnire  into  the  wliole  txtrumma^m^ 
the  paridt,  and  the  chamber  mttA  aoriK 
of  the  perxmi  by  wfamn  the  ol>jecti«M^ 
rcoions  are  preferred,  and  if  the  pn^tf* 
shall  be  found  not  qn&liBcd  or  not  nd^b 
for  that  particular  perish  tbe  prvtbflaj  ■ 
court  shall  prononnct  to  that  eflect.  mi 
shall  set  forth  the  Special  ^TmiiMU  ups 
which  the  judgment  u  founded.  Thtse  b 
a  security  againtt  any  arbttimrr  and  majm 
decision,  in  the  neceasttr  of  ^lecifr^lk 
grounds  on  whidi  the  judgnacnt  b  fawyriL 
and  the  finding  that  the  preaentcv  ■  M 

aaalified  for  a  partunliir  pwUt.  It  MOV 
lere  may  be  pcNrihle  cMee  of  hhJibb 
adjudieettoii.  Why,  cverr  eoort  mmt  •!« 
its  powen ;  but  it  ii  to  be  prewMwI.  im 
the  tribunal  will  not  ahandoa  it>  d«r  • 
far  as  to  render  any  fitrtlser  peMectfaa'a.  ' 
oeasary.  The  thing  b  barelv  pemb)^  !■  I 
it  it  not  to  be  prmmed  ;  at  oil  ewola  ll» 
can  be  no  better  Kcnrity  thnn  the  tmmt 
of  public  opinion  M>d  (be  speriBiMiatf 
the  ground*  of  ofafeeiinn,  whidi  wB  b 
quite  sufficient  to  Kriirc  thr  pi^HM 
fmm  any  injnitice.  The  reml  it«fa*  ri 
condition  of  the  people  i«  tnobjen;  ttek, 
their  whole  concern,  and  privilc^.  ad  i^ 
— to  make  objeeiioni.  If  tb«y  bavr  mKf  ^ 
Jectioni  to  une.  The  doty  of  tbe  wntf. 
tery  u  to  Jndge;  nta.  tberirfor*.  «M« 
the  objectkaa  are  mede  by  nmj  or  hf  ft^ 
the  functions  of  the  [■laibjugi^  m>  ft 
same;  and  thepnMctioa  Ia  theoM^tt 
is  in  my  opinioa  ndcieat.  Th*  ■■ 
clause  prondes  that,  if  (h*  pw^bwia 
of  opinion  that  the  otifretimu  art  Mt 
founded,  they  diall  lepd    the  sm 

subject  to  appeal,  dwll  ptocvn)  to 

and  admit  the  preaenlee.  My  Li^  ( 
have   thought   it  rujit    In    the    UmI| 

elause,  ndtwithetan^Bfc  tbe  jod) '-" 

nounoed  by  ihia  House  and  no* 
with  by  the  General  Assembly, 

the  vetffc     I  bund  hi  wy 

with  tbe  rev.  Gentlsnaen,  ibat  It  OTt 
!!Teat  object,  in  some  farm  or  atWi;feifr 
reeily  to  establish  the  veta  ;  aad  i  MM 
that,  in  nrJer  to  pievrnt  aitd  abeMttf 


iloubt  and  difficulty 
better  to  intmdui*  l1 
that  it  shall  not  be  las 
iir  other  ei-elesiastieal 
pre«ntfe  upon  the 


Ismgw.  It  ^ft 
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sent  or  difilike  expressed  by  any  part  of  the 
a)ngregaUon  of  the  parish  in  which  he  is 
presented,    and   which  dissent  or  dislike 
shall  not  be  founded  upon  objections  or 
reasons  to  he  fully  cognosced,  judged  of^ 
and  determined  in  the  manner  aforesaid  by 
the  presbytery  or  other  eodesiasticul  court. 
The  appeal,  of  course,  in  such  cases,  can 
only  be  to  the  superior  Church  courts.    In 
judging  of  the  qualifications  of  a  presentee, 
the  Church  alone  can  decide,  and  it  must 
be   to  the  superior  Church  courts  exclu- 
sively that  an  appeal  can  lie^  provided  only 
that  the  presbytery  acts  within  its  compe- 
tency as  a  judicatory  of  the  Church.     This 
1   have  introduced,  not  because  1  think  it 
necessary,  because  in  case  of  any  excess  the 
civil  courts  are  competent  to  interfere.   For 
instance,  suppose  the  presbytery  should  re* 
ject  a  presentee  because  he  had  accepted 
the  presentation  from  a  patron,  that  would 
be  no  reason  for  any  presbytery  to  reject  a 
roan  ;  as  a  presentee  can  only  come  before 
a  presbytery  by  means  of  a  presentation  by 
law,  such  a  rejection  would  be  illegal ;  and 
in  case  of  any  other  excess  of  power^  it 
would  be  equally  competent  to  a  patron  or 
presentee  to  bring  the  question  before  the 
Supreme  Court.     How,  it  may  be  asked, 
should  it  be  done  ?    Nothing  can  be  more 
easy  than  for  the  presentee  or  patron  to 
bring  it  by  way  of  declarator  as  in  the 
Auchterarder  case ;  or  of  reduction,,  as  in 
the  Strathbogie  case;   or  of  interdict,  or 
any  other  mode.    8o  that  although  there 
is  an  appeal  to  the  Church  courts^  that  does 
not  oust  the  jurisdiction  of  the  civil  courts 
where  the  former  exceed  tb^   powers. 
The  last  clause  is  merely  to  quiet  the  ap< 
prehensions  of  those  gentlemen,  and  secure 
their  right  of  possession,  who  are  placed  in 
parishes  under  the  Act  of  Assembly  of  May 
1835^  which  never  was  legal.    This,  there, 
fore,  roy  Lords,  is  the  bill ;  and  I  must  say> 
that  if  it  should  be  adopted,  J  believe  it 
will,  and  1  know  it  will,  do  much  to  retain 
in  the  Church  a  very  numerous  body  of 
ministers  who  now  are  in  suspense,  and 
who  can  then  continue  their  functions  with 
safe  consciences ;  and  1  know,  roy  Lords, 
that  it  will  prevent  the  great  body  of  the 
people  from  following  those  ministers  who 
have  seceded  from  the  Church.     These  are 
objects  of  paramount  importance,  which 
your   Lordships,   I  trust,   will  secure,  by 
giving  effect  to  this  bill.    I  will  now  say  a 
few  wunls  respecting  the  secession  which 
has  already  taken  place.     My  Lords,  this 
in  uiidnuhtedly  an  event  of  great  import- 
ance, the  ransequences  of  which  it  is  not 


possible  at  present  to  foresee ;  but  although 
we  may  lament  the  occurrence,  and  think 
that  it  has  proceeded  from  most  erroneous 
and  mistaken  views,  it  is  impossible  not  to 
do  justice  to  the  disinterestedness  and  pu- 
rity of  motive  of  those  who  have  seceded. 
When  your  Lordships  recollect  that  these 
men  have  sacrificed  every  secular  j^ood  they 
possessed,  and  cast  themselves  upon  the 
wide  world,  trusting  only  to  the  precarious 
support  of  voluntary  contributions^  aban- 
doning wealthy  station,  and  the  respectable 
position  they  held  in  society,  I  think  it  is 
impossible  for  anyone  to  withhold  his  sym- 
pathy from  them,  however  mistaken  they 
may  be    In  their  case  we  must  admit  that 

^— the  light  that  led  astray 
Was  light  direct  from  heaven/' 


My  LordSj  I  have  not  an  accurate  ac- 
count of  the  number  of  ministers  who  have 
seceded ;  I  believe  about  240  have  left-— 
seceded  from  the  Churchy  being  nearly  one* 
fourth  of  the  whole  number.    1  think  about 
200    unendowed   but  ordained   ministers 
have  also  joined  them,  making  altogether 
440  or  450  ordained  ministers,  including 
parochial  and  unendowed  ministers*  being 
more  than  one-third  of  the  whole  Church 
of  Scotland,  certainly  a  large  and  alarming 
proportion,     NeverUieless,   I  do  not  con- 
sider that  this  secession  will  be  attended 
with  such  fatal  consequences  as  some  ap« 
prebend   from  it.     I  trust  that    the  re- 
newed exertion,  the  increased  zeal  and  de« 
voiioa  of  the  ministers  of  the  Established 
Churchy  which  are  now  doubly  neeessarva 
will  fill  die  void«    That  there  will  be  a  di^ 
minution  of  the  influence  of  the  presby- 
terian  religion  in  Scotland  1  have  not  the 
slightest  apprehension,  for  those  who  have 
seceded  are  zealous  presbyterians,  and  those 
who  reroain  will  be  incited  to  exercise  their 
ministerial  functions  with  greater  assiduity, 
and  in  a  still  more  exemphry  manner;  so 
that  I  do  not  in  the  least  expect  a  diminu- 
tion of  the  influence  of  religion  on  the 
great  body  of  the  people.     But  this  seces- 
sion brings  with  it  one  consolation— -name-i 
ly,  that  it  was  inevitable.    It  is  quite  im- 
possible for  any  man  to  doubt  that  the 
cause  of  the  present  secession  has  ceased  to 
be  a  question  of  intrusion  or  non-intrusion. 
I  think  the  bill  on  your  Lordships'  Table 
will  satisfy  you  that  it  contains  no  provision 
which  any  reasonable  man  can  object  to. 
But  the  claim  asserted  of  spiritual  inde. 
pondence  is  one  which  is  utterly  inadmissi- 
ble in  any  country  under  any  Government 
which  recognizes  an  Established  C-hurch. 
2Z2 


u\s 


Chunk  Iff 


{LORDS} 


SeU 


The  true  spiritual  independence  of  tbe ,  principlfl,  ud  mna  oob 
Church  nobody  quettioni ;  it  is  recognized  j  did  »i  u  tbey  had 
bj  all  penan*  and  all  tribunaU,  and  no  one  |  sive  obedience  priodple. 
endearoura  to  diniiniafa  the  recofrnition  of  r  muit  now  become  a 
that  spiritual  independence.  But  thejr  i  llie  venerable  ud 
daim  to  deodc  what  i>  spiritual  and  what 
is  civil.  The  Church  admitted  that  it  had 
no  control  over  civil  mattere,  which  it 
abandoned  to  tbe  utatc  tmd  the  civil  autho- 
rities ;  but  it  claimed  to  decide  for  itself 
what  was  civil  and  what  was  ecclenastical, 
which  would  give  to  the  Church  a  domina- 
tion which  it  is  impossible  for  any  state  to 
permit.  To  show  how  impracticable  it 
would  have  been  to  prevent  a  secesrion 
founded  upon  such  principles,  1  ask  what  it 
was  they  complained  of — why  they  com- 
plained of  the  judgments  of  the  civil  tribu- 
nals— the  judgments  of  those  whose  de- 
clarations of  the  law  »re  ]iranounced  with- 
ont  doubt  and  universally  received  without 
hesitation.  They  stated  that  they  were 
unable  to  remain  in  the  Church  were  such 
declarations  to  be  coniinned  as  tbe  law.  Of 
course,  then,  to  please  these  gentlemen,  it 
is  indispensable  that  the  law  should  be 
altered  which  had  been  already  so  much 
perverted  and  abused.  The  sort  of  pream- 
ble which  it  would  be  necessary  to  attach 
to  an  act  of  Parliament  to  satisfy  them, 
must  say,  that  whereas  the  seccdcrs  declared 
in  their  claim  of  rights  that  the  latv  courts 
had  in  numerous  and  repeated  instances 
stopped  beyond  the  province  allotted  them 
by  the  constitution,  anil  within  which 
alone  their  decisions  could  be  held  to  de- 
clare tbo  law,  or  to  have  the  force  of  law, 
deciding  not  only  civil  but  ecclesiastical 
and  spiritual  cases,  and  that,  too,  where 
the  cause  did  not  refer  to  the  exercise  of 
the  right  of  patronage — thus  invading  the 
jurisdiotirm  and  encroaching  uixin  llic 
spiritual  privih'gcs  of  the  Church,  in  defi- 
ance of  the  slatutcs  and  laws  of  the  kinj;- 
dom,  lie  it  tlicrefnrc  enacted.  This  Kan 
tlii'ir  oflicial  public  declaration  and  nm- 
tcKt,  and  oi-cording  to  it,  unless  redress 
should  1k!  iiffi'rcd,  they  could  not  have  con- 
tinued to  remain  in  the  Church.  No  Iji>- 
gislaturc  could  tolerate  such  pretensions  for 
a  idngic  moment.  Indeed,  rather  than 
Konctioii  siirJi  mimstrotis  claims  as  were  set 
up  by  this  party.  I  believe  and  declare  that 
it  would  lie  belter  that  the  estnhlishnieut 
itself  should  I>e  alxiliihed  altogether.  But 
thcRC  persons  in  scrcdin';  have  dcclart-d  that 
they  ilu  HO  upon  the  principle  of  the  estab- 
lishment. Now,  th>»  iip|H.-ar!:  to  lie  some- 
what like  a  coutrndietinn  in  Ifrinit.  'lliey 
seceded,  they  said,  upon  tbe,  r-t-iWUkm-jnt 


first  presided  at  thsir  i  ^ 

ously  preued  upon  them  tnadbHBli^ 
establishment  principle,  md  to  nJMkAi 
notion  of  heeoming  k  volmilazj  ^knA 
I  hope,  at  the  nme  time,  tlwt  thsf  «fli» 
uin  that  charitable  and  mild  b)^  idtt 
pervaded  the  language  aid  a, 

remukable    and  dittingDiahed    l „ 

whom  I  have  referred  ;    Vit  I  ■■  ■ 
that,  like  many  other  ^uitiatar^c 
they    are    destined    to    display 
bittemem    and  raacoar    tbas'l 
wish   for  tbe  peace   of  tbe  "^. 
their  success,  ai  pramulgatorB  of  i 
truth,    will    like  to   ace  rxhT '    ' 
deed,  one  leading  man  atmng  Ukm,  fl 
chief  legal  adviser,  baa  declared  tlntl 

liament  would  never  have    

as  it  had  done  Scotland,  and  he 
doubted  whether  it  mi, 

agitate  for  a  repeal  al 

This  is  not  all.     One  t£  Uwir  cUi 

siastical  leaden,  and  one  at  tbe 

able,  and  influendalsniocigUiaan.aa^l 
ever,  the  dittinguiihad  num  tawbon'" 
referred,  but  another— has  dwluvd  i 

is  his  deliberate  opinion  lliai  all  ■ 

should  be  avoided  with  Ibc  memben  of  ife 
Established  Churdi,  and  that  it  wovH  It 
even  better  not  to  attend  the  wonhb  rf 
God  at  all  than  to  profit  by  tbe  ni^^ 
tions  of  a  member  of  the  cataUiAa^ 
And  this  was  tbe  way  in  whifh  ■  t^iA 
was  talked  of  which  tlicy  bad  cMiIy  M 
twenty-four  hours  before,  and  left,  ton,  ■ 
on  account  of  any  repix'hmiiilile  ■!— .^ 
maintained  by  it— atill  li-sa  im  amMatsf 
anything  like  persecution,  butraerclyb- 
cause  the  gentlennen  in  quvsiioa  ««t 
unable  U>  persuade  their  br«tnn-n  lov^te 
the  law  of  the  country,  and  tu  adaat^M 
strange  impracticable  noiiniu  a(  in^^^' 
cnce,  incompatible  with  the  ntainie^HBtf 
any  establithmcnt  whattrer.  |  lama** 
indication!  of  a  linium  aaJ  Mtf 
siiirit  against  the  cstaMukaMnt,  and  I  ^m 
thta^Bct  <tf*« 


that  retleetion  upon 

leadens  may  produce  kWs  cBcet  n  ^  to 

deluded  men   whom  thry   have  Ird  ■■ 

their  present  situation.     .At  all  i 

great  objeit  of  the  L^  iMatr  i 

(iovem     nt  ought  to  be.  m  r. 

11  remain  faithful  to  the  j 
;  aw 
■     c     U  md 
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is  anxiously  expected  by  the  country. 
With  these  observations,  my  Lords,  I 
move  the  second  reading  of  this  bill. 

The  Earl  of  Rosebery  and  Lord 
Brougham  rose  together ;  the  latter  gave 
way,  and  the  noble  Earl  said,  he  felt  anx- 
ious that  his  noble  and  learned  Friend 
would  permit  him  to  take  that  opportunity 
of  addressing  the  House  on  the  question 
then  under  their  consideration.  As  he 
wished  to  make  a  few  remarks  on  the  ge- 
neral principle  of  the  bill,  he  hoped  his 
noble  and  learned  Friend  would  forgive 
him  for  the  interruption,  as  his  noble  and 
learned  Friend  would  soon  have  the  power 
of  speaking  upon  the  legal  parts  of  the 
measure.  He  had  given  the  subject  ma- 
ture deliberation  for  the  last  three  years, 
since  this  bill  had  been  first  proposed,  and 
he  came  to  view  the  matter  entirely  free 
from  prejudice.  He  acknowledged,  as  he 
had  always  done,  that  his  noble  Friend 
who  had  brought  forward  this  bill  was  pe- 
culiarly fitted,  from  his  position  and  con- 
nections, to  deal  with  this  subject;  and  if 
he  had  been  so  when  he  introduced  his 
former  measure  be  was  much  more  so  now, 
fillings  as  he  did,  a  high  and  important 
office  in  the  Government :  but,  while  he 
admitted  this,  he  must  at  the  same  time 
say,  that  he  was  as  much  disappointed 
with  the  present  measure,  as  he  had  been 
with  that  which  his  noble  Friend  had  in- 
troduced three  years  ago.  He  objected 
to  the  bill  as  unsuited  to  the  emergency  it 
was  intended  to  meet,  and  as  containing 
many  provisions  and  enactments  which 
must  necessarily  be  so  injurious  in  their 
operation,  that  they  ought  never  to  be 
adopted  by  Parliament.  Now,  what  he 
understood  to  l)e  the  principle  asserted  by 
the  Church  of  Scotland,  wai,  that  no  mi« 
nister  ought  to  be  forced  upon  a  reluctant 
congregation  in  any  parish,  and  that  m 
all  ecclesiastical  matters  the  ecclesiastical 
courts  should  have  the  sole  power  and 
control.  But  while  he  held  these  princi- 
ples to  be  those  of  the  Presbyterian 
Church,  he  had  never  approved  of,  or 
vindicated,  many  of  the  proceeding^  of 
the  General  Assembly.  He  had  never 
attempted  to  defend  much  of  the  language 
w;iich  that  and  other  ecclesiastical  courts 
had  indulged  in ;  nor  had  he  ever  justified 
or  approved  of  the  suspension  of  the 
St/;^thbogie  ministers;  for  whatever  might 
be  tl\e  abstract  right  of  the  Assembly  to 
do  that  act,  he  thought,  under  the  pecu- 
liar circumstances  of  the  case,  it  was  cruel 
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and  unjust.  He  also  considered,  that 
nothing  could  have  been  more  injudicious 
or  improper  than  the  assembling  of  the 
Convocation  as  it  was  termed,  last  year, 
and  the  resolution  they  then  came  to,  that 
patronage  in  every  shape,  was  an  abuse 
and  an  abomination.  But  while  he  ad- 
mitted this,  he  thought  there  were  grounds 
of  complaint  on  the  part  of  the  Church  of 
Scotland  which  the  General  Assembly  had 
a  right  to  call  upon  Parliament  to  remove. 
No  doubt  the  event  to  which  his  noble 
Friend  had  adverted,  the  secession  of  one- 
third  of  the  endowed  and  unendowed  mi« 
nisters  of  the  Church  of  Scotland,  was  a 
most  melancholy  one.  Having  anxiously 
examined  that  part  of  the  subject,  he  must 
say,  that  he  could  see  no  sufficient  reason 
for  that  step;  though  all  must  acknow- 
ledge, and  in  some  respects  admire,  the 
conduct  of  those  who  bad  made  such 
great  sacrifices  for  the  principles  they 
conscientiously  bflieved  to  be  just,  and 
in  maintaining  a  course  which  they 
thought  righteous.  But  while  he  admitted 
that  the  Assembly  bad  acted  in  many  re- 
spects in  a  way  which  could  not  be  justi- 
fied, he  considered  that  their  opponents 
had  also  acted  in  a  manner  that  was  moat 
impolitic,  unjust,  and  exasperating^.  It 
had  been  the  habit  of  many  of  those  who 
objected  to  the  proceedings  of  the  As- 
sembly, both  in  that  House  and  else- 
where, in  speaking  of  the  acts  of  that 
body,  since  1834,  to  allude  to  them  as 
the  acts  of  the  dominant  party,  with- 
out considering  that  the  Assembly  was 
legally  constituted,  and,  that  conse- 
quently, their  acts  were  those  of  the 
General  Assembly  of  the  Church  of 
Scotland.  Again,  it  had  been  more 
than  once  asserted  (most  unjustly  as 
he  thought),  that  the  Assembly  were 
grasping  at  an  extent  of  ecclesiastical 
power,  resembling  that  of  the  Church 
of  Rome,  but  which,  recent  facts  showed 
was  a  most  unfounded  charge.  With 
regard  to  the  late  secession  from  the 
Church,  he  believed,  that  the  state  of 
things  which  now  existed,  and  which 
all  must  lament,  would  not  have  arisen, 
if  the  opponents  of  the  seceders  had 
not  felt  secure  that  that  step  would 
not  be  taken,  and  it  would  not  have 
been  taken  but  for  the  general  opinion 
entertained  in  Scotland,  that  Parliament 
would  not  interpose  or  pass  any  satisfac- 
tory measure  to  allay  the  ctiflferences 
between  the  two  parties.  It  whs  Tilmost 
2Z3 


1419 


Church 


{  LORDS  }  Scotland  Benefices* 


MM 


imposiible  to  contemplate  what  had  hap- 
pened without  dismay.  The  majority  of 
their  Lordships'  House  were  unacquainted 
with  the  strong  Presbyterian  feeling  which 
prevailed  in  Scotland  on  this  subject. 
What  would  their  Lordships  say,  if,  at 
one  blow,  one- third  of  the  clergy  of  this 
country  had  seceded  from  the  Church? 
This,  however,  was  only  the  commence- 
ment of  evils  of  a  much  more  dangerous 
kind.  For  how  were  the  vacant  churches 
to  be  filled  ?  Those  from  whom  they  were 
to  draw  in  order  to  fill  them  were  more 
deeply  imbued  with  the  feeling  which 
prevailed  than  the  seceders  themselves. 
It  was  to  be  feared,  that  instead  of  Scot- 
land being  what  she  had  been  for  years 
past, — a  model  of  moral  conduct  and 
peaceable  behaviour,  every  parish  would 
be  filled  with  rival  chapels :  the  seceded 
Church,  preaching  against  the  Established 
Church :  and  they  would  have  not  Catholic 
against  Protestant,  as  in  Ireland,  but  a 
similar  state,  and  all  the  rancour  of  feel- 
ing and  violence  produced  by  difference 
between  religious  bodies  agreemg  together 
to  a  certain  extent,  but  differing  on  some 
minor  points.  He  thought,  as  he  had  said 
on  a  former  occasion,  that  the  wisest  course 
Parliament  could  have  followed,  in  order 
to  put  an  effectual  check  to  those  evils, 
would  have  been,  as  soon  as  the  Auchter- 
arder  case  was  decided  by  their  Lordships 
affirming  the  judgment  of  the  Court  of 
Session,  that  the  General  Assembly  had 
exceeded  its  powers,  and  that  the  Veto 
law  of  1834  ought  never  to  have  been 
passed — the  course  would  have  been  for 
Parliament  then  to  have  enacted  a  quali- 
fied veto  law,  taking  away  many  of  the 
objections  to  which  the  veto  law  of  the 
Assembly  was  liable,  and  substituting,  in- 
stead of  a  bare  majority  of  the  congrega- 
tion, that  a  large  proportion  only  should 
have  the  power  of  refusing  the  presentee, 
and  adding  an  important  provision,  which 
he  was  sorry  to  see  was  altogether  omitted 
from  his  noble  Friend's  bill — that  if  in  the 
course  of  six  months,  the  presentation 
should  not  be  effected  by  the  patron,  the 
right  to  present  should  devolve  to  the 
Crown.  The  bill  of  his  noble  Friend  gave 
a  veto,  but  it  was  a  most  dangerous  one, 
for  if  the  bill  passed  in  its  present  shape, 
the  ecclesiastical  courts  would  have  a  veto 
over  ihe  whole  Church  patronage  of  .Scot- 
land. There  were  many  objections,  also, 
to  the  wording  of  the  bill.  It  would  be 
difficult  to  define   the  diOcrencc   wliicli 


was  intended  by  the  use  of  the  two 
**  unsuitable  "  and  "  antoceptaUe  "  in  r«> 
ference  to  the  right  of  objectiDg  lo  the 
presentee  by  the  congregation   and  tht 
Presbytery.    And  again,  as  the   rlaoMi 
stood,  it  was  doubtful  to  what  extent  tht 
Presbytery  might  go  in  their  obfectioa  m 
the  presentee.    By  this  bill,  toOy  poMr 
was  given  to  all  the  parishionen  looljectt 
not  those  in  commanion  with  the  Chni  ' 
merely,  bnt  every  parishioner.     Tlins 
Roman  Catholic,  or  an  infidel,  or  any 
most  hostile  to  the  Charch,  might 
the  objection  to  the  presentation,  ns 
as  a  member  of  the  Charch.     Hia 
Friend  had  termed  this  a  declainiory  U^ 
and  had  told  them  that  the  law  ^ 
therein  stated,  and  that  it  waionly 
sary  in  consequence  of  donbta  wfawh 
arisen  as  to  whether  the  law  wna  an  er 
not.    His  Doble  Friend  had  giomded  thai 
opinion  upon  views  of  his  own,  entkelj  dit 
fering  from  the  decision  given  in  the  Aneh- 
terarder  case;  but  he  apprehended  thai 
the  House  was  bound  not  only  by  ita 
sions;  but  by  the  grounds  on  whaeh  |1 
decisions  were  given.  Whibt  he 
the  opinions  of  noble  Lords  who 
from  his,  he  could  not  letract  hit 
tion  to  the  bill.    He  tbonght  k 
prove   subversive  of  that   charaeteriilh 
control  which  had  been  rfpoacd  with  aa 
much  advantage  in  the  body  of  die  ee^ 
gregation  when  vacancies  occnned  in  dM 
several  parishes  of  Scotland,  and 
control  he  considered  to  be  the 
privilege  and  characteristic  of  the 
Church.    Having  thus  stated  na 
as  he  could  the  objections  he  had  to 
particular  form  in  which  the  bill  had 
presented,  he  repeated  that  hte 
objection  to  the  measure  was,  that  it 
powers  to  the  Church  courts  aneh  na  ha 
thought  no  ecclesiastical  body  oo|lit 
be  intrusted  with — that  it  did  not  give  ~ 
control  in  the  appointment  of  minis 
which  was  the  inherent  principle  of  iha 
Scotch  ecclesiastical  establishment, 
which  was  the  real  meaning  of  the 
that  "  no  minister  shall  be  intraded 
a  parish.'*    On  these  grounds  he  feb  ii 
be  his  duty  to  move,  as  an  a 
that  the  bill  be  read  a  second 
dav  six  months. 

Lord  Brougham  ssid,  that  he  wne  ia 
hopes,  when  he  very  reluctantly  yielded  la 
his  noble  Friend  who  had  jost  eat  C 
that  his  noble  Friend  would  have  i 
scdcd  the  necessity  of  his  troubling 
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Lordships  with  any  observations  at  all.  I 
His  reluctaoce  to  yield  to  his  noble  Friend 
had  been  relieved  by  the  hope  that  his 
noble  Friend  would  have  argued  the  ques- 
tion against  the  noble  Earl  opposite  who 
had  introduced  tlie  measure  for  their  Lord- 
ships' consideration.  His  noble  Friend, 
however,  he  was  sorry  to  say,  had  not 
enabled  him  to  maintain  that  state  of 
quiescence  in  which  he  would  fain  have 
indulged,  and  he  regretted  that  he  was 
compelled  to  give,  as  his  noble  Friend  had 
not  giveta,  an  answer  to  the  able  and  lucid 
statement  made  by  the  noble  Eatl  oppo- 
site in  favour  of  his  measure.  His  noble 
Friend  behind  him  (the  Earl  of  Roseberry) 
would  forgive  him  if  he  immediately  fol- 
lowed him,  for  though  both  opposed  the 
bill,  his  noble  Friend  did  not  range  on  the 
same  side  of  the  battle  as  himself.  U  the 
noble  Earl  opposite  gloried  in  the  name  of 
'*  Non-iutrusionist,"  infinitely  more  than 
any  was  that  name  deserved  by  his  noble 
Friend  who  had  just  sat  down,  who  avowed 
at  once  that  his  wish  had  been  to  re-enact 
the  veto.  He  could  not  have  believed  it, 
unless  he  had  beard  it  from  tlie  noUe 
Earl's  own  lips,  that  the  noble  Earl  had 
been  of  opinion  that  no  sooner  was  the 
Auchterarder  case  settled,  upsetting  the 
veto  law,  than  they  should  have  passed  an 
act  contirmiug  or  re-enacting  that  law, 
certainly,  as  the  noble  Earl  said*  with 
some  modifications.  His  own  opinion  of 
these  individuals-^these  misguided  indi- 
viduals— was,  that  if  their  Lordships  were 
to  agree  with  them  in  nineiy-nine  points 
out  of  a  hundred,  still  disagreeing  with 
them  upon  the  hundredth,  they  would  be 
as  far  as  ever  from  an  amicable  adjust- 
ment; that  the  disappointed  seceders 
would  have  waged  war  just  as  fiercely 
against  them  as  if  they  had  withheld  all 
their  demands ;  and  that  the  case  between 
theiu  would  thus  become  almoet  worse 
than  if  they  had  never  made  an  attempt 
at  conciliation  y  for  so  he  believed  it  to  be, 
upon  a  well-known  principle  in  natural 
philosophy,  that  theological  animosities, 
like  material  attraction,  increased  iuversely 
as  the  squares  of  the  distance.  He  was 
bound  to  say  a  word  or  two  upon  the  de- 
cision of  the  House,  (in  which  decision  be 
had  agreed)  upon  this  question ;  but,  first 
of  all,  he  must  observe,  that  be  must  ex- 
press his  acquiescence  in  the  eulogium 
pronounced  by  the  noble  Earl  opposite, 
and  concurred  in  by  his  noble  Friend  be- 
hind him  (the  Earl  of  Bosebery),  oi^  the 
purity  of  the  motives  which,  generally 


speaking,  had  prevailed  with  the  seceding 
portion  of  the  Scotch  clergy.  He  would 
not  say  that  all  those  men  had  acted  from 
the  purest  and  best  motives.  Amongst 
them  some  might  have  been  actuated  by  an 
excess  of  zeal,  not  accompanied  by  equal 
charity,  and  he  could  not  deny  that  some 
of  them  had  shown  a  bad  spirit  in  their 
mode  of  dealing  with  their  adverssries  and 
had  used  unchristian  expressions  such  as 
those  referred  to  by  hit  noble  Friend  op- 
posite (the  Earl  of  Aberdeen } ;  but  he  be- 
lieved, with  few  exceptions,  the  bulk  of 
those  men,  both  of  the  clergy  and  among 
the  laity  who  had  seceded  (and  he  was 
happy  to  say  they  were  not  very  numerous) 
had  acted  and  w«re  acting  upon  the  purest 
and  moat  conscientious  motives,  and*  were 
making  great  and  cruel  sacrifices  in  de- 
ference to  their  opinions.  But  whilst  he 
believed  all  this,  he  could  not  help  casting 
his  regards  forward  to  some  future  time 
when  the  zeal  of  these  leaders  might  have 
cooled,  and  that  of  their  followers  still 
more  so,  and  he  calculated  the  disappointed 
hopes  which  would  then  be  rankling,  and 
the  universal  dissidence  which  might  then 
prevail  throughout  the  whole  religious 
community  of  Scotland ;  for  it  was  in  the 
very  nature  of  all  such  fragments  disrup- 
ted from  a  church  establishment  like  a 
piece  rent  from  a  rock  not  to  hang  together, 
not  to  unite^  but  to  crumble  and  separate 
still  wider  apart,  bereft  of  all  unity  or 
sympathy  of  purpose.  These  things  would 
come-— the  seceders  would  split  and  dis- 
unite,  and  then  what  miserable  spectacles 
must  they  be  prepared  to  witness !  Con- 
scientious men»  deprived  of  the  aid  of  an 
establishment,  and  supported  no  longer  by 
the  zeal  and  resources  of  their  former  fol- 
lowers, would  be  left  upon  the  wide  world, 
to  wear  out  the  remainder  of  their  lives 
without  the  means  of  supporting  them- 
selves or  their  families.  A  few  popular 
preachers  might  possibly  continue  to  be 
supported  by  their  congregations ;  but  he 
knew  enough  of  the  hazards  and  dangers 
attendant  upon  an  annual  subscription, 
flowing  from  personal  zeal,  to  calculate 
that  these  exceptions  would  not  be  many. 
Amid  all  these  deplorable  results,  let  him 
observe,  he  had  no  fear  of  the  Presbyterian 
religion  relaxing  its  hold  on  the  minds  of 
the  people  of  Scotland.  He  had  no  fear, 
either  for  the  Church  itself.  A  ^i^t 
breach  undoubtedly  had  been  made  in  its 
outworks,  but  there  was  no  more  fear 
of  the  downfall  of  the^  Church  than  of 
Presbyterianism   itself.     But   now  with 
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respect  to  the  present  measure,  to  which 
his     noble    Friend     opposite    (the    Earl 
of  Aberdeen)    had   called   the  -  attention 
of  their   Lordships  so  ably  and   so  dis- 
tinctly.   The  first  observation  he  (Lord 
Brougham)  had  to  make  was,  that  if  un- 
happily they  were   to  make  concessions, 
they  would  do  so  without  any  security  for 
future  peace.     His  noble  Friend  opposite 
himself  stated,  that  this  bill  would  not  sa- 
tisfy the  non-intrusionists,  and  with  all  his 
noble  Friend's  attempts  to  make  peace  in 
the  Church,  he  was  just  as  much  the  ob- 
ject of  bitter  and  virulent  attacks  as  those 
who  did  not  go  one  inch  of  the  way  with 
them.     But  then,  his  noble  Friend  oppo- 
site said  that  this  measure  would  find  fa- 
vour -with   the   Church,   and    his    noble 
Friend  had  quoted  a  passage  to  show  that 
the  Church  had  itself  adopted  a  measure 
somewhat  of  the  same  kind.     No  doubt ; 
but  did  ever  any  person  see  any  body  of 
men  assembled  together,  and  carrying  on 
their  proceedings  by  meetings,  by  speeches, 
by  votes,  by  intrigues,  by  adjournments, 
and  all  the  incidents  attendant  upon  such 
matters,  when  did   ever  any  person   sec 
such  a  body  dislike  power  ?     On  the  con- 
trary, did  they  not  covet  power,  and  were 
they  not  gratified  when  power  was  placed 
in  their  hands  ?  But  it  was  said,  that  this 
was  not  a  lay,  but  a  spiritual  body.  When 
was  it  that  a  clerical  bodv  had  furnished 
an  exception  to  the  rule  which  showed  that 
all  mankind  loved  power?  On  the  contrary, 
that  which  was  a  feature  in  the  character 
of  the  human  race  at  large  was  peculiarly 
an  eminent  feature  in  the  clergy,  and  the 
uniform  course  of  clerical  men  in  ail  coun- 
tries was  rather  to  love  power  than  ease, 
peace,  and  profit,  and  one  of  the  things 
they  were  the  readiest  to  grasp  and  the 
slowest  to  quit  hold  of,  was  power  con- 
nected with  their  spiritual  functions.     It 
was  not  then  to  be  supposed  that  such  a 
proposition  as  this  v;ouId  not  find  favour 
with  them,  when  that  proposition  was  the 
transference  of  patronage  from  lay  patrons 
and  the  Crown  to  the  Church  courts,  and 
this  without  any  interference  on  the  part 
of  civil  courts.     Instead  of  the  Church  ob- 
jecting to  this  bill^  it  was  most  likely  that 
the  C'hurch  w<mld  hail  the  appearance  of 
it,  and  it  was  by  no  means  improbable  that 
it  was  such  a  bill  as  they  themselves  would 
have  devised,  or  at  least  some  one  very  like  it, 
though  they  would  be  content  to  allow  the 
perfect  workmanship  of  the  noble  l-larl  to 
supersede  their  own,  for  it  was  one  that 
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sure  it  would  give  great  gntif 
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away  the  patronage  from  the  lay 

he  had  much  rather  have  the  veto 
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the  veto.  On  the  contrarj,  they 
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bly  by  saying,  that  the  highest  _ 
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woman  might  not  be  the  best  JoifB 
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was  in  writing,  and  the  Presbytery  was  to 
have  the  final  cognizance  of  it.  That  wsm 
an  objection  de  omnibus  rebus  ;  but  there 
was  another  in  which  the  quibusdam  aliis 
were  included,  for  it  went  on  to  say, 

'*  Or  any  reason  to  state  against  his  settle- 
ment in  the  parish,  or  to  his  gifts  or  qaalities 
for  the  cure  of  the  parish." 

He  defied  any  man,  or  woman  either,  to 
make  a  stronger  objectioa  than  this,  that 
the  individual  had  not  sufficient  gifts  to 
be  settled  upon  the  parish.  That  included 
everything.  It  was  impossible  to  make 
an  enactment  more  general  ?  The  Pres- 
bytery, too,  were  desired,  in  taking  cogni- 
zance of  the  matter,  to  have  regard  to  the 
whole  circumstances  and  condition  of  the 
parish.  Could  any  jurisdiction  be  wider 
than  this  ?  They  were  to  have  regard  to 
the  spiritual  welfare  and  edification  of  the 
people,  and  to  the  character  and  number 
of  persons  by  whom  tbe  objection  was 
urged.  Therefore,  the  Presbytery  were 
not  only  to  regard  the  objection,  but  also 
the  kind  and  number  of  persons  by  whom 
it  was  urged.  This  was  the  part  of  the 
veto  the  most  objected  to.  What  could 
exceed  this  power,  and  what  was  it  the 
Churcli  might  not  do  ?  But  then  it  was 
said  that  it  was  not  to  be  supposed  that 
these  Church  courts  would  do  anything 
that  was  wrong.  How  long,  he  asked, 
was  it  that  they  had  shown  this  calmness 
and  forbearance,  that  they  could  with  such 
safety  calculate  as  to  the  niture  ?  Since  the 
last  election  of  the  last  General  Assembly 
they  had  been  in  open  and  avowed  resistance 
to  the  law.  What  security,  he  asked  their 
Lordships,  had  they  that  some  new  schism 
might  not  arise — that  some  new  difierence 
might  not  get  up  in  the  Church — that 
some  new  act  of  illegality  might  not  be 
committed,  which  might  call  down  upon 
them  some  new  reproof  ?  He  had  a  great 
respect  for  the  General  Assembly — for  it 
was  as  much  the  General  Assembly  as  if 
there  had  been  no  secession  from  their 
body — but,  with  all  his  respect  for  them, 
he  could  not  help  saying,  that  he  had  no 
security  that  there  might  not  be  a  renewal 
in  some  years  of  those  difliculties  which 
had  lately  occurred ;  and  this  made  him 
fearful  of  investing  them  with  all  those 
frightful  powers  which  the  bill  proposed 
to  give  them.  He  had  no  security  that 
there  might  not  again  be  two  or  three 
years  of  violent  opposition  to  the  law. 
What  had  occurred  justified  him  in  enter- 
taining great  suspicion,  not  of  their  in- 


tegrity, not  of  their  loyalty,  but  of  their 
sound  discretion  when  heated  by  contro- 
versy, and  above  all  things  upon  a  subject 
in  which  much  of  relieious  division  was 
mingled  up  with  politicaldissension.  When 
men  were  so  heated  he  knew  not  the 
lengths  to  which  they  were  capable  of 
going,  and  therefore  it  was,  that  he  could 
not  approve  of  an  act  which  proposed  to 
invest  them  with  such  powers  as  were  to 
be  given  by  this  bill.  The  Auditerarder 
decision  could  not  possibly  stand  if  the 
present  bill  was  held  to  declare  the  law. 
There  was  to  be  a  veto,  not  in  the  congre- 
gation, but  in  the  Presbytery;  that  was 
to  say,  that  if  any  one  of  the  congregation 
objected,  the  Church  courts  were  to  decide. 
His  noble  Friend  said,  '<  Give  the  veto  to 
the  Church  courts."  [The  Earl  of  Aber- 
deen :  "  With  a  reason."]  With  a  reason ! 
Could  anything  be  more  puerile?  All 
that  need  be  urged  was,  that  the  person 
presented  did  not  edify  the  parish ;  and, 
m  fact,  any  objection  of  any  kind  miffht 
be  urged.  On  these  grounds  be  held,  that 
if  the  present  bill  were  to  be  considered  as 
truly  declaring  the  law,  their  Lordships 
should  not  have  decided  the  Auchterarder 
case  as  they  did ;  but  the  bill  did  not  cor- 
rectlyjdeclare  the  law,  and  therefore  hisopin- 
ion  remained  unchanged,  that  the  Auchte- 
rarder case  has  been  properly  decided. 

The  Earl  of  Haddington  said,  that  if 
he  understood  correctly  what  bad  fallen 
firom  the  noble  and  learned  Lord,  their 
Lordships  were  to  understand,  that  if  the 
Church  had  had  the  power,  which  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  thought  it  did  not 
possess  (and  /or  giving  the  Churdi  which 
power  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  now 
complained  of  the  present  bill),  the  decision 
in  the  Auchterarder  case  would  have  been 
difierent  from  what  it  was.  It  was  diffi- 
cult for  him  to  enter  into  a  discassion  on 
such  a  point  with  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord,  but  he  must  be  permitted  to  express 
the  extreme  astonishment  with  which  he 
had  heard  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
make  that  statement.  The  noble  and 
learned  Lord  said,  that  if  the  Church  had 
had  the  veto,  the  decision  in  the  Auchte- 
rarder case  would  have  been  different,  and 
the  judgment  of  the  court  below  would 
have  been  reversed;  and  then  he  went  on 
to  assume,  that  the  present  bill  gave  the 
veto  to  the  Church.  Now,  let  theur 
Lordships  recollect  what  the  veto  was. 
It  was  a  power  given  to  the  people  to 
negatire  the  nomination  by  the  patron 
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to  my,  "  We  will  not  hkve  thii  mwi, 
and  we  will  not  tell  you  why."  That  wu 
the  retOh  Did  thii  bill  sira  tbe  Church 
any  wich  power  f  If  it  aid,  be  admitted 
that  ii  might  be  matter  of  cooaideratioa. 
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e  graat  evil  tS  the  leto  waa 
;  it  would 


litTc  given  arbitrary  power  to  tbe  peo- 
pJe  b>  (^)ect,  without  auue  Meigi>od. 
Now,  10  hr  from  tbe  leto  being  adopted 
by  tbe  trill,  n  would  eeem  to  be  implied 
l^  tboie  1^  opposed  it,  one  <tf  the  main 
principle*  of  tba  aauura  wm,  that  ran. 
■ODB  abould  be  aaaigncd  for  any  oi^ee- 
tiune  whidt  might  be  made  to  any  pre- 
tientae :  that  those  reaaoni  should  be 
heard  and  decided  by  the  Presbytery, 
who,  baring  adjudicated,  were  to  put 
upon  record  the  grouads  of  their  deo* 
sioDi.  The  noble  and  learned  Lord  who 
last  addressed  them,  in  deacanting  on 
the  bill,  prored  by  hii  own  showing  that 
reasoaa  for  objection  must  be  assigned. 
The  noble  and  learned  Lord  said,  that 
if  tbe  bill  were  to  be  taken  to  be  the  law 
of  Scotland  before  the  hsaring  of  tbe  Aucb- 
terarder  case,  the  deciaaa  would  hare  been 
diiferent  He  must>  however,  beg  leavs 
to  dtAr  from  that  opinion.  The  prindple 
of  the  bill  not  only  required  geocral  quali- 
licationi  in  tbe  presentee,  but  alio  required 
a  peculiar  fitness  fi>r  the  particular  parish 
til  which  he  was  to  be  presented.  It  re- 
quired this  to  mske  certain  of  the  idoneity 
<H  the  preaentee.  The  function  of  tbe 
presbytery,  as  coaten)[iiated  by  the  bill, 
was  to  consider  the  drcomstances  in 
which  the  parith  was  placed,  with  a  view 
to  the  spiritual  welfare  of  the  people,  and, 
in  Ihu  spirit  of  the  sacred  authority  com- 
mitted to  them,  to  act  in  a  judicial  capa- 
citv  between  the  people  end  the  presentee, 
ana  to  state  on  record  the  ffiwinds  for 
whatever  dedsioa  they  migut  come  to. 
Care  was  expressly  taken  to  negative  the 
asBumptiun  of  the  Veto  Act  If  the  ob- 
jectors expressed  merely  dislilie  to  a  pre- 
scQtee,  ualuss  the  ground  of  the  objection 
were  esprcascd,  and  there  was  good  reason 
to  doubt  his  qualificatinn,  the  objection 
would  not  be  attended  to  nor  would  it  re- 
ceive effect,  It  was  perfectly  wrong, 
therefore,  to  say  that  tbe  bUl  of  his  noble 
Friend  would  give  e&bct  to  the  Veto  Act. 
lit!  believed,  with  his  noble  and  learned 
Friend,  that  spiritual  pride,  which  he  did 
not  wish  to  eucauaige,  w»  Tcry  likely  to 


dependant  on  thepao^.  d  abligi«g ifas 
to  canvna  the  people  ~^  -upfmrt.  At  Ihs 
same  time  tha  Ptesliytery  must  ham  the 
powertojndge.  SoiiapirMrer  nuetWplmd 
•>  whoe.  In  EagliM  it  wm  placed  m 
tht  l>opB;b«ttaaDp|M*«tikat(facPi«gbf- 
tery  would  act  wreiMn  »m  to  auppaalksl 
all  tbe  Usmbvawouimbt*  tbctr  ndiMB 
oaths.  To  the  PrMhffj  il  miMt  ha  Wh 
to  decide  tbe  qtieiri—  •■  to  t^  jt-nrrii 
the  literatUtt,  ud  tht  Wtanim,  of  Ike  ps» 
seolee.  But  all  tbe«  «bjcctiaiis  U  tb 
bill  td  his  nobk  Fiisad  febwld  (w  M«k  ia 
the  GNnntittee,  whan  bia  aoU«  Fnad 
would  be  ready  to  Umm  la  all  tKmamUt 
Buggestiona,  and  ba  rakdy  lu  adopt  a*f 
meana  which  woald  pauvids  a^iut  da 
abuses  whidt  wen  aH^nheadwl,  —d  Hmm. 
patiently  to  any  rlisnisriuii  of  1. 
of  the  bill  t  but  to  r^act  tW-.£ 

,  because  the  powv  of  tf  ~ 

.lot  siiffiriimtlj  irniriaj 
'     '    >,Biid.haUta 


t  mistakeiif  ai 
arous  policyw 
couia  Miiau&     Oae  adfl 
posed  bill,  and  it  waa  — 

ought  not  to  be  lott  si^i^vSbl 

would  make  tin  puttvo  cimMMpaDl  i«|k 
prewDtatioo.  It  was  «lwi^  HlU,  M 
always  oonsiderod  ii  tW  gtmtmH  tim^ 
age,  to  senitiMse  the  chandos  of  lha» 
to  whom  tbe  care  ef  aauls  was  iatnMiA 
It  waa  right  that  thb  abotOd  be  atilg^ 
looked  into  in  England,  whai«  ibt  siMf 
had  a  liturgy, and  when  tbora  ni^btH 
a  curate,  it  was  still  Man  nari—ij  m  a 
country,  or  any  parish,  wbnrw  the  |WSfi» 
having  do  lihun^,  and  oo  curmt^  wm 
itiruy  dependeat  upoR  the  tOKhiogallht 


Tba  nobia  wd  learocU  Lai 

bad  said,  that  the  UU  would  f 
but  he  was  of  (qriaioa,  ^ 
tatis^tion  ia  Scotlaad  tlf 
thesecedcia.  Many  of  tb 
must  feel  pleased  wilb  %,Wi 
prevented  a  clergyman  b  II  ' 
on  them  to  whom  nties 
be  taken,  whila  at  the 
not   permit  arbitrary  a: 
lections.    It  would  be  u    . 
lating  upon  the  aubjectati 
what  had  already  taken )-. 

or  to  forget  the  exdtemeiiL     

in  that  country ;  and  if  at  (bo 
fA  tbe  noble  in  '  Ln«^ 

their  Lonlshipe 
out  the  bill,  ai 
Pmbytery  to 
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of  pereoDS  pre§entad,  the  seceiiBioD  vould 
Increaae  to  «  fearful  extent,  aad  be  for  his 
own  part  could  coDceire  no  gmter  mi>- 
fortune,  nor  coold  be  imagine  any  greater 
aegravation  tiS  the  existing  erilst  uieu>  to 
adapt  the  views  urged  upon  legal  groundc 
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left  it  from  cmsdentious  principles,  but 
he  could  hare  wished,  that  ia  doing  so 
they  had  exhibited  somewhat  mcae  of  the 
charitable  feeling  which  had  been  extended 
to  tbem  by  the  members  of  the  Aaaembly. 
When  he  read  in  the  organ  of  the  secedars 
—and  there  was  little  doubt,  that  that 
organ  waa  under  the  influence  of  the  leaders 
of  the  party — when  ha  read  in  that  organ 
the  furioua  and  undiristian  tirades  which 
had  been  levelled  against  those  who  re- 
mained, he  could  not  but  feel  the  deepest 
regret  to  find  that  such  language  had  been 
used.  That  organ  stated,  that  every  cler- 
gyman of  the  establish meot  was  to  be 
considered  as  the  one  excommunicated  man 
of  the  parish^-that  he  was  not  to  he 
joined  with  in  prayer — that  he  should  not 
be  Tiaited,  bat  that  he  should  be  put 
under  the  ban  of  the  conmuiiity.  Such 
language  under  ordinary  ctrcumstanoes 
would  be  absurd,  but  from  the  ferocity  of 
feeling  which  it  exhibited,  it  was  exceed- 
ingly bad,  and  calculated  to  aeate  deep 
disgust.  He  did  not  mean  to  attribute  t^ 
the  body  at  large  of  the  aeceders  a  sympa- 
thy in  inch  sentiments,  but  their  promol- 
gation  waa  calculated  to  do  as  mudi  mi» 
chief  as  if  all  bad  shared  in  then.  From 
the  state  of  excitement  in  which  tiu  coun- 
try was  placed,  he  felt  conviaoed,  that  the 
only  mode  of  restoring  religious  peace  in 
Scotland  would  be  by  their  Lordshipa 
affirming  the  second  reading  of  this  bill. 

Lord  CoUenltimt  having  had,  whilst  bidd- 
ing the  place  of  his  noble  Friend  upon  the 
Woolsack,  to  investigate  the  whole  of  the 
history  of  the  Church  of  Scotland  with 
re^tect  to  the  law  of  patronage,  for  the 
purpose  of  delivering  judgment  upon  the 
Auchterardcr  case,  felt  t^t  if  the  judg- 
ment pronounced  in  that  case  was  a  righl 
one,  the  present  bill  was  not  in  accordance 
with  what  he  conceived  to  be  the  existing 
law  of  Scotland,  and  entertaining  that  view 
he  could  not  agree  to  the  second  reading. 
The  measure  now  before  their  Lordahipa 
amimcd  to  be  a  decUiatoiT  bill,  and  not 
any  now  law  for  regulating  the  preKnta- 
tion  of  a  Minijlcx.    What  ilun  did  tfaii 


declaratory  bill  declare  the  law  of  Scotland 
to  be  now,  and  heretofore  to  have  been  ? 
It  Gnt  declared,  that  it  was  competent  to 
the  presbytery  to  refuse  the  nomination  oS 
the  presentee  "  for  any  reasm  whatever." 
Was  not  that,,  he  would  ask,  tantamount 
to  vesting  them  with  an  abaolute  powers 
not  to  propoBO,  not  to  elect,  but  to  put  a 
veto  on  the  appointment?  Oh,  but  then 
it  was  said,  ttut  the  presbytery  could  not 
veto  the  appointment  without  a  reason 
aaigned.  It  was  to  be  remembered,  how- 
ever, that  the  presbytery  were  thenuclvea 
to  be  the  judges  of  the  reotona  aHsigned. 
It  WAS  sHid,  that  the  reason  must  be  onered 
and  the  objection  staled  by  some  rate  of  the 
pariabionen;  but  this  was  sot  at  all  necea- 
sary  according  to  the  pnqnsed  hilL  Any- 
body might  suggest  a  reason,  or  a  reason 
might  be  suggested  by  the  presbytery  them- 
selves. It  was  impossible  to  deny  this; 
the  result  would  be  that  the  presbytny 
might  reject  the  presentee  for  any  reaxm, 
and  the  patron  would,  in  this  way,  be  de- 
prived ^  his  right  of  patronage  and  the 
presentee  of  his  benefice.  That  was  rather 
too  extravagant  a  propoeitiDD  to  ask  their 
L(»dshipt  to  consent  to,  and  he  defied  any 
one  to  show  that  tucb  would  not  be  the 
result  of  the  present  bill.  It  gave  ao  ab* 
solute  power  to  the  presbytery  to  reject  for 
any  reason  offered,  and,  in  this  i«ipect,  was 
liable  to  great  objection.  The  noble  Earl 
opposite  had  referred  to  some  of  the  gioiwds 
upon  whidi  the  judges  of  the  Court  of 
Seanoa  had  given  the  decision  in  the  Auch- 
teratder  esse,  and  particularly  to  the  sean- 
ing  which  lud  been  attached  by  them  to 
tbe  woidi "  qualified  persm."  Lord  Med- 
win  adtqtfed  the  definitioD  ^ven  by  Ballbur, 
lUDiely,  that  the  presentee  must  be  of  suf- 
6cient  literatnn*  honest  life,  and  ^ood 
mBimsts,  aad  in  looliag  over  tbe  opiuons 
of  the  odier  judges  he  fiiund  that  uuse  tX 
the  majcnity,  ooDsisting  tX  tbe  Lord  Ptssi* 
dent.  Lords  Gillies,  Meadowfaank,  M'Ken. 
sie,  the  Lord  Jostioe  Cl^  wad  Lords. 
Cocduuse  and  Cuaninghaim^  were  all  op- 
posed to  tin  view  taken  of  tbu  point  by  the 
nobb  Earl  oppodte.  But  when  he  cams 
to  the  opinions  of  the  mincnty,  he  found 
that  they  were  of  Qpinioa  that  this  power 
existed  in  tbe  presbytery*  attd  that  tba 
presbytery  had  a  right  to  delegate  this 
power  to  tbs  parisbioners.  Tbe  minontj 
of  the  judges  tnanfoit  adopted  tbe  doctrina 
of  the  niAw  £ul,  and  one  of  the  nunori^* 
Locd  Jeffiny,  expceaaed  it  as  his  opinion,. 
th»t  not  only  bu  the  pnsbyteryjibo  laig* 
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powerclaiincilforthem,but  that  the  Cfaurch 
had  cren  still  larger  powers.  The  right  of 
the  patroo  was  founded  on  the  act  of  Anne, 
according  to  which  he  was  bound  to  present 
a  qualified  minister,  and  the  presbjtery 
were  obliged  to  admit  auch  (jiialifiedpenon. 
That  act  was  the  latest  act  on  the  subject, 
and  there  was  no  arguing  a^nst  it.  AH 
that  the;  had  to  do  with  that  act  before 
them,  was  to  inquire  what  meaning  the 
law  of  Scotland  attached  to  the  words 
*'  qualified  person."  He  would  refer  to 
the  earliest  and  the  latest  writers  during 
tho  last  three  centuries,  and  he  thought  he 
could  show  that  there  could  be  no  doubt  of 
the  meaning  of  those  words.  From  the 
time  when  Popery  was  overturned,  to  the 
period  when  Presbyterian  ism  was  establUhed 
in  Scotland,  those  words  had  been  used 
and  recognised  in  all  the  acts  of  Parliament 
relating  to  this  question.  Thejr  were  not 
found  in  the  act  of  Anne  for  the  first  time- 
The  first  act  on  the  subject,  that  of  1567) 
used  the  same  terms  as  that  of  1711.  Ac- 
cording  to  the  act  of  1567,  the  patron  wai 
to  present  a  qualified  person  to  his— that 
is,  the  patron's — understanding;  and  '' 
provided,  that  in  case  the  superintend* 
should  refuse  admission  to  such  qualified 
person,  the  patron  might  appeal  to  the 
General  Assembly.  By  that  of  1592  pre- 
lentations  were  to  be  directed  to  the  pres- 
bytery, who  were  bound  and  adstricted  to 
receive  and  admit  the  "qualified  person" 
presented  by  the  Crown  or  by  lay  patrons. 
He  oould  not,  then,  suppose  that  the  pres- 
bytery were  possessed  of  a  power  to  reject 
such  a  presentee  for  any  reason.  That  act 
also  provided,  that  when  the  presbytery 
refused  to  admit  the  presentee,  the  patron 
might  retain  in  hia  own  hands  the  fruits  of 
the  benefice.  The  first  Book  of  Discipline 
declat«d  that  the  congregation  should  be 
compelled  to  receive  the  pmentce,  pro- 
vided he  were  unobjectionable  in  life,  liter- 
ature, and  of  honest  meotuies.  Balfour 
defined  s  qualified  person  to  be  a  habile 
person,  sufficient  in  literature,  and  honest 
in  life  and  manners.  The  second  Book  of 
Discipline  and  Bankton,  were  also  in  bvour 
of  the  view  which  he  had  taken  of  what 
constituted  a  qualified  person.  In  1635,  a 
case  was  decided  by  the  Court  of  Sesnon, 
in  which  the  presbytery  had  refused  to  ad- 
mit a  presentee  against  whom  no  legal 
abjection  existed,  and  in  which  their  con- 
duct in  refusing  such  a  presentee  was  de- 
clared to  be  unlawful,  and  the  patron  was 
ordered  to  retain  the  stipend.  In  this  case 
tho  presbytery  rejected  the  presentation  on 


the  grotnid  that  the ' 
suitable,  but  the  cmirt 
nut  a  sufficient  teaaan  i 
For  any  power  liniiUr  to  that  wbidi  ik 
noble  £arl  fl«imfil  fyg  presbyteriei^  Aa 
must  look  to  the  period  of  the  T'  unwtJii 
An  act  of  assembly  of  1649,  declared  llai 
where  a  majoti^  oir  the  congregatioa  M 
not  approve  of  tfa«  miniater  a  new  skOM 
must  take  place,  but  where  ooly  ■  warn- 
rity  dissented,  then  tbc  pmbytoy  mn 
bound  to  go  to  a  trial.  Upon  the  Ka 
ation  this  act  and  all  sioular  acta,.  4 
abolished  and  patronage  resturcd. 
act  of  1690,  the  heiiiart  and  cidc 
to  propose  a  person  to  tUc  i 
and  if  they  disapproved  of  auS 
rcasoQE  were  to  be  given  in  to  the  n 
tery,  who  were  to  iudgc  of  tbaaa  t 
and  to  conclude  tne  kiauer.  TUr'^ 
almost  the  same  mode  of  proceeding  n  tltrt 
proposed  in  the  preient  bilL  If  UicpCB- 
bytery  were  to  have  the  ultimate  pcnrcrrf 
rejecting,  it  was  Immaterial  in  his  onaia 
whether  the  reuons  aaoe  from  iinliiiilnit. 
or  from  the  congr^ation  at  larger  Ha 
presbytery  having  tiM  whole  power  widm 
themselves,  might  chance  to  give  j«t  ■ 
much  weight  tokhad  leaaon  a«  toayrf 
one.  The  noble  Earl  hud  refcncd  to  ifa 
opinion  of  Lord  Cordxiuxe  in  aoMitrf 
his  views;  but,  on  tuning  to  tbcji^i^tf 
of  Lord  Corehouw,  he  futmd  •'•^  1^ 
Corehouie  stated  that,  Ikcmuc  the  Mv 
had  acquiesced  in  eertaiii  limitation  ft 
expediency  of  which  he  did  not  -IJTpBir.  a 
did  not  follow  that  he  wm  bound  tn  h^H 
to  a  condition  which  would  be  altsrtte 
destructive  of  his  ri^L  The  net  ?Am 
gave  the  patnm  •  n^  to  procnt  a  ayfr 
fie<l  person,  and  all  the  •vrium  toU  aai 
that  the  meaning  cf  the  wocda  "  Doatttf 
person"  was  a  penao  qnelificd  la  lift,  |h» 
ature,  and  mannen.  lie  miadt^i,  ^ 
they  were  not  to  be  tiad  doim  Utoeb* 
these  words.  The  noble  Eerl  oobw^h 
to  the  House  and  aika  yuu  u  doclM^  te 
such  was  the  law  in  nJatioa  to  the  Clert 
of  Scotland,  when  the  lw«lvc  judfls  (rip 
pronounced  judgment  on  this  iiitiji  ^ 
ctared  that  it  wai  not  the  law.  11m  hit 
bytery  never  had  aoj  anch  power  nfarf 
to  in  the  luU.  They  have  always  ^ 
baffled  and  defeated  in  thcu 
obtain  such  power.  Ever  mimi- 
of  the  Church  of  ScotUn^,  d,^ 
had  such  a  power  of  i  ing  i ' 

unqualified.     The  ni        ,   ant 
with  bis  billf^and 
that  tudi  w^'  the 
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measure  which  called  upon  their  Lordships 
to  say  that  they  had  been  in  the  wrong, 
and  that  the  judges  had  also  been  in  the 
wrong.  The  noble  Earl's  bill  was  not  in- 
troduced for  the  purpose  of  reversing  this 
judgment  of  the  law  of  the  case.  No; 
that  was  not  his  intention.  He  did  not 
thinks,  if  their  Lordships  paid  attention  to 
the  bill,  that  they  could  support  it  The 
course  adopted  by  the  noble  Earl  was  quite 
unnecessary.  What  was  intrusion  ?  It  was 
forcing  a  minister  upon  a  parish  which  ob. 
jected  to  his  appointment;  whether  that 
person  so  forced  was  appointed  by  the  pres- 
bytery or  the  patron,  it  was  intrusion.  It 
was  the  same  in  cither  case.  He  had  no 
doubt  that  the  power  of  objection  on  the 
part  of  the  parishioners  to  the  nomination 
of  certain  ministers,  operated  very  advan- 
tageously to  the  interests  of  the  Church 
establishment,  it  operated  against  the  in- 
troduction of  erroneous  opinions  into  the 
Church.  No  great  change  could  take  place 
without  coming  to  the  knowledge  of  the 
laity  as  well  as  the  Church.  Should  the 
party  nominated  entertain  what  might  be 
considered  unsound  opinions,  such  persons 
could  be  objected  to,  and,  of  course,  would 
not  be  appointed.  The  law  had  worked 
well  in  Scotland.  No  church  had  better 
performed  its  various  important  duties  than 
the  Church  of  Scotland  for  the  long  period 
of  300  years.  He  would  admit  with  the 
noble  Earl,  that  the  powers  referred  to  in 
the  bill  never  were  possessed  by  the  people 
of  Scotland*  They  had  been  strugglmff 
for  it,  but  had  never  attained  it*  Such 
had  been  the  case  from  the  period  of  the 
usurpation.  What  then  did  the  noble  Earl 
propose  to  alter  .^  Great  excitement  had 
no  doubt  prevailed  in  Scotland  on  the  sub- 
ject.  Both  the  Church  and  the  people  had 
been  most  anxious  for  a  change.  He  would 
ask  how  would  the  bill  of  the  noble  Earl 
allay  that  excitement.^  The  Church  of 
Scotland  objected  to  the  power  possessed 
by  certain  parties  of  forcing  ministers  on 
parishes  who  were  objectionable  to  the  ma- 
jority ;  and  they  came  to  Parliament  and 
asked  for  relief.  And  what  was  proposed  ? 
Tliey  intended  to  take  the  patronage  away 
from  the  lay  patrons,  and  transfer  it  to  the 
Church  itself.  That  was  the  measure  of 
relief.  He  would  tell  the  noble  Earl  that 
what  he  contemplated  doing  by  his  bill, 
the  Church  of  Scotland  had  been  struggling 
for  since  1789.  In  that  year,  the  Genersd 
Assembly  prpposed  the  adoption  of  a  scheme 
similar  to  that  of  the  noble  Earl.  What 
the  noble  Lord  proposed  to  be  was  not 


asked  for  by  any  body.  The  noble  Earl 
who  last  addressed  the  House  stated,  that  a 
great  portion  of  the  General  Assembly  did 
not  wish  to  have  any  such  power  given  to 
them.  In  1840,  the  noble  Earl  brought 
forward  a  similar  plan.  The  General  As- 
sembly rejected  it  altogether.  The  majo« 
rity  of  the  General  Assembly  disapproved 
of  it.  If  a  great  portion  of  the  General 
Assembly  objected  to  the  measure,  why 
was  it  proposed  ?  What  purpose  had  the 
noble  Earl  in  view  in  submitting  such  a 
bill  for  the  adoption  of  the  House  ?  The 
noble  Earl  stated,  that  there  were  a  num- 
ber of  ministers  now  in  the  Church  of 
Scotland  who  wished  to  secede,  and  the 
object  of  his  measure  was  to  stop,  to  catch 
these  disaffected  persons,  to  keep  them  in 
the  Church.  But  if  such  was  the  object 
of  the  ooble  Earl,  why  did  he  not  bring 
forward  such  a  measure  before  ?  Why  did 
he  permit  the  secession  to  take  placed 
They  who  had  left  the  Church,  could  not 
by  the  noble  Earl's  bill  be  brought  back 
into  the  establishment  again.  Therefore, 
as  far  as  those  ministers  were  concerned, 
the  noble  Earl's  bill  would  be  perfectly 
useless.  When  the  Veto  Act  passed,  it 
contained  a  provision  to  the  effect,  that  in 
certain  cases  if  the  Veto  Act  should  not  be 
complied  with,  the  appointment  should  be 
transferred  to  the  presbytery.  He  thought 
that  after  the  decision  of  that  House,  the 
General  Assembly  would  not  be  disposed 
to  retain  that  provision  of  the  Veto  Act. 
He  considered  that  those  who  had  leflt  die 
Church  were  entitled  to  the  approbation  of 
their  Lordships  for  the  sincerity  which 
they  had  manifested*  He  would  direct  the 
attention  of  the  noble  Eari  to  the  acts  of 
the  General  Assembly.  The  General  As- 
sembly,  it  was  evident,  did  not  consider  an 
Act  of  Parliament  binding  upon  them* 
They  looked  upon  acts  of  Parliament  in  a 
light  different  to  that  of  other  persons. 
They  thought  that  the  General  Assembly 
possessed  powers  co-ordinate  and  co-exten- 
sive with  Parliament  itself.  Sach  was 
not  only  the  case  with  regard  to  patronage. 
The  General  Assembly  treated  acts  of  Par- 
liament generally  with  great  contempt. 
When  the  Veto  Act  passed,  the  General 
Assembled  considered  that  they  had  sudi 
authority,  and  they  also  thought  that  they 
possessed  the  power  to  pass  any  other  law 
in  opposition  to  any  act  of  Parliament.  He 
would  ask  the  noble  Earl,  as  a  Minister  of 
the  Crown,  whether  he  would  consent  to 
part  with  all  the  patronaoe  of  the  Crown 
in  regard  to  the  Church  of  Scotland.    The 
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noble  £arl  was  clearly  interfering  with  the 
patronage  of  the  Crown,  as  well  as  with 
the  patronages  of  all  the  lay  patrons  of 
Scotland.  He  trusted  that  their  Lordships 
would  resist  so  strong  a  measure  as  that 
proposed  by  the  noble  Earl,  and  give  it 
their  determined  opposition. 

The  Lord  Chancellor  was  desirous  of 
addressing  a  few  words  to  their  Lordships 
on  the  subject  of  the  bill  under  the  consi- 
deration of  tho  House.     He  trusted  that 
their  Lordships  would  consent  to  allow 
the  bill  to  be  read  a  second  time.     After 
having  paid  much  attention  to  that  subject, 
and  to  tne  present  condition  of  Scotland,  it 
was  his  opinion,  that  in  order  to  allay  the 
excitement  and  irritation  which  existed  in 
that  country,  the  bill   which   his  noble 
Friend  had  introduced  would  be  extremely 
useful.     Noble  Lords  who  might  object  to 
some  of  the  details  of  the  measure  would 
have  an  opportunity  afforded  them  of  doing 
80  when  the  bill  went  into  committee,    tie 
felt  quite  convinced,  that   when  the  bill 
was  so  discussed,  most  of  the  objections 
which  had  been   urged  to  the  measure 
would  be  removed.    The  objections  which 
hud  been  urged  against  the  bill  had  been 
advanced  on  the  assumption  that  the  objeo* 
tions  which  were  raised  to  the  appointment 
of  a  particular  person  would  be  made  the 
basis  of  the  decision  of  the  court.     He  ad* 
mitted  that  any  person  niijriit  make  an 
objection  to  the  presentee.    The  whole  of 
the  argument  of  the  noble  Lord  arose  out 
of  the  clause  which  related  to  the  objec* 
tions  which  might  be  urged  to  the  pre* 
sentee.    It  had  been  said  in  oourta  of  the 
debate  how  absurd  it  vras  to  give  the  par« 
ties  the  power  of  making  such  an  objection. 
How  absurd  that  such  objection  should 
afterwards  be  made  the  ground  of  the  de- 
cision of  the  court,  or  that  the  decision 
should  be  in  conformity  with  the  objection. 
There  was  nothing  more  foreign  from  the 
intention  of  the  bill  than  that     He  ad- 
mitted that  objections  of  any  kind  might 
be  made  to  a  presentee ;  but  when  they 
came  to  the  consideration  of  those  objec- 
tions, ho  affirmed  that  the  presbytery  could 
decide  on  none  that  did  not  affect  his  per- 
sonal character,  or  that  did  not  go  to  im- 
pugn  his  ministerial  qualifications  in  re- 
spect of  the  particular  parish  to  which  he 
was  presented.     No  objection,  in  fact,  was 
available,  unless  it  was  an  objection  to  the 
presentee's  "  gifts  and  qualities,"  either  ge- 
nerally, or  else  with  reference  to  a  {wrticMilar 
parish  ;  and  if  the  noble  and  learned  I^rd 
would  refer  to  the  appeal  clause,  he  would 


find,  that       c         msniitl  be 
unless  they  v       lo  ancii  eBeci.  Ttift 
tion  was,  then,  was  thia  bill  taj 
of  the  law  of  Sootknd?    He 
that  with  these  limttatioiiaaiid 
it  most  decidedly  wm  iioc» 
of  the  argument  of  tlie  noble  end 
Lord,  whidi  vrent  to  prove  iStm 
was,  in  fact»  founded  on  a  felae 
tion  of  the  diffmnt  daum  of  tbe 
ment.    That  noUe  end  learned  Loel 
the  qualification  was  with  m  flew  n 
struction.    Now,  the  noble 
Lord  could  not  show  a  nnrie  Aet  of 
liament  which  had  so  denied  ity 
was  obliged  to  so  back  to  autfioritiae 
rior  to  the  Reformation,  when  dM 
frame  of  the  system  was  nrepl  aiiay. 
had  not  had  the  advantage  of  ettandi^ 
Auchterarder  case,  and  theraifare  k 
with  much  deferenee  herefisned  ie 

part  of  the  subject ;  but  it 

tor  him  to  go  into  it,  beouiae,  aa  tbe 

Earl  had  well  said,  et  an  aerii 

the  evening,  the  question  wee  _ 

way  a  question  as  to  the  delnitlin  afi 

qualification.    Ibe  people  lefand  ie  tfkt 

a  Minister  on  trial,  and  tfaefneitlDnrii^ 

was,  were  they  right  or  wrang?     fi 

question  of  qualification  could  oidf 

come  in  incidentally.    He  did  wal  ■{ 

noble  and  learned  Lordi  were  wiewli 

their   interpretation   of  it,    bat   be  M 

say  that  the  House  had  fotved  ne  Jeb 

ment  on  the  poinu    But  if  not  A«aS 

Houae  of  Lords,  ftom  what 

they  to  draw  theurdaoiMi  npon 

tion  ?    Now,  he  unhentelfaM|^ 

they  would  do  well  upoa  mA  m 

this,  to  look  to  the  opinion  ef 

on  the  spot,  who  had  given  tbe 

consideration,  and  who  bad 

decision.    And  the  ncMe  and 

would  no  doubt  be  astonished  to 

in  contradistinction  to  all  he 

most,  if  not  aU,  the  Sooltiab  j 

opposed  to  hia  viewi.    Lai  bun 

late  Lord  President.    He  bad  it 

best  authority,  that  the  late  Lord 

had  declared  the  former  bill  ef  hie 

and  learned  Friend— {?be  Evl  tf 

deen:  No,  no,  not  learned.] 

least,  I  am  sure,  I  may  aay, 

ject.    He  said  he  had  it 

thority,  that  the  kte  Lord 

declared  the  former  h'**  to  be  in 

conformity  with  the       r  of 

correiipond  with  it,       ne   nid  be 

in  principle,  and  to  oe,     i  Cwt.  on|f 

enunciation  of  the  estah      ed  lawnefi 
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they  abo  had  i  right  to  decide  on  hu  niit- 
ableDen  for  the  particular  parish  to  nhich 
he  wat  preaented.  But  it  was  roiil,  that 
thif  was  the  chief  objection  to  the  bill,  that 
the  measure  went  to  gire  an  extraordinaiy 
power  to  the  preab^teriea— the  power  af 
decidii^  without  appeal.  That  he  (the 
Lord  Cbanceilor)  most  positively  denied, 
and  further,  he  would  declare  that  the  aa- 
sertion  wai  mads  on  an  entirely  false  con- 
struction of  the  bill.  The  House  would  in 
one  nioment  see  that  this  was  the  case 
when  he  stated,  that  under  the  clauses 
the  presbyteries  were  limited  to  the  censi- 


cotintry.  Then  what  sud  Lord  Corebouae? 
Why,  be  would  only  refer  to  the  papei 
the  Table  to  show  hia  opinion,  or, 
were  necessary  to  ff>  further,  he  might 
quote  liis  judgmCDt  delivered  in  the  Auch- 
terarder  case,  upon  which  he  distinctly  laid 
it  down  that  the  jurisdiction  was  not  con- 
fined to  the  consideration  of  the  life,  litera- 
ture, and  manners  of  the  presentee.  And 
let  him  take  some  of  Lord  Corehouse's  il- 
lustrations. Among  other  things,  he  re- 
membered that  he  said: — 

"  One  man  may  have  a  weak  Tolce,  and  may 
be  incompetent  to  presida  over  a  large  pansh, 
alihougli  he  may  be  a  most  compeient  and 

Again, 

"Aaolher  person  (he  said)  maybe  a  man  ol 
r«lineil  mannen,  who  would  not  ba  at  all 
iidapled  for  the  ploughmec  of  East  Lolbian, 
whilst  anoiher  might  be  a  man  of  rough  man- 
oers,  anyihing  but  adapted  lo  the  refined  audi- 
ences olGlasgow  aed  or Edinbargh." 

Then  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  had 
referred  to  the  opinion  of  the  Dean  of 
Faculty.  Now,  that  was  aurely  a  moat 
unfortunate  and  extraordinary  reference ; 
for  he  had  seen  letters  from  that  function- 
ary  Alatiog  what  were  his  opinions  on  the 
subject;  and  thoae  opinions  were  entirely 
conformable  to  the  principle  of  the  noble 
Earl's  bill.  Then,  Lord  Medwin ;  that 
was  another  extraordinary  reference,  show- 
ing how  grossly  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  had  been  miilad.  Than,  another 
learned  judge.  There  wm  a  oon  only 
lately  decided  on  which  he  had  given  hu 
opinion;  it  was  the  case  of  •  Shetland 
parish,  consisting  of  islands,  and  of  a  part 
of  the  mainland  interaected  by  bogs.  The 
qualifications  of  the  nreaentee  for  dtat  pa- 
rish had  been  objectea  to,  and  the  case  had 
come  befure  the  superior  courts.  The  Lord 
Justice  Clerk  had  decided,  that  the  Fre^ 
bytery  had  a  right  to  Judge  whether  tbe 
minister  was  fit  and  suitaUe  fiir  that  pa- 
rish. Now,  when  he  fonnd  theae  authori- 
ties all  ranged  on  one  aide,  and  when  he 
found  only  one  judge  oppoaed  to  them — 
Lord  Cunninghame,  a  judge  of  great 
teaming  and  ability' — be  admitted,  when, 
he  said,  he  found  all  Uieae  great  authori- 
ties, with  one  solitary  exception,  on  one 
mde,  he  must  lay,  that  he  was  satisfied 
that  the  learned  judges  of  Scotland  were  of 
opinion  that  the  preabyterks  had  even 
more  extensive  powers  than  was  generally 
supposed — that  they  bad  the  power,  not 
only  uf  deciding  on  tbe  "life,  literature, 
and  doctrine  "  M  the  preMOtoe,  bat  that 


deration  of  objections  respecting  the  minis- 
terial gifts,  and  qualities  of  the  presentee, 
that  they  were  obliged  to  sUte  in  writing 
any  objections  to  him  entertained  upon  any 
other  grounds,  and  that  at  any  time  the 
civil  courts  could  interfere  and  arrest  an 
excess  of  authority.  This  was  the  main 
objection  to  the  bill,  and  he  trusted  that 
after  bis  explanation,  which  their  Lordships 
could  in  a  moment  understand,  that  objec- 
tion would  entirely  vanish.  For  his  part, 
he  founded  his  judgment  upon  this  biU  on 
the  impression  that  it  was  no  innovation 
on  the  established  law — that  it  was  not  in 
contradiction  of  any  decision  of  that  Houie, 
and  that,  therefore,  there  was  good  foun- 
dation for  legislating  in  a  matter  of  this 
kind.  If  the  bill  was  only  attended  with 
a  small  port  of  the  advantage  thoae  best 
informed  taught  him  to  expaot  from  It, 
there  would  be  sufficient  to  induce  him  (o 
implore  their  luirdshqa  to  give  it  a  aeoond 
reading.  With  raapect  to  ita  details,  he 
•dmitud  that  tha  woidhig  o(  tbe  meMura 
waa  Bonwwhat  looaa,  too  gnteralt  and  too 
comprehsnsive.  Thoso  anon  mutt  wd 
should  ba  Gorreoted,  but  the  principle  of 
the  meMore  being  good,  faa  felt  it  a  duty 
at  once  to  call  upon  their  Lozdohipa  to  read 


the  bill  a 


Lt  evening 


Lord  Campbell  obiarred,  that  tha  no- 
ble Lord  on  tbe  woolawk  appaarad  to 
bave  received  some  audden  illumiMtion 
«ilb  retpect  to  tbia  aubject-  On  a  former 
occasion  be  bad  axpraated  his  entire  and 
decided  approbation  of  tba  jadgnwnt  in 
tbe  Auohtcrardar  cue,  and  not  only  of  the 
judgement,  but  of  the  raaaona  upon  which 
it  waa  founded.  Thoae  reatons  ware, 
Lhat  the  Churcb  wu  in  reality  posaetwd 
of  no  such  power  u  the  noble  ind  learned 
Lord  now  bMod  it  had  ownad  and  aicT' 
eiaed  from  time  tmnumorial,  and  that  if  it 
had  auch  power  it  might  have  enacted  the 
salo  Uw,  which  if  so  enacted  woahl  not 
ttaw  beta  beyond,  twt  wtlbin,  Ifae  powers 
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of  the  Church ;  but  the  noble  Lord  on  the 
Woolsack,  after  the  powerful   and   con- 
vincing speech  of  his  noble  Friend  (Lord 
Cottenham),  had  felt  it  necessary  to  sum- 
mon up  his  courage,  and  come  to  the  res- 
cue of  the  noble  Earl  by  declaring  his 
opinion  that  this  bill  was  properly  a  de. 
claratory  bill,  and  that  the  Church   of 
Scotland  had  from  time  immemorial  en- 
joyed all  that  he  now  declared  she  had  a 
right  to.     He  never  remembered  an  in- 
stance in  which  in  the  ardour  of  debate 
the  expedient  had  so  entirely   prevailed 
over  the  just»  and  he  could  not  but  ex- 
press his  amazement  at  the  noble  Lord's 
singular  change  of  opinion.     With  respect 
to   the  measure  itself,  he  found  himself 
under  the  necessity  of  voting  against  the 
amendment,  in  order  that  he  might  not  at 
once  reject  the  bill.     He  was  of  opinion 
that  the  time  was  come  when  it  would  be 
desirable  and  expedient  to  legislate  upon 
this  question.     Hitherto  he  thought  the 
Government  had  taken  a  wise  and  judi- 
cious course  in  refraining  from  introducing 
any  act  of  legislation,  for  certainly  such 
legislation  could  scarcely  have  been  ef- 
fectualy  and  might  have  proved  very  dan- 
gerous.    Now,  however,  the   Church  of 
Scotland   had  assumed  such  a  difierent 
aspect,   that  he  could  not  but  think  it 
right  that  some  legislative  measure  should 
be  adopted.  It  was  necessarv,  he  thought, 
for  the  credit  of  the  Chur(^  as  she  now 
existed  to  give  tome  coq^dence  to  her 
comraunicants*-to  sustain  the  reputation 
of  her  establishment,  and  to  do  this  by 
some  measure  of  legislation.      But  to  this 
bill,  in   its   present    shape,  although  he 
should  support  it  in  this  stage,  he  certainly 
could   not  assent ;  and  unless  it  was  ma- 
terially altered  he  must  decidedly  oppose 
it  on  a  future  occasion.     With  respect  to 
one  point  connected  with  it,  he  could  not 
but  express  the  most  unfeigned  surprise. 
He  was  astonished  that  the  noble  Earl — 
whose   honest    intention    no  one   could 
doubt — should,  without  a  single   useful 
object  that  he  could  discover,  persist  in 
making  this  a  declaratory  instead  of  an 
enacting  bill.     Good  God  why  should   it 
be  declaratory  ?     The  noble  Earl  was  pow- 
erful enough  in  that  House,  and  the  Go- 
vernment to  which  he  belonged  had  surely 
sufficient  influence  in  the  other,  to  hnve 
this  measure  passed  in  any  way  they  might 
propose.     Last  Session,   when   the   Irish 
Marriages   Bill   was   introduced,  he  had 
begged  and  prayed  that  it  might  be  a  de- 
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claratory  bilU  but  the  noble  Loid  ob  At 
Woolsack  had  ioiisted  that  it  ebodihi 
an  enacting  measure.  Why  shovM 
be  ,a  distinction  with  regard  to  thii 
If  the  noble  Lord  looked  to  the  ~ 
and  to  the  good  of  the  people  of 
be  could  not  hot  find  that  all  hii  ^ 
would  be  answered  by  making  the 
enacting  bill.  As  a  declaratory  hSU,  k 
fact,  it  should  have  his  strenuoiM 
tion,  for  he  did  not  believe  that  it 
could  be  made,  declaratory  of 
the  law  of  Scotland  respecting 
tions  as  it  now  existed.  Tbb  bilL  as 
present  stood,  assumed  that  the 
possessed  a  certain  power.  If  so^ 
let  him  ask,  had  that  power  been  acqi 
It  could  only  have  been  acquired  by 
Parliament ;  and  would  the  noble  ~ 

them,  if  he  coald,  by  what  Act  of 

ment  that  power  had  been  confcircd  f   k 
was  a  power,  they  must  remember. 
had  not  belonged  to  the  Church  of 

or  to  any  other  church;  and  bow,  he    

like  to  know,  did  it  come  to  the  Chnsehef 
Scotland  ?  The  fact  wai  that  then  «m 
no  statute  giving  such  power,  and  that 
was  only  one  which  gave  the  power  of  M^ 
amining  presentees  respecting  qi 
tions. 

The  Lord  Chancellor:  The 

these, — 

**  And  if  the  court  shall  be  of  opinieB  Up 
the  objections  and  reasons  stated  aie  aetJE 
founded  ia  any  objections  pevMMMl  to  ' 
sentee,  in  regard  to  his  ministerial 
qualities,  whether  in  general  or  in 
that  particular  parishythe  court  shall 
same." 

Lord  Campbell ;  There  must  be 
ror.     Because  if  any  person  ia 
who,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Preabj ieiy^ 
anything  that  renders  him  unBt.  l^ 
reject  him.    The  patronage  of  the 
was  completely  transferrA   from  the 
trons  to  the  church;   and  ho< 
system  work  ?    The  patron 
clerk,  and  any  one  might 
tion.    A  man  might  be  objected  le 
having  fair  hair  or  dark  hair.      Ves^ 
such  things  as  those  might  be 
and  thereupon  the  Presbytery 
say,  "  We  repel   the 
presentee  might  be  ofagected  to 
ground  that  his  name  i       M* 
noble  Earl  had  admittea  that 
tion  might  be  made.    T 
^retting  diplomaric,  and    hook 
But  the  objection  to  a 
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made  under  the  bill,  and  the  Presbytery 
if  they  chose  to  give  it  effect,  would  be 
fully  justified  in  doing  so.     By  the  two 
Acts  of  Parlianoent  applicable  to  the  sub- 
ject it  was  enacted,  that  the  lay  patron 
should  present  and  the  presbytery  admit. 
But  would  not  the  presentee  be  disquali- 
fied if  it  were  proved  that  his  name  was 
McDonald  or   M'Leod?      Was  this  bill 
then  a  declaratory  measure?    The  noble 
Earl  said  this  bill  did  not  alter  the  law  of 
the  land.     But  it  would  be  difficult  to 
show  that,  and  to  reconcile  the  differences 
between  the  nobis  and  learned  Lord  oq 
the  Woolsack  and  the  noble  Earl.  Indeed, 
they  could  not  reconcile  their  differences 
without  one  or  both  of  them  making  some 
sacrifice.     He  objected  then  to  the  bill, 
because  it   was  a  declaratory  bill;  and, 
secondly,  because  it  transferred  all   the 
powers  of  patronage  to  the  Church,  giving 
it  a  power  which  no  church  ought  to  pos- 
sess, a  power  that   would  be  abused,  a 
power    which   held    out   temptations  to 
abuses,  and  a  power  for  which  there  was 
no  example  and  no  parallel.     Where  was 
the  necessity  for  this  measure  ?     It  would 
do  no  good  to  those  who  had  left  the 
church,  for  they  had  left  it  never  to  return  ; 
nor  would  it  be  any  boon,  if  the  noble 
Earfs  description  of  it  were  correct,  to 
those  who   remained  in  the  Church.     If 
the  bill  were  carried  on  he  should  most 
undoubtedly  propose  that  the  word  "  de- 
clare*' be  struck  out ;   and  if  amendments 
were  not   introduced  so  as  to  give  civil 
courts  cognizance  of  the  grounds  of  ob- 
jection, he  should  oppose  the  further  pro- 
gress and  third  reading  of  the  bill,  because 
it  seemed  to  him  to  be  advisable  that  the 
civil  courts  should  haven^ognizance  of  the 
grounds  of  objection,  as  in  England.   The 
civil  courts  ought  to  be   allowed  to  see 
that    the    objections  were    spiritual    and 
canonical;  without  that  the  Church  would 
be  tyrannical.     The  noble  Earl  seemed  to 
wish  that  xhe  whole  establishment  of  the 
Church   should   be  subverted,   than   the 
claims  of  the  other  party  should  be  ad* 
mitted.     He  thought  it  would   be  better 
the  Church  should  be  subverted  than  in- 
vested with  powers  that  would  prove  in- 
jurious  to  that  establishment  and    most 
mischievous  to  the  public.     With  regard 
to  the  clauses  touching  the  veto  law,  he 
thought  they  would  be  wholly  harmless, 
for  the  bill   said  that  no  objection  should 
be  acted  upon  without  a  reason.  What  did 
that  mean  ?    He  might  say  he  did  not  like 
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the  qualifications  of  a  presentee,  and  there 
would  be  a  reason  as  well  as  an  objection. 
He  should  vote  for  the  second  reading  of 
the  bill,  as  he  found  that  his  noble  and 
learned  Friend  meant  to  introduce  an 
amendment  to  strike  out  the  word  *'  de- 
clare*' and  he  hoped  his  noble  and  learned 
Friend  would  introduce  a  clause  expressly 
limiting  the  power  of  the  presbytery  to  spi- 
ritual and  canonical  grounds  of  objection. 
Then,  if  his  noble  and  learned  Friend 
would  do  so,  the  bill  would  be  a  very  dif- 
ferent one,  and  he  should  not  oppose  it ; 
but  in  its  present  shape  he  certainly  should 
on  a  subsequent  stage  offer  it  his  firm  op- 
position. 

The  Earl  of  Aberdeen^  in  reply,  ex- 
plained that  in  Scotland  ordination  took 
place  at  the  time  of  induction,  which  was 
not  the  case  in  England.     With  regard  to 
the  veto,  he  apprehended  that  was  a  dis- 
sent without  a  reason.     If  objections  were 
made,  and    reasons  assigned,    then  the 
presbytery  must  judge  of  them,  so  that 
they  might  pronounce  upon  the  fitness  of 
the  presentee  for  the  particular  parish.     If 
they  repelled  the  same  improperly,  un- 
doubtedly it  would  admit  of  action  in  a 
civil  court,  upon  an  application  from  the 
patron  or  presentee.     He  did  not  presume 
to  oppose  the   noble  and  learned  Lord 
upon  points  of  law ;  all  he  could  say  was, 
that  the  bill  had  been  submitted  to  the 
proper  authorities,  and  that  it  was  revised 
by  the  Lord  President,  and  therefore  he 
must  still  presume  to  think  that  it  was 
consistent  with  the  present  law  of  Scot- 
land.   The  noble  and  learned  Lord  had 
said  that  those  in  the  Church  did  not  de- 
sire it,  and  he  was  at  a  loss  to  understand 
what  boon  it  would  be.     If  any  of  them 
had  expressed  indifference  to  the  bill,  it 
was  because  they  believed  that  they  pos- 
sessed all  the  powers  which  it  professed  to 
give  them.     He  was  prepared  for  the  op- 
position of  those  who  might  think  it  an 
unwarrantable  interference  with  the  powers 
they  believed  they  possessed.  But  to  show 
the  noble  and  learned  Lord  how  similar 
their  poWers  were,  be  would  just  read  an 
extract  from  the  <*  Regulations  for  the 
Admission  of  Ministers;*'-— 

'<  If  the  objectioDs  sUted  affect  the  moral 
character  of  the  doctrine  of  the  presentee,  so 
that  if  thev  were  established  he  would  be  de- 
prived of  his  licence,  or  of  his  situation  in  the 
Church,  the  objectors  shall  proceed  by  libel, 
and  the  Presbytery  shall  take  the  steps  usual 
in  such  cases.  If  the  objections  relate  merely 
to  the  insuflficiency  or  unfitness  of  the  presented 
3  A 
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for  the  parlieulu  diurga  to  whicb  ha  hu  bean 
appoinlcd,  ihe  objectors  Bholl  not  be  rrquir^ 
to  bacome  libellers,  but  ahall simply  deliver  ip 
vriling  the  specific  grountlg  Tor   objeoling  lo 
the  setU amen t,  anil   shall  have  full  llberlv  " 
ftubslanliatc  the  same ;  and  the  presentee  sni 
have  opporlunily  of  being  fuiiy  hetrd  to  refer- 
ence  (o   all  objections    that  may   he   staled 
agBinsI  him.     The  Preibytery  shall  then  con- 
sider these  uToands,  and  if  it  shall  pppenr  tlipt 
t|i«  oppoiitioD  originates  in  causgleas  preju- 
dices, no  adequate  reason  having  been  ailduted 
for  it,  they  shall  pioceed  to  the  settlement  of 
the  presentee,  according  to  the'niles  of  the 
Church ;  but  if  the  Presbytery  shall  Ue  ; 
lied  that  the  projector  or  objectors  hare  eslab- 
li»hed  that  the  presentee  is  not  titled  nsefully 
and  efficiently  lo  discharge  the  pastoral  duti< 
in  that  parish,  then  they  shall  lind  that  he 
not  qualified,  and  shall  intimate  the  same 
the  patron,  tliat  he  may  forlhwilh  present  ai 
other  person,  it  being  always  in  the  power 
the  iliRerenl  parlies  lo  appeal  from  the  sei 
lence  pronounced  by  the  Presbytery  if  ihey 
shall  see  cause." 

It  nas  quite  clear  that  the  term  "  (]ub- 
lifiration"  must  be  defined  rather  by  the 
practice  of  the  Church  than  by  technical- 
ities; and  according  to  the  "  regulations' 
it  would  comprise  all  objeclioni  which 
would  render  fl  man  unfitted  and  tin  suit- 
able for  a  pnrlicular  pariih.  Although 
the  noble  nnd  learned  Lord  thought  thi 
hill  notild  transfer  the  patronage  to  tin 
f'hiirch,  he  thought  the  reverse,  and  he 
liiid  received  no  thanks  for  it  from  thi 
violent  party  in  the  Church.  Hu  had  m 
objection,  however,  to  make  the  bill  as 
perfect  as  [lossible,  with  the  auitlance  of 
the  noble  and  learned  Lord,  and  othi 
noble  Members  or  (hat  House,  so  ihsi  it 
might  have  the  efTect  of  tranquillizing  the 
f'hiirch.  His  object  was  to  frame  the 
estnhliihed  Church  oF  Scotland  in  obedi- 
r^nce  lo  the  law,  and  to  satisfy  the  people 
that  their  right  to  object  would  be  ad- 
mitted. What  ilie  people  desired  was  full 
liberty  to  stale  whatever  Ihey  thought 
proper,  with  ihe  conviction  that  their  ob- 
jeclions  would  be  fully  weighed  and  ei- 
amined.  If  ihey  were,  in  addition  to  the 
monstrous  doctrines  whiah  llie  secedcrs 
had  arpnra'cd  upon,  to  add  to  the  indtice- 
nicnt  to  seces'ion  that  the  people  were  to 
be  confined  to  object  merely  to  life,  litera- 
inrc,  anti  miifals,  ihev  would  diieilablitih 
the  whole  Clinrch  of' .Scotland,  irthey 
rrfii^ed  to  ixlmit  ihnt  which  every  indivr- 
'lii:il  of  the  Scolch  Cburcli  maintained  in 
!"■  indispensulde,  ihi;y  would  reidly  disea- 
luhliHh  llj(^  rbiirrh.  It  was  llK-iefure, 
Willi  litis  irrioui  coiivictiuii  on  liia  lumd 


thst  b>  mi  iniKHif  thit  ikm  UU  iMi 
proceed.  Ha  thoiild  tn  b»iifty  MHiaaH 
apy  luggeitipni  from  tbn  nobis  mdlwd 
Lord  on  the  wooiiw^  with  all  Um  lapi 
which  «R>  du«  to  ihcqi. 

Tha  Earl  of  Jfnto  eoald  not  mmk 
the  aeeond  reading  witbnnt  iliij^  i|a 
the  only  ground  on  srhieh  be  oaaU  ■■■ 
the  bill  lo  piiB  through  this  bUm  MyM 
B  negative  wai  the  ho|M  kaU  Ml  h 
the  noble  Earl  on  tha  oihar  ada  if  lhl 
House,  and  by  the  nobla  and  livari 
Lord  on  the  wooliuk,  that  the  bit  m* 
future  Btaga  would  ba  rendarad  Ian  aliiii 
t  ion  able  than  now. 

Bill  read  a  aeeond  lisa. 

The  Houae  adjourned  at  twenty  mm^B 
past  eleten  o'clock. 

HOUSE  OF  COHMOKI^    ' 

TWtdoir, /isMl9,  1843. 

Mmorn-l   Biuj.   niMa.-1>-  c^^  ^H^ 
CommilHd. — CdpyhoM  ad  Tiuliinury  Tmuic  ~^ 

Kifortid.  —  RoBui  aUttu:  r  -       ... 
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right  ben.  Qeallmi>B  iba  BaeittAfy  fbi 
tlu  Ilamff  Dapartimnt  vkcthar  k  pM  ibe 
intaniioB  of  GarcmiuMt  ID  (aln  »y  M^b 
fer  tha  abolitioQ  of  inlarmnla  ia  the  me- 
tropolii,  Mul  In  wliit  muaer  they  nmni 
tA  pHMted  with  nspaot  to  th«  bill  pT  tbe 
ban.  Mainb«r  far  Lym\ngUn. 

Sir  /.  OrcOM  mi  bouail  to  ny,  ihltl 
after  hp*inf  given  hia  bau  Mieiiiion  ta  ibc 
bill  of  the  hoB.  Member  far  LymioBlon. 
be  «u  not  prepared  to  gin  tka  niMMK 
bit  lupport.  H«  matt  tho  vfthnt  tlw 
Ml>jpet  to  Hhieh  the  ntdria  Lwd  btd 
ealtefl  hii  nttentioii  wbi  om  of  «ry  fmt 
imporianee,  and  ona  of  VzlrtiM  ^liQacy 
anil  (lander.  He  «aa  not  MtriAad  ibat 
the  practice  of  iRterment  within  tha  m»- 
tropolii  waa  inGonai«tQn(  with  the  beaJth 
of  the  j'nliabilanu— that  fact  i*m  by  nt 
meana  demoDMr«t«|.  It  vw  mgoh  to  b» 
deijred  that  in  praviding  a  renatl;  du» 
regard  might  be  hnd  to  the  feelinga  of  tht 
inhabiianO  of  tha  rnetropolia,  and  that 
Qona  abould  ba  ad«ptad  vhieh  wa*  ineon. 
•latent  with  Ihg  iRtcrMla  of  lb*  poorar 
olaiiaa  of  aociaty.  A  nrj  elahor«ift  rft- 
port  btd  b«fp  ^pmd  m  tb«  tDt>j«ct, 
which  he  bopod  in  R  abort  Uim  |o  hj  on 
(be  Table  of  tha  Hoom,  bnt  b«  could  roi 
)K>ld  out  Uia  ita^  that  QoftnuMnt  eoold 
introdiice  any  OMUnre  darini  the  prpagnt 
SeaiioR, 

CoHs-Uwa.]  Lord  J,  Bnmli  ^ok* 
aa  followf  I  Sir,  I  r|w  fbr  Ibt  parpm  t^ 
asking  the  HoHta  )•  go  bito  tt  WMmHUW 
of  tha  wholfl  ttvmt,  n  or4«r  to  HmMir 
Iba  prewDt  Inwa  ralatng  tp  Iba  tgapoila* 
tiog  of  foraigfi  griuB.  la  mkMff  tfm  )hdp 
poaa),  I  do  not  fool  (bat  I  abalT  ba  tt  «)) 
liable  to  any  ebarga  erf*  aaaatUwc  tbat 
wbioh  ia  aaltlod  and  eaUtNiiM.  I  tbnh 
there  la  no  claM  in  tb*  coantiy  ivbieb 
(■ela  aalialicd  with  the  pranat  MMditjon 
of  oar  legiaUlioD  on  thli  aajqaat-  Wa  all 
know  that  tha  great  Mjority  of  lb*  aia* 
nufaeturara  aak  for  a  cbange  in  anr  ay** 
tern  i  that  they  aalt  eilbar  for  Uia  total 
abolition  of  all  doUoa,  Of  for  Iba  mfioii* 
tion  of  a  fiaed  daty  on  Iba  Hapattatioa  of 
corn.  With  taipeot  to  iba  ooBipkanial 
iniareata,  ihay  likewiae  wiih  for  m  altaia* 


tion  of  the  pment  ayaten,  and  Ibfi 
it  a  nied  duty  ought  to  ba  aabaiitalad 


ahould  (ay,  ara  n 


[ancrallyofopJi 


inion, 


for  the  preaent  ayatcm.  MHtb  reafWCt  to 
lh4>  nericuliural  portion  of  tba  oonniiinity, 
wc  bavft  jii«t  had  a  cqntinoing  pioef  that 


wMi  tha  piMnit  fandjiwn  of  ibinfh  Tb* 
right  hon.  Omileaiaa  tba  Ueniber  fat 
Kaot  haa  lal^y  attamUd  a  meeting  at 
Paflneadea  Heath,  \a  aouoqaenca  pf 
which  ha  pfatanud  a  petitwa,  pi^,  a*  I 
undentand,  it  appeared  to  be  the  pre* 
vailing  aentinntnti  of  the  farmen  aaaeni- 
hlnJ  tbare,  that  ihay  abonld  have  nore 
protection  than  (i  nair  efforded  ibcm  by 
law.  Thay  awpibled  then,  a*  it  appaara, 
ragardlaae  »f  tba  inalanenay  of  tba  aaa- 
h.  , 


profidad  d>ay  bouU  1 
from  the  inclemency  of  yoor  legialation  ; 
they  were  rtad;  to  forego  ibelter  in  a 
■tonny  day,  in  order  that  thay  might  ob- 
tain additional  [votectioQ.  Tha  right  hon. 
Gentleaan  aaya  that  iba  maettng  waa  not 
vary  nnmeronily  attended ;  that  eenaioiy 
waa  a  fortumte  cireamatance,  baeatiaa, 
with  the  dootrintf  wa  have  lately  heard, 
the  riitht  hua,  Qcntleman  might  have  in- 
carrad,  had  tha  namber  aaaanbtad  been 
very  great,  the  dapri*ai>on  of  hii  commii- 
nm  u  a  ma|p«tmte.  Hoit  tbrtunatc, 
thereAfra,  waa  It  for  ilie  rigUt  hon.  Qen- 
tlaman  atul  biabon.  Odieagties,  tlmt  the 
paucity  of  tha  nanhers  aiiendiiig  tjiii 
maatwf,  and  tha  aaveriiy  of  the  seaaan, 
brought  it  within  the  compaBf  of  a  Wal 
ittandanoa  at  a  Ii^gol  metting;  but 
with  reapaet  to  tha  Baiiaraciion  .iqioti 
tained  by  bl*  conatitMntat  wa  have  It 
elaarly  prqvad  that  audi  aatiaractioa 
ioaa  not  aiiati  that,  on  tha  cealnry. 
Iha  CDmphiiati  an  lawl  af  tba  jnaant 
fWaafatUia.  Thna b a )Mlit)M w tba 
Table,  praaoNtad  bftba  nght  hon.  Qarmet 
ttvm  tha  ownaia  aod  oeaupian  of  liDd  in 
canain  pariihaa  bt  tha  BHtani  ^viaion  of 
Kent.    Thayataia,tbit« 

"Thar  vlaw  with  Iba  ntmaat  alam  and 
maiaa  tba  piawat  paction  of  tba  elavaiMH 
pgedln,  and  eoaoaelad  with  agrtaahaie.'* 

SWalng  tbaiiln,  that  tha  pmant  a(aia 
^  aflaira  (Iraa  aatUhviiov  to  a«  «ae  alaaa 
«r  thia  comnuwiy.  Sir,  ia  pniporiaf  to 
any  altcfitiao  of  Ibi*  ayataak 
tba  4TBt  body  to  wbaaa  abjaatioM  i  ahali 
addtoia  myae)f  iriU  ba  that  body,  a  portion 
of  whiab  iha  riiM  ban,  Oaatlinian  lapfo* 
santa,  naau^  tba  agriaaliNfal  alaaa  of 
thia  floantry,  Hm  nasi  objaatiOM  to  wbieh 
I  fbaU  addraaa  mnalf  ara  th«aa  which  I 
pnavna  will  ba  dmad  by  tba  Miniatara 
of  tba  Ciown  to  aay  altaration  of  tba  aya- 
[em  whiah  ihay  ba*a  aatoldiabad ;  and,  in 
iliR  bat  place,  1  ahall  make  mum  obaam- 
liana  upon  ibeqnaation  whether  rrea>trada 
that  claw  of  Ibe  paopla  am  po(  aaiirfMl  iiioba  aiAmlapd  aa  gmt  lo  tha  «!• 
3AS 
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treme  of  the  abolition  of  all  duties,  as  pro- 
posed by  the  Anti-Corn-law  League,  and 
those  who  are  their  supporters  within  these 
walls.  Sir,  in  viewing  the  first  of  these 
classes,  I  observe  they  say  in  this  petition, 
that— 

*^  Under  the  pressure  of  taxation,  and  of  the 
local  charges  to  which  the  land  is  oxclusivcly 
liable,  the  home  producer  has  a  constitutional 
claim  to  look  to  the  Legislature  for  ample 
protection  against  the  otherwise  ruinous  com- 
petition of  untaxed  foreign  capital  and  la- 
bour.** 


they  have  itill  i  very  great  hold^  aid  At 
representatives  of  the  agriculland  ~ 
wherever  they  meet    their 
seem  to  me  always  to  admil 
sitions,  and  to  profesa  to  act  opoa 
although  their  condact  io  Ihii    ~ 
support  of  the  agricaltnristty  is 
on  totally  opposite  principlee.     Sir, 
is  another  ground  open  which  the 
turat  interest  will  be  averse  to  e 
propositions  for  what  they  will 
diminished  protection^  foanded 
they  consider  the  cooacqaeaeee  of 
tariff  of  last  year.     I  oboerve,  that  ia 
of  the  late  meetings,  a  farmer, 
dignation    inspired  him 
said — 


"  You  need  not  expect  me  to  so  foithsr  h 
the  way  of  free*tnide.    You  might  t 
pect  a  man  who  has  taken  one  pill, 
much  the  worse  for  it,  to  take  a 

pills." 

If  that  were  the  case,  I  thiwk 


They  therefore  pray  that  the  protection 
of  this  House  may  be  extended  to  them. 
Now,  Sir,  so  far  as  this  proposal  embraces 
a  protection  on  account  of  the  general 
taxation  of  the  country,  I  think  that  the 
proposition  cannot  be  reasonably  sup- 
ported. I  think  it  has  been  demonstrated 
repeatedly  by  writers  upon  political  econ- 
omy, that  so  far  as  general  taxation  is 
concerned,  no  one  class  has  a  right  to  ask 

for  protection  on  account  of  that  general  would  be  some  reason  in  the 
taxation ;  and  to  support  these  views  and  :  the  farmers  to  any  further 
reasons^  into  which  I  will  not  now  enter,  the  !  although  the  Ministers  do 
general  condition  of  our  export  trade  is  a  |  very  great  credit  with  one  poitioa  ef  da 
sufficient  confirmation.  For  if  every  class  |  country  for  the  redoction  in  the  pries  flf 
required  protection  against  general  taxa-  '  agricultural  produce  which  has 
tion,  how  is  it  that  36,000,000/.  of  our  place,  I  do  not  think  that  the 
exports  find  a  market  in  foreign  countries,  ilast  year  have  had  that  effect.  I 
and  meet  therewith  the  produce  of  nations  :  think  there  has  been  anything  in  the 
subject  to  less  taxation  than  our  own.  |  sures  of  last  year  which  can  ho 
Therefore,  Sir,  so  far  as  that  proposition  have  produced  that  injary  to  the 
is  concerned,  1  think  the  petitioners  are  tural  interest  which  is  often 
entirely  in  error,  and  that  those  who,  in  of  by  them.  That  they  have 
support  of  the  agricultural  interest,  ask  any  real  injury  to  sgricnitaral  i 
for  protection  on  that  ground,  entirely  !  positively  deny.  For  example,  then' 
fail  in  their  attempt  to  establish  their  a  great  change  made  as  to  the 
claims.  Another  ground  is  one  of  a  more  cattle,  but  has  the  importation  besalll 
general  nature,  which  has  still  a  great  extensive  as  to  injure  the  breedeiB  of  dfes 
hold  on  the  country,  especially  on  the  •  country  ?  Why,  the  whole  anionn| 
farmers,  who,  I  believe,  are  continually  .  not  supply  a  single  day's  conanni| 
told  by  those  who  profess  to  represent  the  country,  or  a  week*s  for  nny 
them,  that  native  industry  ought,  in  ;ill  sidernbie  town.  Butter  and  cheese 
cases,  and  under  all  circumstances,  to  also  articles  supposed  to  have  haeaf-P» 
have  prutection.  Sir,  I  hold  this  to  he  an  fected  by  the  tariff;  but  with 
entire  fallacy,  and  that  no  protection  ought  them  there  was  actually  no  nlli 
to  be  given  on  that  ground  ;  the  general  the  duty,  and  their  import  has 
rule  of  legislation  on  this  subject  btMng  to  during  the  last  year.  In  the  year  saB^ 
leave  every  class  free  to  exercise  their  in-  the  5th  of  January,  1842,  the'nnalM^ 
(iustry  as  they  think  l)est,  and  to  rely  on  cwts.  of  foreign  butter  iaiportsi 
the  skill  of  our  artisans,  wliirli  is  still  '248,000;  in  the  year  endin|^  the 
paramount,  for  their  ability  to  compete  January,  1^43,  it  was  178,008L '! W 
with  those  of  other  nations.  Sir,  I  mention  cheese,  there  was  imported  in  MMlk 
these  great  fallacies,  as  I  think  them,  1)0.  *248,001)  cwts. ;  in  1843  it  wns  IMpB 
cause,  although  they  arc  seldom  produced  I — thus  showing  a  very 
in  this  House — although  there  is  li:iidly  a  reduction  in  foreign  importal 
party  which  we  can  say  acts  upon  them —  '  dft   these    circumstsnces^  I 
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conclude  that  the  tariff  has  not  injuri- 
ously affected  the  agricultural  interests. 
1  have,  however,  no  difficulty  in  finding 
the  cause  of  the  diminished  importation 
which  the  figures  I  have  quoted  indicate, 
in  the  diminished  means  of  consumption 
among  the  industrious  classes,  a  fact  which 
proves  that  the  best  protection   that  can 
be  given  to  agriculture  is  to  promote  ma- 
nufacturing  industry.     The  tarifT,   then, 
although  totally  guiltless  of  the  harm  im- 
puted to  it,  is  still,  in  my  opinion  open  to 
the  objection  1  urged  against  it  last  year. 
1  objected  then  that  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  in- 
stead of  proposing  a  reduction  of  the  duty 
on  sugar,  proposed  one  on  colonial  tim- 
ber.     There    were   no    complaints    then 
against  the  timber  duties,  and  there  was 
a   very    considerable    importation,    while 
both  the  trade  and  consumer  were  satis- 
fied.    With  regard  to   sugar,  there  had 
been  great  complaints,  and  many  reasons 
were  given    for  alteration  ;  but  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  for  reasons  which  even 
now   1  cannot  explain,  left  the  sugar  du- 
ties untouched,  and  made  great  alterations 
in  the  duty  on  timber,  which  alterations, 
from  all   I  can  hear,  have  produced  great 
derangement  in   the  trade,  without  any 
corresponding  benefit   to   the   consumer. 
Looking  to  the  Excise,  I  find  that  in  two 
articles  which  an  increased  consumption 
of  timber  would  be  likely  to  affect,  namely, 
bricks  and  glass,  there  has  beeu  a  consi- 
derable reduction  in  the  amount  of  duty 
levied.      In    1841    the  duty   on    bricks 
amounted  to  524,000/.,  while  in  1842  it 
was  only  300,000/.     On  glass  the  duty 
in   1841   amounted  to  966,000/.,  and  in 
1842  to  766,000/.,  making  a  falling-offof 
200,000/.     It  should  be  recollected,  too, 
that  there  are  articles,  the  consumption  of 
which  has  always  been  held  as  indicators 
of  the  means  of  consumption  in  the  coun- 
try.   I  have  stated  these  facts  to  show 
that  the  outcry   raised  by    the    farmers 
against  the  tariif  is  unjust.     I  now  come 
to  the  question  on  which  they  make  the 
most  complaint,  and  in  which  they  most 
object  to  any  change,  namely,  the  duty  on 
foreign  corn.       The  Corn-law   has  now 
been  in  operation  since  1815,  when  it  was 
expected  that  it  would  maintain  the  price 
of  corn   at  8O5.  the  quarter.     In    1828, 
66s.  was  fixed  by  Lord  Liverpool.    I  shall 
not  now  enter  into  any  controversy  as  to 
the  statements  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man last  year,  I  am  only  dealing  with  the 


agricultural  body.      And  I  say  that  to 
them  we  should  not  for  the  future  hold 
out  the  expectation  that  by  law  we  can  fix 
the  price  of  corn.     I  say  it  is  not  in  the 
nature  of  things  that  you  should  be  able 
to  fix  the  price.     With  respect  to  manu- 
factures, restrictions  imposed  for  their  be- 
nefit have  the  effect  intended — you  may 
fix  the  price,  but  any  attempt  of  the  kind 
with  respect  to  corn  must  fail,  as  it  being 
an  article  of  universal  consumption,  any 
interference  with  it  for  the  purpose  of  en- 
hancing the  price  must  injure  the  whole 
community.     Now,  with  respect  to  secu- 
ring a  certain  price  for  corn,  there  is  this 
diflference — although  with  articles  of  lux- 
ury, such  as  silk,  rise  of  price  may  dimi- 
nish consumption,  yet  you  do  not  hear 
much  complaint ;  whereas  any  rise  in  the 
price  of  corn  is  universally  felt  and  com- 
plained of.    What  I  have  hitherto  said  has 
been  directed  to  those  who  are  not  satis- 
fied with  the  present  protection,  and  who 
maintain  that  there  ought  to  be  an  increased 
protection  ;  or  who,  at  all  events,  in  de- 
spair say — '*  do  not  go  further  in  the  di- 
rection of  free-trade.*'   I  now  come  to  con« 
sider  the  plan  of  the  present  law,  and  the 
scheme  which  the  present  Ministers  have 
laid  down.     In  considering  that  scheme, 
the  most  obvious  effect  of  it  is  that  it  is  so 
contrived  that  corn  shall  be  admitted  at  a 
period  of  the  year  in  great  floods^-or,  to 
use  a  phrase  of  Mr.  Canning,  in  a  deluge^ 
overwhelming  the  markets,  and  not  con- 
stantly and  steadily  supplying  them,  ac 
cording  to  the  necessity  of  trade   and 
commerce.     Such  has  been  the  eflfect  of 
the  present  law.     If  any  one  will  consult 
the  report  of  a  speech  which  has  been 
published  by  Lord  Monteagle,  he  will  see 
what  proportion  the  introduction  of  foreign 
corn  in  one  month  has  borne  to  the  quan- 
tity introduced  in  the  whole  year.     In 
1837,  the  proportion  per  cent,  of  a  month's 
admission  to  the  year's  admission  was  78 ; 
in  1838,  the  proportion  was  83 ;  in  1839, 
the  proportion  was  30 ;  in  1840,  the  pro- 
portion was  48 ;  in   1841,  the  proportion 
was  82,  and  in  1842,  the  proportion  was 
79^  making  an  average,  during  the  six 
years  from  1837  to  1842,  of  about  65  per 
cent.,  introduced  in  the  harvest  month,  or 
in  one  month  of  the  year.      Now,  let  us 
take  the  importation  from  the  colonies  on 
which  the  duty  is  fixed.     In  1837,  the 
proportion  per  cent,  between  a  month's 
and  year's  entry  on  colonial  wheat  and 
flour  was  in  1837|  24  per.  cent, ;  in  1838| 
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22  pcrccDt. ;  in  1839,40  per  cent.;  in 
1840,  23   per  cent.;    in    1841,   47   per 
cent. ;  and  in  1842,  25  per  cent. ;  making; 
an  average  for  the  six  years  of  about  30 
per  cent,  introduced  in  one  month  of  the 
year.     If  that  be  a  trut  analogy,  and  if  by 
having  a  sliding-scale  you  introduce   a 
very  great  quantity  during  one  particular 
month  of  the  year,  and  if  by  a  Bxcd  duty 
your  importations  vary  at  different  times 
of  the  year,  but  diffusing  somewhat  of  the 
same  quantity  throughout  every  month  of 
the  whole  year,  is  not  that  a  very  |)owerful 
argument  against  a  sliding-scale  ?  Because 
nothing  can  be  worse  to  the  farmers  than 
a  great  importation  of  corn  at  a  particular 
moment  when  they  are  least  able  to  bear 
any  competition.      The  hon.  Member  for 
Essex  stated  on  one  occasion  that  his  con- 
stituents must  feel  great  satisfaction  that 
there  was  not  a  duty  of  8s.,  for  at  the  mo- 
ment the  hon.  Meml>er  was  speaking,  the 
duty  was  20s,  In  one  of  the  speeches  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman  he  stated  that  this  was  a 
great    comfort    to    the    farmers;    but    I 
hold  that  to  be  a  great  fallacy,  because  a 
large  importation  of  corn  had  previously 
taken  place,  and  after  the  harvest  of  1842 
the  farmer  was  exposed  to  a  competition 
of  not  less  than  2,900,000  quarters  of  fo* 
reign  wheat,  which  had  been  imported. 
The  papers  produced  on  the  motion  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Somerset  (Mr.  Miles) 
stated  that  that  vast  quantity  of  corn  was 
imported  during  that  year.   Let  the  House 
consider  the  effect  both  on  the  consumers 
and  on  the  producers  of  such  a  quantity 
being  introduced.     During  seven  months 
of  the  year,  when  these  importations  took 
place,  the  price  of  wheat  was  on  an  aver- 
age at  6\$,  5d.^  and  tlie  quantity  of  corn 
admitted  was  463,791  quarters.   That  was 
the  supply  when  the  average  price  was 
61s.  5d,     It  would  have  been  a  great  ad- 
vantage to  the  consumer  if  there  had  been 
a  considerably  greater  importation  of  wheat 
at  that  time,  while  it  would  not  have  been 
any   great  disadvantage   to  the    farmer, 
liiit,  in  the  course  of  five  weeks  the  intro- 
duction of  foreign  and  colonial  wheat  was 
'J,l61,r)l)9  quarters,  and  the  price  fell  to 
•OOs.  10c/.  a  (juarter;  and  this  continued 
to   be  the   average   price  during  the  re- 
maining fife  months  of  the  year.     Now, 
is  this  a  reasonable  scheme.     Is  it  reason- 
able that  when  the  price  of  corn  is  high, 
t  should  prevent  foreign  corn  from  coming 
ill,  and  that  at  the  moment  when  there  was 
a  good  harvei t|  and  when  the  farmer  ex- 


pected a  fair  price  for  hii  produce,  Ike  kw 
should  let  in  an  enormoua  qvtnlily  of 
foreign  wheat  which  should  reduce  the 

fricc  from  61f.  5d.  to  50«.  lOd.  a  quarter? 
t  appears  to  me,  that  this  arguueot  is  al- 
most of  itself  conclusive  agaiost  a  sliding- 
scale.    The  disadvantage  which  it  nrasl 
work  to  the  farmers  alone  ought  to  be  a 
reason   against  it.      And    tbeo    let   iht 
House  look  to  the  Tarious  other  cftaU 
which  such  a  scheme  produces.     Maoli 
has  been  said  of  the  recklcu  specnlatagiia 
of  men  in  the  corn  trade ;  and  a  speos* 
lator  in  corn  has  been  considered  a  sort  of 
animal  to  be  looked  upon  by  the  (ki 
with  horror.     But  what  worse  are  tl 
speculators  in  corn  than  speculaton  ia 
other  produce?    There   ever  have  bean 
speculators,  and  I  trust  there  ever  will  be. 
But  so  far  as  there  are  reckless  speculatoia 
in  corn,  it  is  your  laws  which  nake  tbmiu 
When  you  impose  a  duty  of  20s,  a  qnartar 
on  the  importation  of  foreign  com,  tbef 
cannot  indeed  import;  but  when  jou  aay, 
that  in  proportion  as  the  price  of  corn  in* 
creases,  the  duty  shall  diminish,  you  im- 
mediately convert  the  dealer  in  com  ial0 
a  ^  speculator.      The    specolatMMi   aa  to 
prices,  then  becomes  as  tempting  aa  any 
lottery ;  and  how  can  jou  complain  tte 
the  reckless  speculator,  as  you  call  bias 
should  be  tempted  to  make  the  mod  ha 
can  by  the  means  you  place  in  his  pewart 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Sir  R.  Pwd) 
last  year,  when  speaking  in  defenoa  of 
this  law,  (and  considering  his  great  alda- 
ties  and  powers  of  debatCi  it  was  ratbec  a 
singular  observation  for    him  to  make) 
stated  that  tbe  effect  of  the  law  bad  besB 
much  injured    by  the    criticism  of   mf 
noble   Friend  the  Member  for  TivefftoBy 
who,  availing  himself  of  an  admiasioa  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  that  the  lav 
might  be  very  materially  affiKtcd  by  tka 
state  of  the  weather,  conteoded  tMl  % 
bad  harvest  would  render  the  law  ii 
tive.    This  reminds  me  of  an  ol 
of  a  friend  of  mine  who,  when 
street  was  first  built,  said,  that  it 
be  a  very  good  street,  but  it  would 
bear  the  weather,  nor  criticism.     Thai 
seemed  to  be  the  case  with  this  law.    If 
the  wealher  bo  unfavourable^  if  tbaiaht 
a  fortnight's  rain  or  cold  ni^ta,  Iban  iha 
law  is  indefensible,  and  every  kmd  of  ^U 
speculation  is  thought  of.   They  woald. 
persons    with   speculation  in  tbeir 
going  about  expecting  a  very  great 
from  the  introduction  of  com  and  a 


1463 


Cimi'Laws. 


(Juxi  13} 


Com^Laws* 


1454 


bad  harvest.  But  not  only  that,  if  any 
one  criticized  the  law,  then  it  was  said, 
that  thai  made  the  law  unsafe  and  inju- 
rious. Such  is  the  ricketty  and  unhealthy 
constitution  of  a  law  which  you  stated 
last  year  to  be  final-^no  not  final,  but  to 
establish  for  a  short  time  a  system  benefi- 
cial for  the  country*  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  referred  to  a  paper  with  re- 
spect to  prices  in  the  months  of  June, 
July,  August,  and  September  from  the 
years  1773  to  1793  which  bears  the  name 
of  Captain  Gladstone  on  its  back.  But 
if  that  paper  was  intended  to  show  that 
there  had  always  been  such  great  varia- 
tions of  prices  as  have  occurred  during 
the  last  few  years,  1  think  the  object  ^ 
the  rigtit  hon.  Gentleman  has  not  been 
answered.  The  paper  shows  just  the 
contrary  of  that  supposition.  I  will  not 
go  through  the  items  by  mentioning  the 
prices,  but  if  any  one  will  take  that 
trouble,  be  will  see,  that  taking  a  good 
harvest,  a  bad  harvest,  and  an  average 
harvest,  the  change  of  prices  daring  those 
Years  (namely,  between  1773  and  1793) 
has  been  very  trifling  as  compared  with 
the  alterations  of  prices  under  the  sliding* 
scale.  We  find  changes  from  48s.  to 
528.,  from  54s.  to  49f.,  but  we  find  no 
changes  from  the  year  1773  to  1793  such 
as  have  token  place  under  the  sliding- 
scale.  There  is  an  argument  used  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade,  in  defence  of  the 
present  law,  which  I  think  he  has  never 
completely  developed  ;  and  it  appears  to 
roe,  that  when  his  observation  is  examined 
it  leads  to  a  very  different  result  to  that 
which  he  considers.  He  stated,  in  re- 
spect to  the  Corn-law,  that  the  general 
course  of  its  history  and  legislation  was 
difi'ercnt  from  that  with  respect  to  the  le* 
gislatioa  on  other  subjects,  and  that  you 
will  continue  that  difference  by  the  present 
law.  Now,  I  will  take  the  liberty  to 
state  to  the  House  the  alterations  which 
have  been  made  with  regard  to  the  Corn- 
laws.  But,  in  the  first  place,  I  roust 
observe,  that  with  respect  to  the  prohibi- 
tion, and  to  prohibitory  duties,  your  whole 
policy  has  changed  upon  this  subject  since 
these  Corn-laws  were  enacted  and  while 
they  have  been  in  operation.  It  is  no 
longer  an  argument,  to  say  that  you  ought 
to  have  a  prohibitory  duty  now,  because  it 
was  the  policy  of  the  Legislature  in  the 
reign  of  Charles  2nd.  or  William  3rd.  to 
give  protection  to  your  borne  productMDs 


inasmuch  as  your  national  policy  has  been 
essentially  changed.  In  1826  Mr.  Hus- 
kisson  made  a  great  alteration  in  the  law 
with  respect  to  the  manufactures  of  the 
country.  There  had  been  a  total  prohibi- 
tion to  import  silks,  and  in  respect  to 
cottons  and  woollens,  the  duty  being  60 
and  70  per  cent,  he  proposed  to  take 
ftway  those  prohibitory  dutieSf  making 
the  duties  in  some  instances  10  per  cent, 
and  in  no  instance  more  than  30  per  cent, 
The  argument,  therefore,  for  keeping  up  a 
prohibitory  duty  on  the  ground  of  its 
being  the  system  of  the  country,  totally 
failed,  that  system  having  already  been 
altered.  In  the  course  of  the  last  year 
did  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  contemplate 
that  policy  ?  Did  he  endeavour  to  uphold 
what  was  called  the  mercantile  theory  of 
former  times  ?  On  the  contrary,  he  pro- 
posed a  duty  of  five  and  ten  per  cent, 
upon  articles  of  raw  produce  and  of  ten, 
fifteen,  and  twenty  per  cent,  upon 
manufactured  articles,  thus  precluding 
altogether  the  principle  of  prohibitory  du- 
ties. Therefore  it  is  no  valid  argument  to 
say  that,  with  respect  to  corn,  the  adher- 
ence to  a  prohibitory  duty  was  in  con- 
sonance with  the  system  of  this  country, 
because  that  system  had  been  condemned 
by  the  adoption  of  an  entirely  new  policy 
in  respect  to  all  other  articles.  What  has 
been  the  state  of  the  law  as  compared  with 
what  it  is  now  ?  The  duty  stooid  thus : — 
In  1670,  the  price  of  wheat  being  55s.  to 
82s.  6d.,  the  duty  was  8s.  3d. ;  in  1690, 
55i.  to  82s.  6d..  duty  8s.  7d.;  in  1704, 
65$.  to  82s.  ed.^  duty  8i.  lid. ;  in  1747, 
55$.  to  82s.  6d.,  duty  9s.  3d.  At  that 
time  this  country  he  was  aware  was  an 
exporting  country;  but  at  all  events  it 
showed  that  then  a  duty  of  8s.  was  suf 
ficient,  when  the  price  was  55$.  whereas 
the  duty  is  now  18s.  After  this  the  popu- 
lation of  the  country  increased,  and  in  the 
year  1774  the  duty  on  a  quarter  of  wheat, 
when  the  price  was  49s.  6d.f  was  only  6d. 
In  1791,  when  the  price  was  61s.  Qd,  to 
55s.  8c2.,  the  duty  was  2s.  6d.,  and  above 
that  price  corn  was  admitted  at  6d.  duty. 
Such  was  your  policy  from  1670  to  1804. 
It  was  a  policy  which  at  one  time  was  so 
far  liberal,  that  when  the  price  was  above 
49s;  6d,f  you  had  no  more  than  a  duty  of 
6c/.,  and  the  highest  duty,  when  the  price 
was  55$,f  was  9s.  3<f.,  whereas  now  the 
duty  at  that  price  was  18s.  Therefore^ 
even  when  you  kept  up  a  restrictive  sys- 
tem with  respect  to  your  manufacturef. 
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your  law  with  regard  to  corn  was  not  so 
stringent  as  it  is  at  the  present  time.  In 
J804  a  great  change  took  place.  You 
had  been  engaged  for  many  years  in  a 
great  war.  But  what,  in  fact,  determined 
the  prices?  From  1797  to  1815  the  state 
of  the  currency  was  depreciated,  and,  in 
consequence  of  that  depreciation,  the  duty 
was  of  little  value.  In  four  dilTerent  years 
the  price  of  corn  was  above  100s.  per 
quarter;  but  in  1815  a  new  policy  was 
adopted,  and  80s.  was  established  as  the 
price  at  which  foreign  corn  might  be  ad- 
mitted. An  important  change  occurred 
in  1819,  which  really  affected  the  price  of 
corn.  The  attempt  to  keep  up  the  price 
of  corn  at  80s.  entirely  failed ;  for  the 
right  hon.  Baronet,  in  1819,  introduced  a 
change  in  the  currency,  and  restored  the 
standard  of  value.  The  effect  of  the 
restoration  during  the  Bve  years  before 
and  five  years  after  1820  was  remarkable : 

Id  1816  the  price  was 78<. 

1817  96«. 

1818  86*. 

1819  74«. 

1820  67s. 

Thus,  even  in  1820,  a  great  difFcrcncc 
in  the  price  had  been  produced ;  but  the 
average  of  the  five  years  was  80s.  9^.  per 
quarter.  What  was  the  case  in  the  five 
years  following  1820  P 


In  1821  the  price  was 

1 822    

.')6i. 

4'ls. 

1823     

.524' 

1824     

1 . . .  • .   63s. 

182,5     

68s. 

Giving  an  average  of  57s.  'M.  instead 
of  the  former  average  of  80s.  9d.  That 
average  from  1820  to  IS'25  does  not  much 
diticr  from  the  average  from  1830  to 
1840.  It  was  not  therefore  any  alteration 
in  the  Corn-laws  tiiat  had  produced  the 
alteration  of  price,  but  the  alteration  in 
the  monetary  system.  The  history  of 
these  laws  shows  that  we  should  not  be 
well  founded  in  saying  that  in  former 
times  we  had  a  system  more  restrictive 
than  that  which  at  present  prevails ;  on 
the  contrary,  the  system  was  of  old  much 
less  restrictive.  In  1801  we  adopted  a 
restrictive  system,  and  in  1815  wc  carried 
it  farther,  but  you  have  no  warrant  in  his- 
tory for  maintaining  your  present  scheme. 
Lot  it  be  remembered,  too,  that  this  sys- 
tem of  increased  restriction  endeavouring 
(o  maintain  monopoly  has  been  carried 
into  effecr  while  population  has  been  in- 
creasing rapidly  and  vastly.    In  1800  the 


system  only  applied  to  five,  six,  or 
millions  of  people,  but  you  are  now  apply- 
ing it  to  seventeen,  eighteen,  aod  niiieleea 
millions.  You  are  making  greater  realrie- 
tions  at  the  very  time  when  you  ougln  lo 
introduce  greater  liberty.  You  are  apply- 
ing to  an  augmented  population  a  ajalaa 
of  restriction  that  was  unknown  even  m 
the  reign  of  Charles  2nd.  In  1841.  whca 
I  was  prevented  by  the  right  hon.  Banmal 
from  bringing  forward  the  question  of  tkc 
Corn-laws,  I  stated  that  the  vut  ii 
in  the  population  was  a  reason  on 
I  relied  for  a  diminution  of  the  restrictk 
on  corn.  The  right  hon.  Baronet  thea 
told  me  that  my  argument  was  not  worth 
an  answer,  and  that  it  might  safely  bo 
left  to  itself.  [Sir  R.  Peel:  **l  novcr 
said  so.'']  Certainly  the  right  hon.  Ba* 
ronet  then  said,  that  he  did  not  think  k 
proper  to  enter  into  the  question,  and  that 
there  was  nothing  in  my  motion  to  mekm 
it  worth  while  to  offer  any  answer  to  iL 
Such  was  my  impression,  and  aoch  I 
believe  was  the  import  of  what  the  rigbt 
hon.  Baronet  said,  although  I  have  not 
consulted  "  Hansard "  upon  the  poiBt. 
[Sir  R.  Peel :  <*  I  should  not  have  treated 
the  noble  I^rd  with  so  much  disrespect*"] 
I  do  not  complain  of  disrespect ;  hot  what 
I  mean  is  that,  in  that  speech,  aa  wdl  aa 
in  every  other  made  before  the  genaial 
election,  the  right  hon.  Baronet  aflbetad 
to  hold  very  cheap  all  the  argonienta  in 
favour  of  a  change  in  the  Coni-fai«8». 
Ever  since  the  general  election,  not  calf 
the  right  hon.  Baronet,  but  all  hbcah 
leagues — first,  the  Home  Secretary, 
then  the  Secretary  for  the  Colonies — 
talked  of  the  great  increase  in  the 
lation,  and  have  admitted  it  as  a  growid 
for  changing  the  law.  [An  hon. 
"  The  Paymaster  of  the  Forcea  haa 
admitted  it."]  That  is  true :  the  Fq^ 
master  of  the  Forces  has  made  no 
admission ;  but  since  the  general 
the  increase  of  the  population  has 
constantly  mentioned  as  a  reason  fa 
making  some  change  in  the  law.  I  wm 
satisfied  that  the  right  hon.  Baroaei 
two  of  the  Secretaries  of  State  are 
vinced  of  the  soundness  of  the 
If  so,  then  I  say  make  an  alteratioa 
some  sound  and  intelligible  principle  : 
not  attempt  first  one  little  chann  iBi 
then  another ;  do  not  adhere  to  a  wdiM> 
scale,  nominally  and  partially  set  it  ads 
by  a  fixed  duty;  do  not  attewpt  l»-4i 
that  by  some  contrifaooe  n(aidiBf  Clh« 
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nada,  and  afiect  to  introduce  corn  from 
a  country  whence  you  have   ascertained 
that  no  corn  is  likely  to  come.     Do  not 
by  subtle  practices   like   these,  in   fact, 
avoid  making  an  alteration  openly  which 
you  yourselves  admit  to  be  reasonable.    I 
see  that  in  a  late  speech  delivered  in  (he 
United  States,  Mr.  Webster  mentions  an 
inclination  which  he  presumes  to  exist  in 
the  government  of  this  country,  to  admit, 
not  indeed,  wheat  and  barley,  but  Indian 
corn,  the  produce  of  the  United  States, 
there  may  some  benefit  arise  from  the  in- 
troduction of  Indian  com,  but  it  must  be 
small,  inasmuch  as  it  is  not  the  habit  of 
the  people  of  this  empire  to  consume  it ; 
but  I  say  again,  that  if  we  are  to  make 
an  alteration,  do  not  let  us  make  it  as  re- 
gards  Canada  merely,  or  as  regards  a 
particular  speciet  of    grain ;    let  us  do 
something  openly  and  fairly,  and  upon  a 
comprehensive  principle.     As  Mr.  Web- 
ster says,  **  either  warm  us  or  cool  us ; 
either  freeze  us  or  scorch  us ;  but  do  not 
heartlessly  attempt  nothing."    Although 
this  was  said  on  the  other  side  the  Atlan- 
tic, 1  imagine  that  it  will  find  many  sym- 
pathisers on  this  side  of  the  water.     Not 
merely  the  agricultural,  but  many  of  the 
commercial  classes,  have  found  reason  to 
complain  of  some  of  the  hasty  changes 
made  last  year  in  the  tariff.     The  agri- 
cultural interest  is  now  suffering  from  un- 
certainty— from  a  state  of  things  which 
they  feel  assured  cannot  be  lasting ;  and 
they  would  be  thankful  to  you,  if  they 
could  once  get  rid  of  the  notion  of  uncer- 
tainty. They  want  you  to  settle  the  Corn- 
laws  in  some  way  that  is  likely  to  last  for 
a  time.  [Mr.  Gladstone :  Last  for  a  time.] 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  takes  hold  of 
that  phrase,  but  let  me  tell  him  that  I  am 
much  more  for  final  measures  than  he  is : 
I  am  rather  an  advocate  for  finality,  espe- 
cially in  commercial  Legislation  in  which 
any  degree  of  uncertainty  has  an  injurious 
effect  on  numerous  classes.     J  do  not  find 
fault  with  the  declarations  of  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  (Sir  R.  Peel)  sitting  on  one 
side  of  the  House  or  the  other:    I  do 
not  think  that  he  said,  on  the  one  hand, 
that  he  intended  to  adhere  obstinately  to 
the  existing  law ;  nor,  on  the  other,  did 
he  tell  us  that  he  had  reason  to  think  that 
he  should    immediately  change  it.     He 
told  us,  in  fact,  what  I  expressed  in  those 
few  words,  that  upon  the  present  law  the 
country  must  rest  for  a  time.     [Sir  R. 
Peel :  In  changmg  it  would  you  scorch  us 


and  freeze  us.]     In  some  quarters  we  were 
told  that  we   were  to   have  a  Corn-law 
which  could  only  be  altered  by  the  revo- 
lution of  ages.    [No  !  no !]     I  understand 
such  a  declaration  was  made,  but  I  do 
not  consider  economical  laws  like  those 
which  aflfect  the  constitution  of  the  coun- 
try ;  but  what  you  must  depend  upon  is  a 
law  which,  in  its  working,  will  give  that 
satisfaction  and  produce  that  confidence 
which  will  lead  people  in  general  to  de- 
sire no  change.     But  I  say  that  this  law 
will  have  a  contrary  effect — ^that  no  per- 
sons are  contented  with  it.    The  farmers 
themselves,  at  this  moment,  feel  the  evil 
of  having  three  millions  of  quarters  of 
wheat  thrown  at  once  upon  the  market.  It 
is  impossible  that  there  should  be  any 
satisfaction,  so  long  as  so  artificial  and, 
as  I  think,  so  vicious  a  principle  is  allowed 
to  prevail.  I  now  come  to  those  principles 
on  which,  in  my  opinion,  an  alteration  of 
the  law  ought  to  be  founded ;  and  I  shall 
only  state  them  generally,  nothing  more 
being  necessary  on  moving  for  a  committee 
of  the  whole  House,  and  I  shall  be  ready  to 
go  into  details  if  the  House  assent  to  my 
motion.      Some  persons  of  considerable 
influence  in  the  country  ask  for  a  total 
abolition  of  restrictions  upon  the  importa- 
tion of  corn ;  but  I  do  not  think,  as  a 
matter  of  principle,  that  measures  based 
upon  certain  grounds,  though  savouring 
of  the  nature  of  restriction  duties,  are  in 
any  way  inconsistent  with  the  doctrines  of 
free  trade.     I  do  not  find  them  so  treated 
by  any  great  writer;  on  the  contrary,  I 
find  it  admitted  that  they  may  exist  in 
conjunction  with  freedom  of  trade.  Coun- 
tervailing duties,  for  example,  I  do  not 
regard  as  contrary  to  the  principle  of  com- 
mercial intercourse.    As  a  general  princi- 
ple, we  may  say  that  we  ought  not  to  in- 
terfere in  the  direction  of  industry,  or  in 
the  management  of  trade ;  but  if,  for  the 
purpose  of  finance,  you  lay  a  duty  on  a 
particular  article,  it  is  not  only  allowable, 
but  it  is  just,  that  a  foreign   importer 
should  be  liable  to  an  equivalent  duty. 
If  you  impose  a  duty  upon  glass,  for  in- 
stance, upon  printed  cottons,  or   upon 
hops,  and  if  you  say  that  the  foreign  im- 
porter shall  be  free  from  that  duty,  you 
will  not  be  acting  on  the  principles  of  free 
trade,  but  upon  the  principle  ot  protectioQ 
to  the  foreigner  to  the  injury  of  the  home 
producer.    If  you  lay  a  tax  of  200  or  300 
per  cent,  upon  certain  manufiictures^ — a 
tax  80  high,  for  instancei  as  that  upon 
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malt,  are  you  to  fay  that  foreigneri  may 
introduce  it  free  of  duty  ?  If  you  do,  you 
give  an  advantage  to  foreigners  over  your 
own  tubjects.  If  your  revenue  requires 
that  you  should  lav  a  duty  on  any  home 
produce  or  manufacture,  it  is,  I  repeat, 
ooly  justice  that  you  should  make  a  foreign 
importer  pay  a  similar  duty.  Those  who 
ask  for  a  total  abolition  of  all  duties  on 
corn  contend  against  that  principle.  I  am 
aware,  indeed,  that  they  dispute  the  fact, 
and  I  am  not  now  going  to  argue  as  to  its 
existence.  They  allege,  first,  that  there 
is  no  direct  duty  on  the  production  of 
corn ;  and  secondly,  that  the  indirect 
charges  which  the  agricultural  interest 
contend  press  peculiarly  upon  it,  are,  in 
fact,  borne  equally  by  every  class  of  the 
community.  That  is  a  question  which 
may  bo  very  well  argued  before  a  commit- 
tee, and  if  tho  House  resolve  itself  into 
that  committee  I  shall  give  my  reasons 
why  I  think  peculiar  burthens  are  t>orne  by 
the  land.  If  I  make  out  that  position  the 
principles  of  free  trade  will  not  be  violated 
by  the  coufse  1  propose  to  pursue.  There 
is  another  ground  on  which,  I  think,  we 
may  fairly  impose  a  duty  on  foreign  corn, 
h  is  a  ground  which  has  been  stated  over 
and  over  again  with  reference  to  every 
faulty,  vicious,  unwise,  but  long-cootinued 
system  of  protection.  And  I  know  no 
writer,  however  much  he  may  be  attached 
to  abstract  truth,  who  has  not  stated  that 
great  caution  must  be  displayed,  and  de- 
grees observed,  in  makmg  any  great 
change  in  a  commercial  system.  Dr. 
Adam  Smith  found  great  fault  with  what 
was  formerly  our  colonial  system;  and 
this,  by  the  bye,  is  another  point  in  which 
uur  policy  has  been  completely  altered, 
for  we  formerly  ensured  to  this  country  a 
monopoly  of  the  supply  of  our  coloniea. 
Against  that  svstem  Adam  Smith  stre- 
nuously contended,  but  when  he  came  to 
the  practical  question  of  the  removal  of 
the  grievance,  he  proceeds  very  cauti- 
ously.    He  says — 

*<  To  open  the  colony  trade  all  at  ooee  to 
all  nations,  might  not  only  occasion  some 
tiaiisitory  ioconrenicncy,  but  a  great  per- 
manent loss  to  the  greater  part  of  those  whose 
industry  or  capital  is  at  present  engaged  in  it. 
I1ic  sudden  loss  of  the  employment  even  of 
the  ships  which  import  the  eighty-two  thou- 
sand hogsheads  of  tobacco,  which  are  over  and 
above  the  consumption  of  Great  Britain,  might 
alono  be  felt  very  seriously.  Such  are  the 
unfortunate  effects  of  all  the  regulations  of 
the  mercantile  system  I    They  not  only  •ofo- 


duce  very  dangerous  disordi  rs  into  tbc 
of  the  body  politic,  but  di  Mdeis  which  it  ii 
often  difficult  to  remedy  wiioont  oecarioMafc 
for  a  time  at  lea^t,  still  greater  disorders  E 
what  manner,  therefore,  the  eolooy 
ought  graduallv  to  be  opened  \  wkai  m 
restraints  which  ought  first,  and  wluU  art 
which  ought  last,  to  be  taken  away ;  cr  is 
what  manner  the  natnral  system  cf  patiMl 
liberty  and  justice  ought  gradually  to  ht 
restored,  we  must  leave  lo  the  wudoa  ot 
future  statesmen  and  legislators  todetttttlBt.'* 

While  Adam  Smith  thus  stales  ths 
principle  broadly,  he  is  opposed  to  ft 
den  change,  and  leaves  it  to 
and  legislators  to  decide  upoo  Um 
of  establishing  by  degrees  an  entire  finss* 
dom  of  trade.  Another  and  fin  nhb 
writer,  full  of  abstract  propositions,  1  smh 
Mr.  Ricardo,  when  he  came  to  a  pradieal 
question  recommended  that  the  dnty  of 
2O5.  on  foreign  core  sboald  be  rsHnosi 
to  10s.  and  that  that  10s.  sboald  rereiin 
as  a  permanent  duty.  He  admitted  ikf 
excellence  of  perfect  freedom  of  tmde; 
but  when  he  came  to  deal  with  n  bmch 
of  commerce  which  had  grown  np  uodsi^ 
and  had  been  established  by  your  Icgisln* 
tioo,  he  admitted  the  ruhncss  of  mshi^f 
at  once  from  one  extreme  to  the  nihtf- 
For  this  reason,  if  the  House  reaolve  ilssH 
into  the  committee,  what  I  ahoukl  nffn|ioes 
would  not  be  an  immediate  abohtion  of 
all  duty,  but  a  moderate  fixed  datj.  It 
would  certainly  be  in  the  power  oif  nq 
hon.  Member  to  urge  a  total  and  cnliBS 
abolition,  but  that  I  should  oppose,  nal 
should  be  in  favour  of  a  modernie  flisi 
duty  [Sir  J.  TprM:  Of  what  naooBlfl. 
That  u  a  question  which  I  will  answer  ■ 
the  right  lion.  Gentleman  will  go  with  an 
Into  the  committee.  I  will  then  tell  hiss 
what  I  mean  by  a  moderate  fixed  dwtg^ 
and  I  will  explain  to  him  the  grouiids  OB 
which  I  propose  it.  As  soon  as  we  get  ii 
the  committee  I  shall  endeavour  to 
tain  what  system  would  be  a  comi 
likely  to  be  satisfactory  to  the  m^orilf  of 
the  House,  and  to  the  diflPerant  pnrtiea  ■ 
the  country.  I  must  confess  that  mv 
periencc,  and  all  that  I  have  read  of  i 
mer  times,  lead  me  to  believe  thai  ia 
those  much  debated  questions,  in 
antagonist  opinions  and  principles 
into  conflict,  the  best  and  wisest  c 
was  always  to  m-^-*  a  compromise  beti 
those  ditifereot  inie  ts»  and  yield 
thing  of  the  ext  views  of  either  p«tth 
Even,  theref'  1  i  were  not  on  spesM 
and  peculi-  the  advocala  of  • 
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fixed  duly,  1  should  say  it  is  the  interest 
of  all  parties  to  come  to  some  settlementt 
And  really  there  are  subjects  enough 
already — subjects  of  great  auxiety,  and 
requiring  the  deepest  deliberation  before 
the  House  and  under  the  eye  of  the  Go« 
vernment,  to  make  it  a  wise  and  a  prudent 
course  to  endeavour  to  effect  a  settleoMnt 
of  this  particular  question.  And  to  tfaoie 
who  entertain  what  I  must  describe  as  ex- 
treme views  on  this  subject,  I  will  adduce 
two  great  historical  examples— -the  ques- 
tion of  the  abolition  of  the  Slave  Trade  and 
that  of  Catholic  Emancipation.  When  Mi. 
Fox,  in  1806,  nOved  the  resolution  for  the 
abolition  of  the  Slave  Trade,  he  observed, 

<*That  the  friends  of  abolition  had  con- 
stantly opposed  the  proposition  of  Mr.  Dun« 
das  for  gradual  abolition ;  but  that  Mr.  Dun* 
das  had  looked  forward  to  1800  as  the  year 
of  final  abolition,  while  they  were  now,  in 
1806,  still  with  the  question  unsettled." 

So  that  however  right  the  friends  Of 
abolition  might  have  been  in  their  prln<» 
ciple,  they  would  undoubtedly  have  been 
more  successful  in  their  objeot  bad  they 
earlier  entertained  the  idea  of  a  codipro^ 
mise.  Again,  with  respeot  to  Catholic 
Emancipation,  there  can  be  do  doubt  that 
in  1812  the  admission  of  Catholics  tO 
many  offices  might  have  been  conoeded ; 
but  the  friends  of  emancipation  refused  a 
compromise  because  admission  to  the 
House  of  Commons  was  refused.  £roan« 
cipation  was  not  finally  carried  until  1829* 
Here  again  the  Catholics  would  have  done 
wisely  had  they  agreed  to  the  compfOmiie 
in  1812.  But  it  is  said  that  eveo  if  a 
moderato  fixed  duty  were  agreed  to  tli# 
Anti  Corn-law  League  would  continue  to 
agitate  for  total  repeal.  Now,  whatever 
may  at  present  be  the  declar«tioB  of  those 
who  conduct  the  agitation  I  confess  my 
doubt  whether  it  could,  after  suoh  a  set« 
tlement  of  the  law,  be  carried  on  with 
any  practical  benefit.  That  Anti  Corn- 
law  agitation,  it  must  be  observed,  is  kept 
up  not  by  persons  who  have  no  other  ob- 
ject but  agitation, — 'who,  either  for  the 
sake  of  public  distinction  or  for  some 
other  perhaps  selfish  object,  prolong  the 
discussion  of  the  question  ;  but  many  of 
those  who  subscribe  their  money,  give 
their  time,  and  attend  the  meetings  of  the 
Anti  Corn-law  League,  ate  persons  en* 
gaged  in  busineM  add  manufactures  which 
require  their  Constant  sttperintendenoe* 
They  are  men  naturally  averse  to  the  tor* 
noil  of  immeiMe   public  Bseelitigft  and 


harangues,  they  take  part  in  the  present 
agitation  from   necessity,  and  my  belief 
therefore  is,  if  the  Legislature  showed  a 
disposition   to  Come   to  some  agreement 
upon  this  subject,  and  if  it  established  a  set- 
tlement by  act  of  Parliament,  they  would 
find  nearly  the  whole  of  the  Anti  Corn^law 
agitation  would  cease  of  itself.  I  have  now 
stated  the  reasons  mhj  I  think  we  should 
make  some  alteration  m  the  existing  law  | 
I  have  also  stated  the  reasons  which  in* 
duce  me  to  think  we  should  propose  rather 
the  continuance  of  a  duty  than  the  com- 
plete and  immediate  abolition.     I  must 
say,  notwithstanding  all   that  has  l^een 
said  by  Hon*  Friends  of  mine,  1  am  still 
convinced  there  should  beeoniet)rovision, 
either  in  the  law  itself  or  by  the  inter* 
position  of  the  Crown^  to  meet  extreme 
oases,  that  might  happen,  of  scarcity, 
when  some  relaxation  of  a  fixed  duty 
would  be  indispensable.    I   fully  admit 
that  is  my  opinion,  not  founded  on  eco« 
nomical  principles^  because  I  think  when 
oom  gets  up  to  70f.  or  80s.  the  impoeitioa 
of  8f»  or  lOi,  duty  adds  nothing  to  the 
prkse,  and  the  consumer  will  have  the 
article  as  eheap  with  as  without  that  pay- 
ment; but^  regarding  this  as  apolitical 
question,  I  fbel  if  anything  like  aconsider* 
able  duty  coexisted  with  a  scarcity  in  the 
country,  and  with  any  great  ^r  that 
scarcity  would  be  aggravated,  there  would 
be  such  discontent  with  the  law  as  would 
expose  the  executive  Ooveroment  to  great 
disadvantage  uolefis  a  power  of  relaxation 
existod.    But  I  do  not  expect  that  such  a 
ease  would  often  occur  i  indeed,  1  think 
it  would  be  a  ver^rare  ease,  beoause  if 
we  had  a  fixed  duty,  if  that  duty  were  not 
exoessivci    wa    should   have  Importatioa 
when  corn  rose  to  50s.y  62*,  and  56$^^ 
gradually  going  on.  People,  seeing  achange 
of  any  relaxation  of  tiie  duty  at  a  great 
dtatanoe,  irould  be  content  with  the  ordt» 
nary  rate  of  profit  in  Bseioautile  traaiac* 
tk>ns  I  and  If  they  were  coatentad  with  that 

Erofit'^iff  instead  of  the  recklees  speeu* 
itor»  we  had  regular  merchants  engaged 
in  this  trade,  oom  would  regularly  be  im* 
ported,  and,  the  exportatton  of  manuAio* 
tures  going  on  to  replace  it,  the  price  go* 
nerally  wonld  be  kept  down  and  prevented 
from  ever  rising  to  an  excessive  amount* 
I  believe,  therefore,  although  we  must  not 
shut  our  eyee  to  each  a  contingencyi  it  h 
not  one  that  will  fredoently  occur,  or 
would  pitveat  the  ordinaffj  operation  of 
the  law.     Thaaa  ait  tin  leasoiia  and 
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grounds  on   which  I   ask  the  House  to 
make  an  alteration  of  the  present  law.     1 
do  not  propose  it  as  a  question  of  party, 
it  is  not  one  in  which  those  with  whom 
I  act  have  taken  a  line  by  which  they  are 
distinguished  from  any  other  party  In  the 
state.     As   a  party  that  to  which  I  have 
the  honour  to  belong  has  both   in  former 
and  ID  present  times  had  a  sufficient  num- 
ber of  acts  embodied  in  the  statute-book 
upon    which   to   found   their   reputation, 
without  claiming  any  exclusive  right  to 
the  honour  of  establishing  the  principle  of 
free-trade.     Beginning  with  the   Habeas 
Corpus  Act  and  the  Bill  of  Rights,  going 
down  to  the  Reform  Act^  the  Municipal 
Reform  Act,  and  the  Act  for  the  Abolition 
of  Slavery — there  are  titles  enough  to  the 
support  of  the  people  of  this  country  con- 
tained in  our  legislation  for  me  to  be  satis- 
fied with  those  claims.     With  regard  to 
the  question  of  free-trade,  it  is  perfectly 
true,   historically  speaking,  as  the  hon. 
Member  for  Shrewsbury  (Mr.  Disraeli) 
has  more  than   once  contended   in   this 
House,  that  at  the  time  of  the  peace  of 
Utrecht,  and  at  the  period  of  proposing 
the  commercial  treaty  with  France  in  1786, 
the  Tory  party  were  in  favour  of  those 
principles,  and  the  Whigs  defended  the 
side  of  commercial   and    manufacturing 
restrictions.     In  later  times  there  has  not 
been  any  distinction  of  party  on  this  sub- 
ject.    Mr.  Huskisson,  as  the  organ  of  the 
Tory    Ministry,    brought  forward    great 
changes  in  our  commercial  legislation,  and 
generally  speaking  the  body  of  the  Whigs, 
though    in  opposition,    supported    those 
changes.     With  regard  to  principles  and 
opinions,  I  do  not  Hnd  that  her  Majesty's 
present  Ministers  differ  from  Oentlemen 
opposed  to  them;   but  there  is  this  to 
be  said,   that  for  the  last  two  or  three 
years     they    carried     on     this    contest, 
while   we    have   maintained  these    prin- 
ciples, and  sought  to  make  them  applic- 
able to  articles  of  agricultural  as  well  as 
manufacturing  produce,   the  Gentlemen 
opposite  have  given  in  to  the  doctrine 
which  I  think  a  most  absurd  one — that 
independence  of  foreigners  with  respect  to 
food  is  essential.     There  is  no  need  to 
refute  this  absurdity.     With  36,000,000/. 
of  exports  to  foreign  nations,  and  the  con- 
sequent dependence  of  our  i)opulation  to 
that  amount  for  employment,  we  cannot 
pretend  to  be  independent  of  foreigners. 
EVeo  with  regard  to  corn,  importing,  as 
we  had  done  for  the  last  three  or  four 


years,  between  2,000,000  and  3fiO0fiW 
(juartcri  of  wheat  every  year*  we  caoaot 
say  we  are  independent  of  foreigoen.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  tlie  President  of  ihn 
Board  of  Trade  has  been  one  of  the 
forward,  though  not  in  this  Houeep  to 
the  absurdity  of  any  such  theory. 
if  we  cannot  rest  on  that  theory,  if  no  ooo 
really  contends  that  any  of  the  principki 
on  which  excessive  protection 
are  sound  principles,  why  not 
once  to  a  system  that  should  be 
able  to  the  usual  and  ordinary  masHM  of 
trade  and  commerce  ?  What  is  there  lo 
prevent  it?  An  hon.  Gentleimui  nt  thi 
Kent  meeting  did  me  the  honour  lo  Md 
me  up  as  a  bugbear ;  and  said  that  if  Iht 
Canada  Bill  were  not  supported  and  M«- 
isters  kept  in  power  by  the  ^agricfilConl 
interest,  the  farmers  would  see  me  bock  in 
office,  and  be  obliged  to  suffer  all  the 
consequent  on  that  event.  If  hoo. 
tlemen  say  this,  if  they  openly  confess  thrt 
it  is  impossible  to  form  an  Adminiitratisa 
on  the  principles  of  extreme  protectioo,  if 
they  acknowledge  no  alternative  beti 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  opposite  and 
on  the  Opposition  side,  who  are  still  greatsr 
advocates  of  free-trade  than  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  what  objectbn  can  there  he 
to  the  Government  now  considerior  iIn 
principles  on  which  the  corn-trade  shooli 
be  established,  and  endeavouring  to  obtain 
some  stability  on  this  subject?  Porn^* 
self,  I  am  content  that  the  present  Mires* 
ters  should  have  the  credit  of  changp^g 
the  Corn-laws ;  but  I  am  convinced  tloA 
a  change  you  must  have,  and  it  is  kr 
better  to  adopt  a  fair  compromise 
tory  to  all,  than  to  adhere  to  a  s^ 
which,  from  its  uncertain ty,  b 
geous  to  none.  On  these  grounds  I 
mit  my  motion,  that  the  Houre 
itself  into  a  committee  on  the  Com-lMft» 

Mr.  Gladstone  rose,  for  the  parpoas^  he 
said,  of  endeavouring  to  induce  the  Hares 
to  refuse  its  assent  to  the  moiien  of  dhe 
noble  Lord  ;  but  before  going  into  Ae 
main  part  of  the  noble  Lord's  obaerfatiaH 
with  reference  to  the  Corn-Uws,  he 
to  say  a  few  words  with  respect  lo  a 
gression  the  noble  Lord  had  made  in 
earlier  part  of  his  speech  with  ngaid  \ 
totally  didercnt  mihjrrt  namrly^  tka 
ber  duties.  Whenever  the  nohle 
should  he  pleased  **  invite  a  apecii, 
cussion  with  reference  to  the  dianga  ■ 
duccd  in  the  timber  dutire  last  jere^  !• 
should  be  ready  to  meet  lure  paisi  |f 


1465 


CwnuLawit 


{JOKX  13} 


CanuLawt. 


1466 


point,  and  disprove  the  allegations  the 
noble  Lord  had  made  to-night,  somewhat 
hastily,  and  he  believed  without  sufficient 
information  ;  and,  on  the  other  hand,  to 
show  that  the  plan  which  the  noble  Lord 
had  proposed  ^ith  respect  to  the  timber 
duties  was  in  defiance  of  his  own  principles 
— and  open  on  every  ground  to  the  great- 
est objection.  On  this  subject,  the  noble 
Lord's  charges  really  contradicted  one 
another.  The  noble  Lord  said,  that  the 
change  in  the  timber  duties  had  introduced 
the  greatest  derangement  and  distress  into 
the  colonies.  He  challenged  the  noble 
I^rd  to  the  proof  of  that  statement.  The 
derangement  which  existed  in  Canada  was 
not  owing  to  the  change  in  the  law ;  on 
the  contrary,  if  there  was  anything  which 
promised  to  relieve  the  timber  trade  of 
Canada  and  New  Brunswick  from  derange- 
ment and  distress,  it  was  the  very  change 
iu  the  law  which  took  place  last  year.  It 
was  the  glutting  and  overstocking  of  the 
market  before  his  right  hon.  Friend  had 
announced  his  tariff,  it  was  the  extremely 
depressed  state  of  prices  in  this  country  for 
some  time  after  the  plan  of  the  Govern- 
ment was  announced,  and  before  it  came 
into  operation  in  deference  to  the  urgent 
entreaties  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Lam- 
beth, and  others,  that  their  constituents 
had  large  stocks  of  timber  on  hand,  that 
produced  the  distress  in  Canada,  which  the 
noble  Lord  unjustly  charged  against  the 
recent  alteration  in  the  law.  It  was  re- 
luctantly admitted  by  the  Government  that 
some  interval  should  take  place  between  the 
change  announced,  and  the  time  when  it 
should  come  into  full  operation ;  but  that 
difficulty  was  not  peculiar  to  the  plan  of 
his  right  hon.  Friend,  but  must  have  arisen 
in  any  case  when  a  great  reduction  of  duty 
was  contemplated.  The  noble  Lord  on  this 
point  had  resorted  to  what  purported  to 
be  a  demonstrative  proof  of  the  failure  of  the 
Government  Bill,  which  was,  he  was  sure, 
unworthy  alike  of  the  abilitv  and  of  the  po- 
sition of  the  noble  Lord.  He  quoted  the 
excise  duty  paid  on  glass  and  on  bricks  in 
the  year  1842,  as  an  illustration  of  the  un- 
favourable effects  of  the  change  in  the  tim- 
ber duties  last  year.  The  noble  Lord  said, 
that  the  intention  was  to  give  a  stimulus 
to  the  timber  trade,  and  then  taking  the 
articles  of  glass  and  bricks,  which  entered 
e()tia11y  with  timber  into  building,  he  in- 
ferred from  the  falling-off  of  these  duties 
the  failure  of  the  Government  plan.  The 
noble  Lord,  however,  knew  that  the  change 
in  the  timber  duties  during  nine  or  ten 


months  of  the  year  1842  waa  not  in  ope«« 
ration  at  all,  and  during  the  space  of  two 
or  three  months,  when  the  change  was  in 
operation,  it  was  at  that  period  of  the  year 
when  almost  all  building  operations  were 
suspended.  He  did  not  hesitate  to  say, 
that  everything  which  had  taken  place 
since  the  new  duty  had  come  into  opera- 
tion, held  out  the  very  best  promise  of 
giving  beneficial  results ;  and  that  whilst 
it  was  likely  to  answer  the  intention  for 
which  it  was  proposed,  and  to  lead  to  an 
enlargement  of  trade,  in  consequence  of 
the  greater  facilities  it  afforded  ;  on  the 
other  hand,  with  respect  to  the  amount  of 
revenue  which  would  be  sacrificed,  and 
which  he  thought  his  right  hon.  Friend 
had  wisely  taken  at  a  high  amount,  it 
would  be  found,  that  the  amount  of  loss 
would  fall  short  of  the  estimate,  and  would 
be  very  materially  reduced.  He  would 
now  leave  this  incidental  discussion,  and 
go  to  the  main  argument  of  the  noble 
Lord's  speech  relatins  to  the  Corn-laws. 
The  ancient  critics  held,  that  for  the  con- 
struction of  a  regular  drama  there  should 
be  a  beginning,  a  middle,  and  an  end ;  and 
he  would  make  these  distinctions  In  the 
noble  Lord's  speech,  because  to  the  begin- 
ning and  the  end  he  had  no  objection. 
With  respect  to  the  beginning,  it  related 
to  the  old  law,  and  as  there  was  no  pro- 
position to  repeal  the  law  passed  last  year, 
and  return  to  the  state  in  which  they  were 
before,  and  as  he  did  not  anticipate  any 
such  proposition,  he  would  leave  tne  argu- 
ments on  that  branch  to  the  agriculturists, 
to  whom  the  noble  Lord  addressed  them. 
He  agreed  with  the  noble  Lord,  that  prices 
had  not  been  seriously  affected  by  the 
changes  which  were  made.  He  also  agreed 
in  the  concluding  part  of  the  noble  Lord's 
speech,  or  could  offer  little  objection  to  it ; 
it  showed  that  there  were  many  points  of 
contact  between  the  noble  Lord  and  those 
on  that  (the  Ministerial)  side  of  the  House. 
The  points  of  contact,  indeed,  were  very 
numerous,  and  the  points  of  dissent  were 
very  few.  Indeed,  he  did  not  know  any 
from  which  he  (Mr.  Gladstone),  on  his 
part,  was  disposed  to  dissent.  The  noUe 
Lord  gave  his  support  to  the  Corn-law, 
partly  on  account  of  the  peculiar  burthens 
on  land,  and  partly  on  the  necessity  of 
applying  all  economical  principles  with 
great  discrimination  and  caution,  on  ac« 
count  of  the  vast  interests  invdved  in  the 
existing  enactments ;  and  lastly,  the  noble 
Lord  said,  that  the  true  method  of  dealing 
with  those  questions  was  not  to  give  pre- 
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mature  effect  to  abttract  theoriet,  but  to 
make  a  compromise  of  iuterests.  He  was 
sure,  that  tho  noble  Lord  did  not  mean 
any  unmanly  compromise  of  what  ho  or 
any  other  man  thouf^ht  to  be  just  and 
right ;  but  what  he  meant  was,  that  the 
spirit  in  which  such  a  question  ought  to  be 
approached,  was  with  an  earnest  desire  to 
examine,  to  measure,  and  to  compare  all 
tho  great  interests  of  the  country,  which» 
though  combined  and  harmonious  as  he 
lielieved  they  |)ormanently  were,  might  yet 
be  placed  by  enactments  or  by  circum- 
stances temporarily  in  a  state  of  conflict. 
What  tlie  noble  Lord  said  was,  "  Strike  a 
fair  balance  between  all,  and  do  not  gife 
a  preponderance  to  any."  Ho  was  sure, 
that  the  noble  Lord  would  find,  not  only 
in  that  House  but  out  of  it,  a  general  con- 
currence in  the  principles  which  he  had 
then  laid  down.  With  respect  to  that 
which  had  boen  a  fertile  theme  and  a 
strong  weapon  of  attack  upon  the  Gorern* 
ment — if  not  by  the  noble  Lord,  at  least 
by  those  who  sujiported  him — namely,  the 
supposed  intention  of  the  Government  to 
abandon  the  present  law,  and  to  be  guilty 
of  double  dealing  with  the  farmers-*the 
noble  Lord  did  not  complain  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  (Sir  R.  Peel'a)  decla- 
ration,  and  said  that  it  was  not  fair  to 
charge  him  with  not  intending  to  give  the 
law  nil  the  permanence  which  the  subject 
admitted,  aiid  which,  under  the  circum* 
stances  in  which  it  was  passed,  it  required. 
He  did  not  thiok^  however,  that  pcrma* 
oence  and  finality  on  such  a  tubjeot  were 
to  be  taken  in  the  aame  sense  as  with  re- 
spect to  measures  invofving  great  constitu* 
tional  and  social  principles.  To  those 
principles,  therefore,  of  the  noble  Lord,  he 
would  offer  no  objection  ;  but  with  respect 
to  the  application  of  those  principles  he 
widely  differed  from  the  noble  Loid.  He 
did  not  think,  that  the  noble  Lord,  in 
pursuing  the  course  he  recommended, 
would  be  just  to  the  interests  of  the 
country,  especially  when  the  agriculturists 
were  materially  affecte<l,  at  least  in  their 
statutory  position,  by  the  enactment  of 
last  year.  It  was  not  fair  to  look  only  to 
tho  change  which  was  then  effected  in  the 
(*4)rn*laws.  It  was,  no  doubt,  a  great  and 
important  change,  hut  there  were  other 
great  and  important  changes,  at  least  as 
far  as  the  principle  of  protecrtioo  was  cim- 
cnrniHl.  There  was  a  great  riNliirtion  in 
the  duty  on  live  animals,  on  froJi  and 
salted  provisions,  and  on  vegotables.  lie 
WHH  not  about  to  argue  the  clfcct  of  those 


changes,  but  they  Involved  a  gnmlMi  aff 
great  importance  with  regard  to  the  ■•• 
cognition  of  the  principle  of  high 
ing  duties.    The  agricaltnral  intvMb 
assent  to  those  dianges,  they  did 
obstacles  which  night  haite  hapi 

posed,  they  did  frciTitate  thcao  ii  ^ 

alterations,  the  Minister!  did  ohtaia  tfca 
assent  at  the  time  of  the  fawded 
tors  to  those  changes,  and  if  thert 
other  argument,  it  would  be  uojast  to 
capitalists,  who  had  invested  their  asa 
on  the  &ith  of  the  existing  lav,  to  ial 
duce  the  change  recommended  hy 
noble  Lord.  The  noble  Lord  did 
bring  forward  a  change  badud  hy  iha 
same  approbation  as  Uiat  suggealad 
hon.  Gentlemen  who  held  BBora  esa 
opinions  than  himself.  The  nohlo 
did  not  even  guarantee  that  a  tisod  daly 
should  be  permanent.  The  aoido  LaM 
was  very  shy  of  disrobing  his  nrnnnaitlaa 
from  that  mysterv  with  which  ne  ohoao  la 
involve  it.  His  hon.  Friend,  the  Meahar 
for  Essex  (Sir  J.  Tyrell),  who  had  JMt  kft 
the  House,  had  made  an  atlanpl  ta  paa^ 
cure  from  the  noble  Lord  a  deciaratioB  off 
what  his  dnty  was  to  be.  Of  eaurae^ 
noble  J.opd  had  a  right  to  withhnH 
details  of  hia  propose  at  pnaents  hnl  ia 
i841|  he  did  indicate  b?  tanea  what  ha 
intended,  and  he  (Mr.  Olautoae)  qatHaif 
as  an  evidenee  of  the  niagivioga  af  $tm 
noble  Lord,  with  respeet  to  the  pamk 
nance  of  his  plan,  the  hc%  that,  WMs  ha 
waa  challeaged  to  give  the  aaftm  af  that 
phm,  ha  kept  hinaetf  to  tho  laara  Maal 
oertaia  epitheta  to  which  atary  bmb  wUtk 
attach  any  opiaioo  he  pleaasd.  Tito  mK 
Lord  adjourned  any  reply  too 
of  this  kind  till  he  thoold  liave  __ 
the  House  to  gu  into  eonaiittae  t  and 


was  soroetliiag  like  adjoiiniiog  tlio  aqphv 
to  the  Greek  kalends,  for  the  Dohia  bai 
must  be  pretty  well  avaM  of  the 
his  motion.  Ae  was  not  aware  wiMI 
the  noble  Lord  meant  to  effHt  by  hia 
tion,  for  the  noble  Lord  liad  oAaa 
down  his  principles,  and  ho  h^  mm 
guod  tliis  question  without  prodnciaf  aaifb 
thing  new.  He  did  not  tUak,  titot  iIb 
noble  Lord  had  such  oonfidanoa  ia 
magic  of  his  oratorjF,  though  Im  wb 
from  depreciating  it ;  or  that  tlia 
LonI  had  such  an  oplnioa  of  tha  pii^hiliw 
of  the  materials  nf  which  that  (tlie  ~ 
terial)  side  of  the  House  waa  eai  .„ 
tlutt  he  would  lirifie  now  to  produea  a 
cision  directly  rnutrary  to  tlial  at  « 
tlie  House  had  already  arrivfd.    Tlia 
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cuBsion  of  Uie  Coro«lawB  thrafttoiMd  to 
absorb  a  great  proportiop  of  tbe  public 
time.  He  belief ed,  that  during  the  last 
Session,  eighteen  nights  were  apent  in  the 
diMCussion  of  these  lawa ;  and  m  the  pre* 
sent  Session,  although  no  legislatire  mea* 
sure  had  been  propoeed  by  the  Govern, 
nient,  except  as  regarded  the  minute  de** 
tails  of  the  Canada  Corn  Bill,  fifteen  nights 
had  be^n  similarly  taken  up.  He  did  not 
dispute  the  right  of  the  noble  Lord,  or  of 
any  other  Member  to  discuss  this  question, 
but  it  was  difficult,  whether  *'  we  freese  or 
scorch,  warm  or  cool,"  to  use  the  words  of 
Mr.  Webster,  for  us  to  refuse  to  the  agri- 
culturists the  short  respite  which  the 
Gentlemen  who  were  agitating  for  a  total 
Re|)calof  the  Corn-laws,  are  not  disposed 
to  allow.  This  was  the  general  feeling 
throughout  the  country,  and  the  noble 
T^rd  must  deem  it  hoplesa  to  expect  a 
vote  of  that  House  in  his  favour,  for  the 
noble  I^rd  had  not  brought  to  the  discus- 
sion of  the  question  any  new  arguments. 
The  views  which  the  noble  Lord  had 
now  propounded  with  so  much  ingenuity, 
the  noble  Lord  had  propounded  with 
e(|ual  ingenuity  before }  the  noble  Liord 
had  been  listened  to  with  patience,  he  had 
been  listened  to  with  equal  patience  be- 
fore ;  his  proposal  had  been  before  rejeeted 
by  the  House,  and  it  would  be  rejected 
with  equal  determination  now*  It  was 
merely  reacting  the  same  drama;  still  tbe 
reiterated  discussions  In  that  House  bad 
the  effect,  which  he  woiild  not  desoribe  at 
leading  to  the  fiital  result*  a  change  in  the 
law ;  but  tbey  produced  an  unftrtunale 
impression  out  of  the  House,  that  there 
were  parties  in  that  House  afitirely  en* 
gaged  in  upsetting  the  law*  which  tended 
to  destroy  that  oonfidtoee  which  the 
noble  Lord  made  it  a  capital  object  to 
maintain  undisturbed.  With  respect  to 
the  special  subject  of  the  Corn* law  of  the 
last  year,  he  had  already  stated  at  great 
length  the  grounds  on  which  he  thought 
it  unjust  to  disturb  the  existing  law.  Hia 
first  ground  was  this.  He  aaid,  that  the 
circumstances  which  had  transpired  since 
the  passing  of  that  law  had  supported  the 
autici pat  ions  which  were  held  out  when 
the  pew  Corn-rlaw  was  discussed,  and  on 
the  faith  of  which  anticipation  the  House 
had  agreed  to  pass  the  bill-  Many  eom«> 
plaints  had  been  made  against  the  old  law. 
The  new  law  was  passed  to  mitigate  the 
evils  of  the  old  law  j  and  he  maintained, 
that  the  sulMtantial  and  important  objec- 
tions to  tliat  law  had  been  remedied  by  tbe  I 


new  law.  U  vaa  contended,  that  the 
price  of  provisions  under  the  old  law  was 
exorbitantly  high  i  at  aJl  events  that  com- 
plaint coulu  not  be  made  against  the  new, 
fat  the  price  of  provisions  was  lower  than 
at  any  period  during  the  preeent  ctntory. 
It  was  objected  to  the  old  law  that  it  op<- 
posed  obstacles  to  the  meana  of  exeluiuge 
with  foreign  countries.  There  never  was 
a  time  when  this  objection  was  of  less 
force  than  the  present;  first,  because  we 
were  not  yet  in  a  position  to  see  how  the 
Corn-laws  had  effected  these  exchaogea ; 
and,  secondly,  because,  with  respect  to 
foreign  products,  our  means  of  taking  the 
Qomrooditiea  of  other  countries  were  im- 
mensely increased  j  but  many  foreign 
countries,  so  far  from  acting  on  our  en« 
largerl  views,  bad  acted  in  a  contrary 
sense,  and  by  increaaing  their  protective 
duties,  they  had  done  as  muoh  as  In  tbem 
lay,  to  contract  tbe  means  of  increasing  the 
exchange.  Then,  again,  the  noble  Lord 
said  that  under  the  M  Uom-law  the  com 
came  in  only  at  particular  periods,  and  that 
this  complaint  remained  the  same  under  the 
new  law.  He  denied  that  this  was  the  case* 
He  denied,  that  the  experienoe  of  the  last 
year  ought  to  be  taken  aa  ooneluaive 
upon  this  point.  He  had  ahown  in  a 
former  discusaion,  that  the  cireumstanoea 
of  the  last  year  were  entirely  exceptional, 
and  that  those  droumstancea  arose  out  of 
the  expectations  aa  to  tbe  barveat,  which 
were  errooeoui.  It  waa  oxpeoted  iMt  year 
that  tbero  would  ba  a  defieimit  barveat, 
and  hirrn  orders  wara  aent  fiir  oom.  6ud«* 
denly  that  oipeetatioii  waa  ravarsod,  and 
as  aiidd9Diy«Mindoubtadly,  too,  mqch  mora 
suddenly,  than  would  bate  bften  the  eaat 
under  other  droumataocea^^bere  waa  an 
extensive  introduction  of  fiweigo  com  into 
tbe  home  market*  But  even  under  un« 
favourable  oiroumstancaa  the  operation  of 
the  preaent  law  bad  been  yery  dUbrant 
from  that  of  the  former  l»w.  The  noble 
Lord  relied  on  tho  Qgiices  of  Lord  Mont« 
ttgle.  It  waa  one  ^  the  mtami  of  gat. 
ting  out  hla  ingenkma  doctrine  to  a&pt 
the  figutea  of  oUiera,  but  he  denied  the 
juatioe  of  the  figuraa  of  Lord  Monteagle. 
The  noble  Lord  took  tho  importation  of 
foreign  corn  last  year  ap  unfavourable  to 
the  new  law*  Ila  took  what  he  called 
the  barveat  montba.  He  did  not  know 
how  those  montha  were  defined,  and  would 
rather  keep  a  little  oloaer  to  the  reeord. 
He  would  rather  take  the  returns  week  by 
week-  Tbe  charges  of  Lord  Monteagle 
wera  confined,  bowever»  to  the  aixteen 


1471 


Com^LanDt. 


{COMMONS} 


Cuni-XaiM. 


first  weeks  after  the  passing  of  the  Corn- 
laws.  During  those  sixteen  weeks  there 
were  inti;o(luced  for  home  consiunptioD^ 
2,204,000  quarters  of  corn,  and  in  the 
sixteenth  week,  there  were  introduced 
1,354,000  quarters,  whereas  during  the 
fifteen  preceding  weeks,  there  were  only 
849,000  quarters  imported.  He  did  not 
deny  this  very  unequal  operation  of  this 
new  law,  but  he  contended  that  in  conse- 
sequenceof  the  circumstances  of  the  coun- 
try, it  was  not  in  their  power  to  ascer- 
tain the  true  operation  of  the  new  law. 
Still,  be  would  show,  that  the  new 
was  preferable  to  the  old.  In  the  year 
184l»  he  would  take  the  sixteen  weeks 
ending  with  the  week  of  the  greatest 
delivery,  which  was  on  the  lOth  of  Sep- 
tember, and  he  found  that  in  1842,  there 
were  imported  during  the  sixteen  weeks, 
2,204,000  quarters,  and  in  1841,  there 
were  imported  in  sixteen  weeks,  1,960,000 
quarters;  but  out  of  those  quarters  in 
1841,  there  were  1,852,000  entered  in  the 
sixteenth  week,  and  in  the  fifteen  preceding 
weeks  there  were  entered  only  107,000 
quarters;  whereas  in  1842  the  importa- 
tion in  the  sixteenth  week  was  only 
1,354,000  quarters,  and  in  the  fifteen  pre- 
ceding weeks  it  was  849,000  quarters, 
showing  a  very  different  result  under  the 
new  law.  Moreover,  in  the  fifteenth  week 
of  the  last  year,  out  of  the  849,000  quar- 
ters there  were  introduced  295,000  quar- 
ters— so  that  550,000  quarters  were  intro. 
duced  in  the  fourteen  preceding  weeks; 
but  against  this  550,000  quarters  intro- 
duced in  the  fourteen  first  weeks  of  the 
new  law,  there  were  only  80,000  quarters 
introduced  in  the  fourteen  week«  under 
the  previous  law.  He  said,  therefore,  that 
the  expectations  formed  on  passing  the 
new  law,  so  far  as  this  experience  had 
shown,  although  he  admitted  it  to  bo  in- 
adequate, had  been  fulfilled.  Lord  Mont- 
eagle  had  introduced  into  his  figures  the 
instances  of  the  Canadian  importations, 
and  had  showed  that  they  were  introduced 
at  periods  better  distributed  than  foreign 
corn.  Lord  Montcaglc  must  know  per- 
fectly well  that  this  was  not  a  fair  argu- 
ment. The  traders  in  Canada  were  not  in 
the  position  of  im|K>rting  on  a  fixc<l  duty. 
Of  course  the  Canadian  importers  so  ar- 
range<l  their  im|>ortations  as  to  avoid  a 
collision  with  the  great  (|uuntity  of  corn 
which  would  be  releast^l  coniii  from  fo- 
reign countries.  Thoy  hail,  ^  a 
strong  and  obvious  interest  tr 
from  exposure  to  this  com|)et 


introduce  thdr  corn  at  a  daty  nf  Si., 
the  duty  on  foreign  was  at  20iKi«  it 
ter  worth  their  while  wMudr  higIi 
stances  to  pay  the  bs.  datv  inataad  of  thf 
6J.,  rather  than  wait  for  toe  6dL  doty, 
meet  the  whole  import  of  foreign  con 
altogether  disposed  of  the  ^jinea 
Lord  Monteagle  had  supplied  as  ftr  m 
they  related  to  the  importation  of 
dian  corn.  Then,  it 
against  the  old  law  that  it  prodnoecl 
fluctuations  in  price.  No  man  had 
this  a  substantive  charge  against  the 
sent  law.  Whether  great  flactaal 
would  or  would  not  take  place  under  the 
present  law  remained  to  be  profed,  and  he 
(Mr.  Gladstone)  had  himauf  shown  thst 
greater  fluctuations  had  taken  place  in  the 
eastern  states  of  America  where  the 
mand  was  not  influenced  by  oar  ^ 
tions  than  any  fluctuations  liiere  nndv  _ 
existing  law.  It  was  complained,  further, 
that  '*  the  currency  was  oeranged  by  this 
old  law."  No  sudi  aocosatioo  had  been 
or  could  be  made  against  the  new.  On 
the  contrary,  the  oofos  of  the  Bank  wses 
never  fuller  than  they  were  now.  It  wee 
formerly  complained  that  the  intereelB  ef 
the  British  shipowners  saffered,  ea  in  csn- 
sequence  of  the  haste  with  which  faniMM 
corn  was  frequently  despatdwd  te  uBb 
country,  it  was  conveyed  in  fiweign  ship- 
ping. This  had  not,  howeter.  heoette 
case  under  the  new  law.  The  Brilhll 
shipping  employed  in  the  con  trade  heii^ 
he  believed,  during  the  last  year, 
a  very  fair  share  of  the 


carried  on  between  this  coontry  and  fimMp 
nations.     Another  complaint  aaeinet  tte 
old  law  was,  that  it  had  an  injarMoe  eL 
upon  the  revenue.    Certainly,  snch  on 
jection  could  not  be  taken  to  the  ^ 
law  ;  for  a  very  large  sum  aocmed'  tethe 
revenue  from  this  source  during  the  hnt 
year — although  he  admitted  that  inm  the 
anticipations  which  had  been  formed  of  eM 
unfavourable  harvest,   a  large  soai    had 
probably  been  forced  into  the  coAm  ef  the 
State  than   might,  under  other  dici 
stances,  have  been  anticipated.     He 
not,  therefore,  insist  upon  tlie  ■■■mmj^  ^^* 
ceivc<l  last  year  being  regarded  as  a  teit  ef 
the  operation  of  the  new  law  with  rmfmtt 
to  revenue ;   but  no  complaint  conlda  he 
conceived,  be  urged  against  the 
law  on  t'*    vtHind  atpreient.     He 
tiien,  ^l*<*  objections 

tlie  t*  ved  witbent  urnVM 

ring  ^  I.  the  object  isr  whWh-^s 
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achieFed^  all  had  been  done  which  had 
been  contemplated  by  those  who  intro- 
duced that  ]aw»  and  the  noble  Lord's  pro- 
posal stood  in  relation  to  the  act  just  in  the 
same  position  as  it  did  last  year.  The 
noble  Lord  was  faFourable  to  a  moderate 
fixed  duty,  by  which  he  (Mr.  Gladstone) 
supposed  that  the  noble  Lord  approved 
neither  of  a  very  high  nor  of  a  very  low 
duty.  He,  however,  doubted  whether  a 
moderate  duty  would  be  a  fixed  duty,  or 
whether  a  fixed  duty  would  be  moderate. 
He  believed  that  if  the  duty  were  to  be 
permanent,  it  would  fall  much  within  the 
noble  Lord's  limits;  and,  on  the  contrary, 
if  the  same  moderate  protection  was  to  be 
afforded  to  the  agricultural  as  was  given 
to  other  interests,  he  doubted  whether  the 
duty  would  be  fixed  in  the  sense  of  perma- 
nent ;  in  fact,  the  terms  of  the  noble  Lord 
were  not  extravagant,  for  he  proposed  only 
to  settle  the  Corn -laws  on  a  basis  on  which 
the  country  in  general  would  be  "  satisfied 
they  should  rest  for  a  time."  The  opposi- 
tion to  the  noble  Lord's  proposition  was, 
therefore,  still  obligatory  upon  the  House, 
if  the  conviction  of  hon.  Members  was  the 
same  as  last  year ;  they  must  then  reject 
this  proposal.  Of  course,  if  there  had 
been  a  change  of  opinion,  the  decision 
should  be  reversed,  but  they  knew  from 
the  votes  that  there  had  been  no  such 
change  of  opinion,  neither  had  there  been 
any  change  of  circumstances,  for  the  cir- 
cumstances, so  far  as  they  had  gone,  were 
favourable  to  the  decision  to  which  the 
House  had  last  year  come ;  nothing  had 
since  occurred  to  place  the  case  of  the 
noble  r^rd  in  a  better  position  than  it  was 
in  in  February  the  last  year,  when  he  made 
his  motion  for  a  fixed  duty.  The  noble 
Lord,  throughout  the  whole  of  his  speech, 
acquitted  his  right  hon.  Friend  (Sir  R. 
Peel)  and  the  Government,  of  the  charges 
which  had  been  made,  as  he  thought,  rather 
hastily,  by  some  persons,  that  they  had 
brought  forward  the  new  law  as  a  new  band 
fide  proposal  which  they  did  not  seriously 
mean  to  maintain,  and  yet  the  noble  Lord 
spoke  of  the  Canada  Corn- hi II  as  a  sort  of 
evasion  of  the  spirit  of  the  act  of  last  year. 
The  noble  Lord  called  it  '*  a  subtle  con- 
trivance for  the  admission  of  Canadian 
corn."  The  contrivance  was  of  a  very 
simple  nature.  The  contrivance — if  con- 
trivance it  were — was  to  prevent  a  circuit- 
ous method  of  the  evasion  of  the  law,  by 
the  admission  of  American  com.  It  was 
not  an  oblique  attack  on  the  Corn-laws, 
but  to  prevent  American  corn  escaping 
VOL.LXIX.    {2^} 


the  operation  of  the  Corn-laws.  It  was, 
in  fact,  for  preserving  the  operation  of  the 
Corn-laws  with  respect  to  American  corny 
which,  being  ground  into  flour  in  America, 
was  introduced  through  Canada  into  this 
country.  It  was  a  subject  which  might 
excite  the  curiosity  of  posterity  to  know 
by  what  subtle  contrivance  the  noble  Lord 
and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  late 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  and  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  late  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade,  would  have  adjusted  their 
proposal  of  1841  with  reference  to  Cana- 
dian com.  They  had  made  a  great  objec- 
tion to  the  ruinous  effect  which  would  re- 
sult to  Canada  by  the  reduction  of  the 
duty  on  foreign  com  in  this  country ;  and 
he  would  like  to  know  by  what  peculiar 
application,  after  the  reduction  proposed 
in  1841,  this  ruinous  effect  would  have 
been  avoided.  The  grounds  on  which  the 
Corn- law  was  proposed  last  year,  the 
grounds  on  which  it  was  accepted  and 
passed,  not  indeed  unanimously,  or  any- 
thing like  it,  but  by  decisive  and  repeated 
majorities,  now  remained  in  full  force. 
That  law  was  proposed,  and  it  was  ac- 
cepted, on  the  principle  which  the  noble 
Lord  assumed.  It  was  passed  with  refer- 
ence to  the  burthens  which  the  land  bore, 
not  perhaps  exclusively,  but  in  a  greater 
proportion  than  any  other  property.  What 
those  burthens  were  it  was  not  necessary 
for  him  then  to  inquire ;  whether  the  malt- 
tax  or  tithes  were  among  these  burthens^ 
he  would  not  at  that  moment  decide ;  he 
had  other  burthens  in  view,  and,  without 
discussing  them^  he  would  say  that  it  was 
because  of  the  peculiar  burthens  on  land 
that  the  Corn -law  was  proposed  to  Parlia- 
ment last  year,  and  was  adopted  by  the 
House ;  and  it  was  passed  also  as  a  gene- 
ral recognition  of  the  right  of  protection, 
which  was  given  to  all  at  the  present 
moment,  although  it  was  much  reduced 
from  what  it  had  been  at  a  former  pe- 
riod.. There  was  also  a  great  extent  of 
labour  and  capital  invested  under  the 
existence  of  the  Cora-law:  he  said  ca- 
pital, and  it  was  greater  than  in  any 
other  manufacture;  and  he  said  labour, 
because  whatever  their  opinion  was  as 
to  the  Corn-laws  they  would  agree  that  the 
agricultural  labourers  were  the  men  who 
were  most  at  the  mercy  of  a  change  in  the 
law,  and  that  if  the  change  should  produce 
any  evil  effects,  the  most  ruinous  and  cala- 
mitous effects  would  be  those  which  fell 
on  the  labourers.  He  was  sorry  to  see  a 
disposition  (o  continue  to  represent  this 
3B 
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law  to  the  country  as  a  question  of  rent, 
as  a  question  of   the  selfishness  of  the 
landlords.     That  was  the  representation 
made  by  men  who  were  English  men  ^  hav- 
ing the    feelings  of  Englishmen  against 
another  great  body  of  Englishmen^  second 
to  none  in  generosity  and  in  elevation  of 
character.     They  spoke  of  rents  as  if  the 
landlords  had  a  right  to  exact  rents  out 
of  the  farmers^  more  than  the  farmers  were 
disposed  to  give.  When  a  charge  was  niade^ 
and  he  did  not  think  always  justly  made, 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Knaresborough, 
against  the  manufacturers,  that  their  ob- 
ject was  to  reduce  the  wages  of  their  men, 
what  was  the  answer  made  ?    That  it  did 
not  rest  with  the  master  manufacturers  to 
pay  what  wages  they  pleased,  but  that  the 
amount  must  depend   upon  the  demand 
and  supply  in  the  labour  market.     Yet 
the  very  same  persons  who  made  this  re- 
ply, when  they  came  to  rent,  said  that  the 
landlords  could  exact  an  exorbitant  rent 
i'roni  the  land,  although  they  were  open 
to  the  reply  that  there  is  o|)en  competition 
among  the  farmers,  and  tliat  the  farmers 
were  as  good  judges  as  the  landowner 
what  ought  to  be  taken  for  rent,  and  that 
what  the  rent  would  bo  was  regulated  by 
what  was  the  supply  of  farmers  comjNtred 
with  the  demand  for  land.    He  had  often 
challenged  hon.  Gentlemen  to  show  him 
how  it  was  possible,  if  there  was  truth  in 
their  doctrines  of  political  econoroy«  timt 
any  great  reduction  of  rents  could  take 
place,  without  some  still  greater  reduc- 
tion of  the  demand  for  agricultural  la- 
Lour.    The  argument  was  this  :  — -  The 
rent  was  the  difference  between  the  cost 
of  cultiFatioo    of   the    best  and  of  |the 
worst  smls ;  and  if  it  were  so,  rent  could 
only  be  reduced  by  diminishing  the  dis- 
tance between  the  extremes  of  soil  taken 
into  cultivation  ;   and,  therefore,   if  the 
rents  of  the  landlords  were  to  be  per- 
manently reduced,  they  must  be  re<luced 
by   diminution     of   the    classes    of    toil 
brought  into  cultivation  in  this  country — 
by  reducing   tlic  distance  between  their 
extremes ;  and  if  this  were  done,  the  re- 
sult would  be  the  reduction  of  the  amount 
of  cultivated  lands  in  the  country,  and  the 
coDsequent  displacement  of  labour.     The 
noble  Lonl  had  agrce<l  in  the  necessity  of 
dealing  with  any  laws  involviug  the  grave 
and  im|)ortant  interests  of  this  country 
only  upon  the  most  careful  consideration 
of  the  circnmstarico  ;  and  the  noble  lAtrd 
li:ul  referreil  to  an  argiiniont,  of  wliirh  he 
had  made  use,  respecting  the  former  c(iur!»e 


of  legislation  on  the  subject  of  com  ; 
the  noble  Lord  appeared  to  think  that  kfl 
had  argued,  that  sinoe  the  time  of  Chailit 
2nd,  the  laws  had  been  more  atringenl  ' 
before  that  date.    The  charge 


the  other  side  was  this: — *'  Wby  do  v«| 
deal  with  corn  on  principles  difieraat  warn 
tlioee  which  you  applv  to  other  articl«  of 
commerce?"  and  he  had  said^  in  anew 
to  tliat  argument,  that  they  mutt  look  !• 
the  former  course  of  legislation ;  and  thnl 
if  it  were  expedient  to  assimilate  the  prb* 
ciple  with  respect  to  all  artidoy  thej 
must  not  overlook  the  &ct,  that  in  fiorner 
times  the  laws  passed  respecting  com  me 
conceived  on  different  principlea  tnm 
those  on  other  matters ;  that  even  ao  lo^g 
ago  as  in  the  time  of  Richard  3nd.  tht 
laws  which  had  been  paand  from  tim«  la 
time  with  regard  to  com  had  nMterioll|f 
differed  in  their  prindplet  from  thoae  i^ 
lating  to  other  objects.  The  dockrina  flf 
hon.  Members  opposite  was,  that  lealiie 
tion  on  this  subject,  aliould  be  unuoia^ 
and  should  Imvo  no  reference  to  price,  afd 
this  argument  had  been  used  with  ir'  ~ 
ence  to  the  doctrine  which  had  been 
advanced  upon  the  subject  of  former  , 
lation.  And  he  would  now  venture  to 
a  few  words  in  explanation  of  an  _ 
which  he  had  used,  and  which  appeared  It 
have  been  misapprehended.  It  waa  aidt 
that  he  had  stated,  that  the  landloida  h 
this  country  were  in  the  position  of  Mai 
curists{  that  the  House  ought  to  d«l 
with  them  as  they  would  with  aiaacorialik 
and  give  them  a  life  intcnet  in  tba  pi^ 
vileges  which  they  held,  hut  that        " 


such  interest  had  expiiedt  thcr  ought  M 
to  be  interfered  with.  What  he  had  ■« 
was  this:  that  hon.  Gentlemen  opfjoriil^ 
desirous  of  the  total  repeal  of  the  iiiWtiM 
laws,  and  the  Gentlemen  of  the  AaA 
Corn-law  League,  on  their  own  princifli^ 
ought  to  recommend  the  adoption  of  aadh 
a  course  with  regard  to  the  landkid^  01 
had  been  adopted  with  regard  to 
men,  holding  sinecure  offices.  He  had 
said,  that  he  believed,  that  that 
would  be  almost  unanimous  in  aaying  Agl 
in  case  of  the  Comlawa  being  locally  fir 
pealed,  the  landlords  would  he  en  titled  tt^tf 
dealt  with  upon  a  due  consideration  if 
their  position,  and  that,  ahould  the  pTCMi 
sit  ion  for  a  total  and  immediate  vepw^ff 
the  Corn-laws,  be  carried  into  eBact»  At 
House  would  recognise  the  propoaitiQa  Ai 
which  he  i^on tended — namely,  that  b  fl 
legislatiim  on  this  subject,  tiae  cmiimtfl 
Cornier   legiiilatiuu  sbiiuid  he  takcB  mJ 
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material  element  to  guide  their  enact- 
ments. He  would  now  shortly  refer  to 
the  inconsistency  of  the  arguments  ad- 
vanced in  fiivour  of  the  adoption  of  a  new 
Corn-law,  by  way  of  securing  a  settlement 
of  this  question.  The  noble  Lord  hud 
spoken  with  some  hesitation,  and  even 
doubt,  as  to  the  effect  of  his  moderate  fixed 
doty;  but  the  hon.  Member  for  Dumfries 
had  given  notice  of  a  motion  ui>on  this  part 
of  the  question,  the  history  or  which  was 
very  curious.  On  thel7thof  Februarv>the 
hon.Member  had  given  notice  of  a  motion — 

''  That  it  having  been  acknowledged  on  the 
part  of  the  Ministry  of  this  country,  that  the  pre- 
sent Corn-law  \%  not  a  t^ttleraeiit  of  the  ques- 
tion ;'• 

He  did  not  know  that  it  had  been  so  ac- 
knowledged— 

''  And  there  being  reasonable  grounds 
for  believing  that  the  existence  of  such  law 
will  be  of  short  duration,  it  is  just  and 
expedient  tliat  a  state  of  uncertainty,  em- 
barrassing and  unfair  to  the  agriculturists, 
and  injurious  to  commerce,  should  be  put  an 
end  to,  and  measures  of  a  settled  and  a  final 
character  adopted  without  f\irther  delay.*' 

He  believed  that  it  was  understooci  that 
by  this  motion  the  hon.  Member  meant  that 
the  total  repeal  of  the  Corn-laws  would  be 
a  just  settlement  of  the  question.  But 
what  was  the  course  which  he  had  taken 
upon  this  proposition  T  F^  gave  notice 
of  the  motion  for  the  2nd  or  March,  on 
that  day  there  was  unfortunately  no 
House  ;  it  was  renewed  for  the  16th.  On 
the  16th  he  believed  it  would  have  been 
competent  for  the  hon.  Member  to  have 
brought  it  forward,  but  he  deferred  it  until 
after  the  Easter  holidays,  thus  leaving  the 
country  in  that  state  of  embarrassment  of 
which  he  so  much  complained.  The  hon* 
Member  had  not  renewed  his  motion  until 
the  19th  of  May,  and  then  having  taken 
another  opportunity  for  deliberation  with 
respect  to  the  perplexed  and  paralysed 
condition  of  trade,  he  fixed  it  for  the  Ist 
of  June.  Then,  objecting  as  the  hon. 
Member  did  to  d^lay  of  all  sorts,  he  again 
postponed  his  motion  until  after  Whitsun- 
tide. On  the  2nd  of  June  he  fixed  it  for 
the  8th  ;  on  that  day,  and  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber could  not  be  blamed  for  that,  there 
was  no  house ;  but  on  the  9th  of  June 
this  motion,  which  declared  repeal  to  be 
absolutely  essential  in  order  to  put  an  end 
to  the  embarrassing  uncertainty  in  which 
the  agriculturists  stood,  this  motion  was 
p>st)>oiied  sine  die,  and  then  upon  a  groimd 
the  mo<^t  unsatisfactory,  for  it  was  that  the 
noble  Lord  was  about  to  propose  this  mo* 


iion  for  a  fixed  duty<— a  proposition,  ac^ 
cording  to  the  hon.  Gentleman,  calculated 
only  to  prolong  and  increase  the  uncer« 
tainty  which   prevailed,  and  entirely  in- 
consistent  with   the    settlement  of   this 
Suestion.     For  his  own  part,  he  greatly 
oubted  whether  any  proposition,  such  as 
that  of  the  noble  Lord  fur  a  moderate  fixed 
duty,  would  ensure  the  settlement  of  the 
question.     He  had  already  contemled  in 
that  HouBOj  and  he  now  again  urged,  that 
although  it  was  open  to  Parliament  to  re« 
vise  its  decision  upon  any  subject,  yet  that 
it  was  obviously  roost  unwise  to  adopt  such 
a  course,  unless  a  new  and  extraordinary 
state  of  circbmstances  called  for  it ;  and  he 
Mras  prepared  to  maintain,  that  in  this  in- 
stance tnere  was  no  necessity  for  a  revision 
of  the  conclusion  at  which  they  bad  arrived 
onljr  during  the  last  yean    The  measure 
which  had  then  been  passed  was  adopted 
upon  a  calm  and  deliberate  consideration 
of  all  the  curcumstances  of  the  case,  and 
tjie  noble  Lord  had  no  right  to  expect, 
that  there  should  now  be  any  departure 
from  it.     In  bringing  forward  the  present 
proposition,  therelore,  the  noble  Lcnrd  was 
himself  doing  that  which  he  deprecated'^— 
he  was  lending  his  aid  to  produce  the  un- 
settlement  of  this  question,  and  to  prolong 
that  agitation  and  uncertainty  in  the  pub* 
lie  mind,  the  existence  of  which  was  so 
much  to  be  regretted.    He  believed  that 
when  the  House  bad  so  recently  arrived 
at  a  conclusion  on  this  sulijeott  they  would 
be  ^ilty  of  gross  injustice,  if  they  noir 
again  qiened  the  wliole  question  without 
a  grave  and  adequate  cause.    Such  an  act 
would  be  not  only  unwise  in  itself,  but 
dishonourable  to  the  Oovemment  and  to 
Parliament.     It  wu  understood  that  this 
law  had  not  been  adopted  with  any  inten* 
tion  to  repeal  the  Corn-laws — that  it  wu 
passed  with  an  honest  intention  to  give 
It  a  full  and  fidr  trial,  with  a  conscientious 
belief  that  it  was  well  calculated  to  meet 
the  existing  necessities  of  the  oountrv ; 
and  so  long  as  the  circumstances  under 
which  it  had  been  passed  remained  sub* 
stantially  the  same,  the  resolution  with 
which  it  had  been  introduced  should  be 
fully  and  resolutely  maintained.    Certain 
parties  had  circulated  the  idea  throU|;h  the 
country,  that  there  was  no  intention  to 
give  it  that  full  and  impartial  trial  which 
be  claimed  for  it;  but  be  thought  that  the 
success  of  those  who  had  held  forth  this 
pm|iosition,  had  not  lieen  ^trj  remarkable. 
The  noble  Lord  had  said,  that  he  believed 
that  no  one  was  content  with  the  law ; 
3  B2 
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but  he  nras  very  mucb  disposed  to  dispute 
that  propositioD,  Amongst  the  agricul- 
tural ctasecs  there  iras  a  great  degree  of 
satisraction  displayed,  not  vith  the  prices 
which  were  now  obtained,  but  from  a  ge- 
neral conviction  that  the  law  as  it  stood 
afibnled  a  reasonable  adjustment  of  the 
question  ;  and  that  was  all  that  the  House 
had  as  yet  any  right  to  expect  nr  hope. 
He  believed  that  it  was  commonly  known, 
that  a  very  general  acquiescence  in  this 
law  had  beeo  expressed  during  the  last 
year ;  nut  an  acquiescence  which  whs  cither 
reluctant  or  restrained,  but  foundetl  on  a 
persuasion,  that  although  some  persons 
might  be  disposed  to  desire u  greater  sacri- 
tice  to  their  wishes,  and  others  might 
think  that  too  much  had  been  already 
done,  yet  that  on  the  whole  it  was  a  just 
aud  equitable  sectlcmcDt  of  the  rjucstion 
between  the  various  interests  of  this  coun- 
try. Insufficient  as  the  experiment  of  tiiis 
measure  had  yet  been,  he  did  not  think 
that  it  wimld  be  advantageous  to  adopt 
the  proposition  now  advanced  hy  tlic  noble 
Lord  ;  anil  be  was  persuaded  that  Parli 
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mcnt  would  not  consent  to  it. 
refer  shortly  to  an  observation  of  the  noble 
LonI,  with  respect  to  the  year  1774,  before 
he  sat  down.  The  noble  I.iird  Iiail  said, 
that  bv  the  law  in  that  year,  the  prohibit 
tory  diity  did  not  go  up  beyond  50«. ;  that 
was  the  most  liberal  Corn-law  which  we 
had  ever  had.  Under  the  existing  law, 
the  duty,  which  was  rather  a  restrictive 
than  a  prohibitory  duty,  might  be  aaid 
to  go  up  to  Ms. ;  but  taking  into  consi- 
deration the  alteration  of  the  circumstances 
of  the  country,  and  in  the  value  of  mone^, 
he  thought  that  it  could  not  be  justly  said 
that  the  -'i4j.  duty  was  in  reality  hi);h('r 
than  that  of  JiOr.  in  the  year  1774.  He 
did  not  mean  to  say  that  the  existing  law, 
taken  as  a  whole,  was  not  more  stringent 
than  that  of  1774;  but  be  maintained, 
that  BO  far  as  our  cx|)erit'nre  of  tlic  present 
law  had  gone,  it  had  attained  ils  object, 
by  removing,  »r  greatly  mitigating,  (he 
tucnnvcnipnees  which  existed  under  that  of 
1 828,  and  that  it  had  attained  this  impnrt- 
aiit  object  without  sacrilicing  others  of 
Miual  importance,  namely,  the  inaiiitcnanre 
nf  sgch  a  proti'ttion  as  the  agricultural 
interests  had  a  right  to  expc<a,  considering 
the  amouDt  tliey  had  ut  stake  in  this  cnu 
try,  the  burthens  to  whi<'h  they  were  sii 
jcct— and  (^[isiilcring,  also,  what  was  t 
course  of  legislation  upon  this  suhji 
adopted  in  former  times. 

Mr.  LaboKchere  could  astute  the  House 


that  he  wBi  10  well  aware  of  the  Ihwid 
bare  nature  of  the  topic  now  under  di^ 
cussion,  and  that  he  had  alreftdj  apn 
Tormer  occasions  tretpaued  iargelj  Mpia 
the  iodulgeoce  of  the  Houae  upon  the 
same  subject,  that  nothing  but  ibegencnl 
and  peculiar  imjwrtance  of  this  qncaliiB 

i  induce  him  lo  treapau  agsia  mnm 
short  time,  upon  its  attention.     IW 
right  bon.  Geiitleiuan  who  bad  juit  Ml 

n,  in  addressing  his  noble  Fixad,iati 

ited  him  with  the  argument  thai  it 
was  impoisilile  that  his  molion  aboald 
be  successful,  and  had  asked  him  how  it 
was  that,  with  the  certainty.ofeuch  e  rank, 
his  noble  Friend  persevered  in  the  coaoe 
which  he  had  taken.  He  conceived  ihtf 
there  was  no  Member  of  ibat  Hooaa  ■• 

n  such  on  observation  could  be  a^ 
dressed  with  less  proprielj  than  hit  BoUe 
Friend.  The  name  of  hia  noble  FriiBd, 
was  perhaps,  connected  with  mora  ii^ 
portant  measures  which  bad  received  the 

tion  of  the  Legislature  than  that  if 
any  man  who  had  of  late  yeara  taken  pert 
10  public  discussion ;  and  there  waa,  W- 
lides,  this  distinction  between  bis  Rofele 
Friend  and  other  persona  who  hnd  Mf- 
tiacted  aliention  fur  their  public  sct^ ihH 
most  of  the  meaiurei  carried  by  the  ntUe 
I»rd  bad  not  been  taken  up  bj  bin  br 
the  lirst  time  at  a  period  when  the  po| 
feeling  appeared  to  be  strong  in  i 
favour,  or  when  there  wu  an  immMMi 
prospect  of  succeas;  on  the  caalniy  be 
had  stood  upon  the  principles  whidl  It 
liad  advocated  through  good  report  wai 
through  evil  report,  and  be  had  seen  ihm 
in  the  enil,  because  their  principles  •■■ 
jusi  and  good,  invariably  triniaph.  Ami 
he  was  (irmly  persuaded,  ibal  lbs  piik* 
ciples  which  ibe  noble  Lord  advoceled,il 
reference  lo  this  subject,  were  fonndad  ■ 
reason  and  justice,  and  he  did  not  npp^ 
hcnd,  whatever  might  be  the  result  oIiIm 
division  on  tlie  present  ocgbskhi,  thai  ii 
the  end  thuse  principles  would  fnmi, 
and  would  receive  the  sanction  of  tbtl^ 
gislatureand  the  country,  Tbari|hlhMb 
Gentleman  bad  observed  at  sobc  Ini^ 
upon  the  mischief  of  frequent  drngaaJk 
lite  law  upon  ii  question  of  this  aaimt, 
and  he  (Mr.  I.abouchere)  entirely  ^i^ 
currcd  iu  thote  abservatioos.  But  lali^ 
taining  this  opinion,  and  recollect!^  ditf 
in  such  a  measure,  much  of  evil  bbhI  bi 
mingled  with  (he  advaDlagta  wbidi  mm 
sought  to  be  attained,  he  deeply  n 
llial  the  Cioverament  had  not  i  * 


1481 


C&rn*LatOs, 


[ivnt  13} 


Cotfi't 


aiDS. 


Uii 


course  of  procedure  in  this  case  which 
would  have  prevented  the  infliction  of  that 
evil  which  was  complained  of— that  they 
had  not  adopted  a  measure  more  in  ac- 
cordance with    sound    policy    and  with 
justice  than  that  which  they  had  carried  ; 
for  he  thought  that  the  very  step  which 
they  had  induced  the  House  to  take,  being 
inadequate  to  meet  the  circumstances  of 
the  case,   would  only  produce  constant 
agitation   and  uncertainty,  and  all   that 
train  of  evils  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  admitted  must  follow  from  the 
existing  unsettled  position  of  this  question. 
He  should  have  regretted  under  any  cir- 
cumstances that  a  Corn-law  of  this  nature 
should  have  been  proposed  by  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  at  the  head  of  her  Majesty's 
Government;  but  the  circumstances  under 
which  it  has  been  proposed  made  it  of 
greater  importance  than   it   would   have 
been  had  it  been  brought  forward  at  any 
other  time.     It  had  been  proposed,  not 
alone  as  an  insulated  measure — not  as  a 
measure  affecting  corn  and  the  agricul- 
tural interests  of  the  country  merely,  but 
as  the  corner  stone  of  a  great  system  of 
commercial     reform.      It    was    therefore 
utterly  impossible  but  that  every  other  in- 
terest should  look  to  the  manner  in  which 
the  agricultural  interests  were  treated,  and 
the  way  in  which  their  peculiar  interests 
were  treated  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet, 
and  the  moment   he  had  heard  the  law 
announced,  he  was  thoroughly  convinced 
that   the  commercial  reforms  which  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  proposed  must  be  un- 
satisfactory  to  the  country,  because  he 
saw   that   the  right   hon.    Baronet  must 
adopt  a  faulty  principle  of  Corn-law,  and 
apply  it  to  olher  branches  of  commerce, 
or  else  must  make  a  distinction  between 
the  agricultural  and  the  various  other  in- 
terests of  the  country,  and  so  produce  dis- 
content and  dissatisfaction.     If  he  was  at 
all   acquainted  with  the  feelings  of  the 
commercial  part  of  the  community  of  this 
country,   they   were    in   accordance  with 
those  expressed  by  the  noble  Lord,  and  in 
the  letter  of  Mr.  Webster  which  had  at- 
tracted so  much  attention.     Nations  might 
flourish,  and  commerce  might  arrive  at  a 
condition  of  great  prosperity  under  very 
faulty  legislation,  but  of  this  he  was  sure, 
that  where  there  was  constant  change,  no 
system  of  agriculture  or  commerce  could 
arrive  at  any  high  degree  of  prosperity. 
And  he  therefore  deeply  regretted  that, 
when  the  right  hon.  Baronet  had  last  year 


proposed  his  Corn-law,  he  had  not  taken 
into  consideration  the  great  importance  of 
throwing  aside  all  peculiar  considerations 
— of  dealing  with  the  landed   interests, 
when  the  time  came  to  deal  with  them  at 
all,  in  the  same  manner  as  with  the  rest  of 
their  fellow  citizens — of  dealing  with  all 
persons  alike,  and  the  folly  of  giving  to 
some  a  fixed  duty,    while  to  others  the 
principle  of  a  sliding- scale  was  accorded. 
The  principle  of  a  sliding-scale  was  not 
a  mere  principle  of    protection,    but    of 
protection  in  a  form  and  shape  which  no 
other  branch  of  commerce  possessed,  and 
which  was  intended  only  to  secure  certain 
prices  to  the  agricultural  interests.     He 
contended  that  such  was  the  object,  and 
such  would  be  the  effect  of  the  sliding- 
scale.     There  could  be  no  other  motive, 
except  that  vain  chase  after  a  remunerating 
price,  which  the  right  hon.  Baronet  had 
himself  admitted  to  be  a  phantom  which 
could  never  be  secured.     The  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade,  had  complained  of  the  intem|)erate 
language  which  had  been  addressed  to  the 
landed  interests  of  this  country.  He  begged 
to  assure  the  House  that  he  was  far  from 
advocating  the  use  of  any  such  language. 
But  it  was  extremely  probable  that,  con- 
sidering that  the  other    House   of  Par- 
liament   was     composed    altogether     of 
landlords,  and  that  that  House  was  in  a 
great  degree  composed  of  the  same  mate- 
rials,  and   that   they   had    adopted  two 
totally  distinct  principles  in  legislating  for 
the  agricultural  and  the  general  interests 
of  the  country,  such  observations  would  be 
made.     Human  nature  was  but  human 
nature,  and  it  was  only  likely  that  they 
should  be  reminded,  that  their  legislatorial 
efforts  were  confined  to  the  adoption  of 
measures  favourable  to  their  own  interests. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had   said  that 
it  was  impossible  for  that  House  to  dis- 
cuss a  subject  under  a  more  serious  posi- 
tion   of  things.      The  condition  of  this 
country  rested  on  facts  so  notorious  that 
he  need  not  go  into  any  consideration  or 
description  of  them.     He  was  not  one  of 
those  who  had   ever  taken  a  desponding 
view  of  the   resources    of  the   country. 
Let  us  have  but  fair  play  and  honest  legis- 
lation, and  he  saw  nothing  in  the  circum- 
stances of  this  country  to  excite  alarm  in 
the  mind  of  any  man  ;  but  he  must  say, 
that  it  was  incumbent  on  the  Legislature 
to  take  care  that  they  neglected  nothing 
which  could  be  done  to  avert  the  miKbiefi 
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which  this  country  might  have  to  contend 
with.      What   was   the   position   of    the 
country  at  this  moment?      We  had  a 
defective  revenue,  our  exports  were  de- 
creased, we  bad  a  rapidly  increasing  popu- 
lation,  we  had  had  a  time  of  national  dis- 
tress,  which  in  obstinacy,  severUy,  and 
duration,  was  without  parallel ;  they  had 
bad  an  avowal  by  the  right  bon.  Baronet, 
when  he  came  into  office  two  years  ago, 
which  had  led  the  House  to  suppose  that 
he  saw  his  way  to  the  remedy  for  that  dis- 
tress which  existed ;  be  had  now  frankly 
acknowledged  his  disappointment,  admit- 
ting that  his  hopes  were  but  faint  and 
dubious;  and  in  this  state  of  things  he 
contended  that  it  was  the  duty  of  Parlia- 
ment to  take  care  that  they  omitted  no- 
thing to  lighten  the  burdens  of  the  country. 
It  might  be  that  those  who  suffered  from 
the  existing  distress  exaggerated  the  power 
of  that  House  to  relieve  them  ;  but  it  was 
fit  that  they  should  see  that  they  were 
anxious  to  relieve  them ;  that  they  omitted 
no  exertions  towards  relieving  those  dis- 
tresses which  they  all  joined  in  deploring. 
Therefore,  under  these  circumstances,  it 
indeed  behoved  the  House  to  consider 
whether  the  corn  trade  of  this  country 
was  not  one  of  the  causes  of  distress,  by 
the  alteration  of  which  the  House  had  the 
power,  if  not  to  remove,  at  all  events  to 
alleviate  that  distress.    This  they   must 
admit,   that   a   very  great  responsibility 
rested  on  that  House,  for  there  were  per- 
sons in  the  country  who  believed  that  the 
protective  duties  were  greatly  injurious  to 
the  manufacturing  and  commercial  inter- 
ests of  this  country.     Gentlemen  talked 
of  rhe  Corn-law  League,  he  was  no  mem- 
ber of  the  Corn-law  League,  nor  did  be 
share  in  all  the  opinions  expressed  at  the 
meetings  of  that  body  ;  but  still  it  could 
not  be  disp:uised  that  a  very  great  body  of 
the  manufacturers  of  this    country  was 
connected  with  it.     The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, the   President  of  the    Board  of 
Trade,  had  ample  opportunity  of  obtain- 
inn;  the  opinions  of  the  commercial  men 
of  this  country — men  who  certainly  did 
not  take  an  active  part  in  agitation — men 
who  did  not  appear  much  at  the  meetings 
of    the   Anti-Corn-law    League,   or    put 
themselves  prominently  forward   to    ex- 
press  their  opinions ;  and  he  was  sure, 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  not 
deny  that  it  was  almost  the  universal  feel- 
ing of  the  mercantile  interests,  not  that 
theiu  should  be  an  immediate  and  total 


repeal  of  the  Corn-lawt»  bul  thai  ihm 

sent  system  was  most   iajiirioiia  to  iha 

commerce  of  the  country.    S«ch 

general  opinion  of  that  meet 

important,  and  influential  eliM,  and  fee 

was  sure  that  this  would  not  be  ~ 

The  right  boo.  Gentleman  laidi  that 

the  corn  bill  of  last  year  paieed*  they  hei 

had  such  a  short  experience  of  ila  eftelp 

that  they  were  not  warranted  in  coadcmm* 

ing  it.    Perhaps  he  waa  not  a  hir  jM|B 

on  the  subject,  becauset  in  hie  nindp  tkm 

bill  was  condemned  before  it  wi 

The  experience  of  the  piit«  in  hie 

so  completely  demonstrated  the  in! 

vices  of  a  sliding-icale,  and  thai 

should  be  a  high  duty  when  pncee 

low,  and  a  email  doty  when  prione 

high,  that  he  wanted  no  further  « 

of  the  absurdity  and  mischievooi 

of  its  principle.    It  wee  tme  it 

stated  by  the  right  hon.  Oentleaao 

the  Corn-lawi  in  thu  conntry 

framed  on  the  principle  of  a  elii 

but  what  was  the  history  of  all 

laws  successively  ?    Why,  (hat  they 

all  been  condemned  one  afler 

And  it  should  be  remembered  thai  Ihef 

had  not  been  condemned  becaoea  tba  mm» 

cumstancei  of  the  country  had 

and  that  that  state  of  thinga  whieb  led 

their  enactment  no  longer  ezietcdt 

that  they  were  no  longer  fitted  to  the 

gencies  of  the  country,  ai  they  weiw 

they  were  first  created,  but  that  in  tlM< 

of  any  one  of  them,  their  chief  aa[ 

and  framert  had  come  forward  and 

clared  that  a  great  mistake  had  bees 

when  they  were  enacted,  and  they 

told  that  each  one  after  ^  other 

done  a  great  deal  of  mischief  to  the 

try.    Thus  the  shore  was  atrewod  with  Iha 

wrecks  of  former  Com«lawB»  that 

framed  on  the  principle  of  the 

scale,  but  notwithstanding,  the  right 

Gentlemen    opposite    elill  niU 

their  bark  on  this  itormy 

though  the  bill  of  last  year  might 

some  of  the  evils  of  previoos  aUding« 

still  it  would  go  far  to  prove  the 

chievous  effect  of  every  meeeore 

on  such  a  principle.    They  certainly 

not  had  very  long  experienee  of  the 

ration  of  the  act  of  lest  year,  bat 

could  be  no  doubt  that  aimilar 

would  produce  similar  efiiselab    AIL 

point  of  fact,  that  the  right 

man  said,  in  answer  to  hie  noble  Ffial 

was»  that  things  had  not 
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the  new  slidiog-scale,  than  under  the 
former  sliding-scale,  and  he  had  no  doubt 
that  (experience  would  ultimateiy  show 
that  matters  would  be  much  better  under 
it.  The  main  assertion,  however,  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was,  that 
things  had  not  become  worse  in  con- 
sequence of  the  new  law,  and  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  believed  that  there 
had  not  been  so  much  fluctuation  in 
the  prices  under  its  operation.  Now,  he 
believed  that  there  had  been  more  fluctua« 
tion  than  formerly.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman said,  thai  the  great  eflect  that  had 
been  produced  last  year  had  arisen  from 
the  circumstance  that  corn  did  not  come 
into  the  market  as  other  mercantile  pro- 
duce, but  that  it  came  in  in  a  large  mass 
just  before  the  harvest.  Now  it  came  into 
the  market  a  little  before  the  time  that  it 
usually  did,  for  a  reason  which  must  be 
admitted  by  all,  namely,  because  the  bar* 
vest  happened  to  be  a  very  early  one,  and 
the  speculators  were  therefore  thwarted  -in 
their  calculations,  and  were  obliged  to  take 
out  their  com  at  an  eight  shilling  duty 
instead  of  waiting  for  a  lower  duty.  The 
circumstance,  however,  of  corn  being 
brouglit  out  of  bond  at  a  higher  duty  was 
not  in  any  manner  owing  to  the  measure 
of  last  year,  but  to  the  bounty  of  Provi- 
dence in  giving  us  an  early  harvest.  One 
of  the  gprounds  that  had  been  urg^d  as  to 
the  superiority  of  the  new  sliding-scale 
over  the  old  was  the  circumstance  of  its 
having  put  a  large  sum  of  money  into  the 
Treasury.  He  could  not  forget  the  ap- 
pearance of  horror  with  which  Gentlemen 
opposite  spoke  of  making  the  importation 
of  corn  a  matter  of  taxation,  although  he 
was  sure  that  the  right  hon.  Baronet  at 
the  head  of  the  Government  would  admit 
that  the  amount  received  for  the  corn- 
duties  was  very  acceptable  to  him.  He 
would  avoid  wearying  the  House  with  fi- 
gures, as  they  had  been  so  often  quoted, 
and  referred  to  in  tpeeohet  and  pamphlets 
on  this  subject;  but  he  could  not  help 
making  an  observation  on  one  matter 
which  had  been  alluded  to  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman.  His  noble  Friend  bad 
referred  to  the  admirable  speech  that  had 
been  made  elsewhere,  on  the  superiority  of 
a  6xed  duty  over  a  sliding  scale,  by  his 
noble  Friend  Lord  Monteagle.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  said»  in  a  manner  of 
whicb  he  could  not  altogether  approve, 
that  the  flgurcs  and  statements  made  on 
the  occaaioa  referred  (o  bj  Lord  Monteagle 


ought  not  to  have  much  importance  at- 
tached to  them  as  they  could  be  easily 
answered.  Now,  he  did  not  know  how 
far  he  was  in  order  to  refer  to  what  was 
supposed  to  have  taken  place  elsewhere, 
but  he  might  observe,  that  as  far  as  he 
could  understand  from  the  luual  records 
of  the  proceedings  of  another  place,  not 
one  of  the  colleagues  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  attempted  any  answer  to 
the  admirable  address  of  Lord  Monteagle. 
It  was  allowed  to  go  forth  to  the  country, 
and  to  produce  its  full  effect  on  the 
public  mind,  and  he  could  not  find  that 
any  attempt  had  been  made  to  reply  to  it. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  bad  commented 
upon  the  difference  of  opinion  which  con« 
fessediy  existed  on  that  (the  Opposition) 
side  of  the  House  on  the  subject  of  the 
Corn-laws,  and  that  some  were  for  a  total 
and  immediate  repeal  of  the  Corn-laws, 
while  others  thought  upon  the  whole  a 
moderate  6xed  duty  was  best.  Now  he 
did  not  think  that  this  admitted  difference 
of  opinion  should  prevent  any  Gentleman 
from  voting  for  the  motion.  The  objection 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  one  of 
that  sort  of  argumenta  which  was  urged 
by  every  government,  and  who  retorted  on 
their  opponents,  "  Oh,  you  are  not  agreed 
amongst  yourselves ;"  but  this  was  no 
answer  to  those  who  all  agreed  in  ob- 
jecting to  this  law.  He  had  never  dis- 
guised his  own  opinion  on  this  subject  in 

that  House;  that,  looking  to  the  long 
period  during  which  they  had  afforded 
protection  to  agriculture,  and  looking  to 
the  enormous  interests  which  had  grown 
up  under  this  system  of  protection,  and 
considering  also  that  even  if  the  principle 
of  a  fr^e  trade  in  com  was  a  just  principloi 
still  caution  should  be  used  to  prevent  too 
sudden  a  change  which  would  deeply  in- 
volve a  roost  important  interest— he  never 
could  bring  hia  mind  to  the  conclusion 
that  he  ought  to  vote  for  the  immediate 
and  total  repeal  of  the  Coro-Uws.  Feeling 
then,  that  this  powerful  interest  had  grown 
up  under  protection,  he  felt  satisfied  that 
the  best  course  that  they  could  adopt  was 
to  place  it  on  the  footing  of  a  fixed  duty. 
For  his  own  part  he  always  doubted  whe- 
ther any  special  burthens  were  imposed  on 
the  landed  inferest ;  and  the  circumstance 
which  influenced  his  mind,  was  that  fear 
which  he  entertained  with  respect  to  any 
sudden  and  great  change,  which  affected 
not  merely  the  landed,  or  the  oomaierciali 
or  suij  other  great  intcieai  arUcli  bad 
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grown  up  under  a  long  established  prin- 
ciple of  protection.     This  made  liim  hesi- 
tate to  apply  precipitately  principles  which 
were  sound  iu  themselves.     If  they  went 
into  committee  he  should  be  inclined  to 
follow    the  same  course    as    his    noble 
Friend,  and  would  give  his  vote  for  a  mo- 
derate fixed  duty,  and  that  corn  should  be 
treated  as  any  other  article  of  trade  in  the 
commercial   regulations  of  this  country. 
His  noble  Friend  had  been  taunted  with 
not  naming  the  actual  sum  or  amount  of 
fixed   duty  which   he   would   propose  in 
committee.      Now  this  was  rather  a  sin- 
gular objection,    coming  from  the   hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite.  It  was  not  very  long 
ago  since  his  noble  and  right  hon  Friends 
occupied  the  seats  ^which  were  now  ad- 
orned  by  Gentlemen  opposite,  and  then 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and  his  Friends 
were  not  so   ready  to  communicate  the 
course  of  policy  which  they  would  recom- 
mend in  any  emergency.    The  right  hon. 
Member  for  Tam worth,  when  he  occu- 
pied the  Opposition  bench,  never  would 
say  whether    the  Corn-laws    should    be 
altered  or  not,  but  his 'uniform  observa- 
tion  was,  '*  wait  until  1  am  in  office,  and 
then  1  will  tell  you  what  course  I   shall 
pursue ;  for  it  is  not  becoming  a  Govern- 
ment to  call  upon  an  Independent  Mem- 
ber of  Parliament  for  his  advice,  or  the 
expression  of  his  opinion."     But  when  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  made  this  declaration, 
he  accompanied  it  with  a  remark,  than 
which  more  unfortunate  words  never  fell 
from  the  lips  of  a  Statesman.     He  stated 
that,  with  respect  to  the  Corn-laws,  there 
was  only   one  thing  to  which  he  would 
pledge    himseU,     namely,    the    principle 
of  a  sliding-scale.     This  declaratfon   he 
was  satisfied    had    been    productive    of 
the    most    fatal    results.      There     never 
could  have  been  a  more  unfortunate  de- 
claration, for  he  was  satisiicd  that  when 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  proceeded  to 
deal  with  the  other  commercial  interests 
of  the  country  last  year,  that,  but  for  this 
declaration,  he  would  have  looked  to  a 
fixed  duty  when  he  came  to  deal  with  the 
Corn-laws.     He  concurred  that  the  prin- 
ciple of  a  Corn-law,  founded  on  a  sliding, 
scale,  differed  very  materially  from  one 
founded  on  a  fixed  duty,  and  that  it  led 
to  very  different  results.     The  right  hon. 
(icntleman  said,  that  the  inducement  to 
frame  a  Corn-law  was  that,  if  possible, 
the  agriculture  of  this  country  should  pro- 
duce sufficient  corn  for  the  coniumption 


of  the  country.    This  was  alloceilMrfi 
lacious     He  believed  that  the  unwitaf 
last  year  was  an  average  one^  if  it  wm  Mft 
even  more  than  that.    Certainly,  no  mam 
could  say  that  it  was  %  bad  one,  bat  tky 
had  imported  a  larger  quantity  of 
into  this  country  than  had  been 
in  any  previous  year;   tlie  aoMmnt 
nearly  three  millions  of  qaarien.     Ui 
these  circumstances,  to  legislate  and 
pose  duties,  with  the  view  of  —fi^'-p 
country  independent  of  a  foreigD  supply  «f 
com,  was  one  of  the  wildest  and  moalBi^ 
chievous  schemes  that  cooU  be  adopted  hv 
a  Parliament  or  a  Goveroiaeot.    He  hai 
said  before  that  be  was  for  a  fixed  doty,  tm 
this  reason,  amongst  others,  oanely,  thai 
it  would  produce  a  steady  trade.     Ho 
would  not  enter  into  any  calcalatioaB 
prove  this,  for  be  thought  that  this 
be  sufficiently  shown  in  the  ordinary 
culations  of  supply  and  demand, 
would  be  created  whenever  yon  allowed  « 
merchant  to  bring  in  his  goods  on  a  lola- 
rably  certain  footing.    This,  he  believad, 
was  the  only  safe  course  that  conld  ho 
pursued.     He  could  not  help  allodinf  in 
the  ofiensivc  terms  in  which  a  certain  body 
of  persons   were  alluded  to,  who  mmm 
called  by  the  name  of  corn  specnlaion^ 
but  whose  interests,  in  the  long  mn,  ha 
believed  were  mixed  up  with  the  best  m^ 
terests  of  the  community.      He  thonghl 
that  he  had  heard,  on  a  former  **miffmiL 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  exprem  himself  in 
a  tone  somewhat  like  that  of  rejoicing  at  - 
the  effect  which  he  supposed  the  law  of 
last  year  had  had  on  this  body  of  aMBb 
He  did  not  wish  to  protect  any  man  at  iha 
expense  of  other  classes ;  but  he  was  oaw* 
vinced  that  any  evil  falling  upon  that*  at 
any  other  important  interest,  must  nhi* 
mately  prove  injurious  to  ouraelves.    Tha 
very  circumstance  which  made  the  earn- 
trade  a  gambling  trade,  and  which  lai 
Gentlemen  to  complain  of  the  cc 
culators,  must  recoil  upon  themselves,  i 
must  injure  them  most  deeply  in  the 
run.     He  was  sure  that  there  was  no  oao 
at  all  acquainted  with  the  commeicial  ■»» 
terests  of  the  country,  who  must  not  hoT 
fully  aware  of  the  extensive  and  evil  eAdr 
which  an  injury  to  those  engaged  in  iho-- 
corn  trade  would  have  on  the  general 
mercc  of  the  country.    It  was  well 
that   last  year  many  merchants  of  iko^^ 
highest  character  were  engaged   in 
corn  trade,  the  state  of  which  tamed 
to  be  most  injurious  to  lheB^  aaA.hntfi 
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was  sure  that  no  one  who  was  at  all  aware 
of  the  circumstances  of  the  case  but  must 
deplore   the    ruin   of  some   of  the   most 
respectable  citizens  of  this  country.  There 
was  only  one  point  more  to  which  he  would 
refer.     The  right  hon.   Gentleman  had 
asked  how  they  could  expect  a  fixed  duty 
to  be  more  secure  and  durable  than  a 
sliding-scale.     Now  he  thought  so  much 
of  the  good  sense  and  feeling  of  the  peo- 
ple of  England,  that  he  believed  that  if 
they   g^ve   a   moderate   fixed  duty   that 
would  work  well,  that  it  would  become 
almost  durable,  as  the  public  mind  would 
be  so  much  set  at  rest  on  the  subject. 
Hon.  Gentlemen  complained  of  agitation 
on  this  subject  prevailing  throughout  the 
country.     He  had  never  seen  an  agitation 
in  this  [country  continue  and   go  on  in- 
creasing for  any  considerable  time,  if  it 
did  not  proceed  on  some  very  good  and 
just  ground,  and  he  believed  that  the  cir- 
cumstance which  made  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site weak  and  impotent  against  the  agita- 
tion for  the  repeal  of  the  Corn-laws,  was 
that  they  were  unable  to  defend  them  on 
any  principle  of  justice.      If  the  Legis- 
lature passed  a  law  on  this  subject,  which 
was  recommended  to  the  good  sense  of 
the  community,  he   did  not  see  why  it 
should  not  be  as  durable  as  any  other 
trade  law ;  and  even   if  the  law  which 
was    proposed    was   not    the    very    best 
that  could  be   devised,  still  if  he  thought 
it    was   tolerable    and    not    contrary   to 
common    sense,    and   did  not  keep   the 
country,  as  it  were,  on   the  verge  of  a 
precipice,  as  the  present  law  did,  he  would 
support  it,  and  give  it  a  fair  trial,  because 
he  believed  that  mischief  attended  these 
constant  changes  in  the  Corn-laws.     He 
thought  that  they  might  just  as  well  build 
a  house  on  a  quicksand  as  depend  upon  a 
sliding-scale,   although,  as  he   had  just 
stated,  he  was  fully  aware  of  the  evils  of 
constant  change  in  these  laws ;  he  there- 
fore should  give  his  hearty  support  to  the 
motion  of  the  noble  Lord. 

Mr.  Hume  thought  that  many  important 
observations  that  had  been  made  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  had  not 
been  answered  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man who  had  just  sat  down.  He  felt, 
with  respect  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
speech,  that  if  an  utter  disregard  of  facts 
and  reasoning  could  justify  the  support  of 
a  law  or  a  doctrine,  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man was  then  entitled  to  great  credit. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  made  a 


complaint  as  to  the  time  that  had  been, 
taken  up  in  debating  the  subject  of  the 
Corn-laws,  and    that  twenty-eight  days 
had   thus    been    occupied    last   Session, 
eighteen  days  this  Session,  and  had  advert- 
ed to  it  as  if  it  had  been  a  great  loss  of 
time.     Now,  in  his  mind,  he  did  not  be- 
lieve that  there  was  anything  that  could 
be  discussed  of  more  or  of  equal  import- 
ance than  a  matter  which  tended  to  the 
settlement  of   the  Corn-laws,   and  that 
there  could  be  no  expenditure  of  time  or 
labour  too  great   for  the  attainment  of 
such  an  object.     He  had  never  heard  any 
one  connected  with  either  of  the  three 
parties  in  that  House  on  this  question 
who  did  not  say  that  it  was  desirable  to 
settle  the  subject.  The  right  hon.  Baronet 
opposite,  at  the  head  of  a  very  large  party 
in  that  House,  was  in  favour  of  a  sliding 
scale.    He  would  only  refer  the  right  hon 
Baronet  to  the  opinion  of  the  mercantile 
class,  who  certainly  were  the  best  judges 
as  to  what  would  be  advantageous  for  the 
commerce  of  the  country^  and  he  would 
find  that  the  sliding-scale  was  universally 
condemned  by  them.    The  sliding-scale 
had  not  secured  one  of  the  objects  which 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  and  the  other  sup- 
porters of  it  declared  would  result  from  it 
in  1828.     It  had  not  succeeded  in  keep- 
ing up  prices,  and  it  had  not  prevented 
the  constant  vacillation  of  prices,  although 
certainly  the  latter    object  might   have 
been  limited  to  a  small  extent  by  the  mea- 
sure of  last  year.     But  comparing  a  fixed 
duty  with  a  sliding-scale  the  advantages 
were  a  thousand  fold—indeed  he  might 
almost  say  that  they  were  incalculably  in 
favour  of  the  former.     He  objected,  how- 
ever, to  protection  altogether.     It  was  the 
duty  of  that  House  to  place  all  interests 
on  an  equal  footing,  and  not  give  one  an 
advantage  over  another.    The  whole  end 
and  object  of  the  Corn-laws  was  to  pro- 
tect the  landed  interest.    [An  hon.  Mem- 
ber  No!  no  I"]  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
might  say  no,  but  he  had  heard  several 
hon.  Members  many  times  in  that  House 
declare   that  this  was  the  case.     If  the 
Corn-laws  were  not  intended  for  the  pro- 
tection of  the  landed  interest,  they  were 
utterly  absurd  and  useless.    Let  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  explain  what  he  wanted , 
if  he  did  not  require  protection.    If  the 
laws  were  alike  just  to  all,  there  could  be 
no  objection  to  them ;  but  when  you  gave 
a  protection  to  one  class  over  anoAer, 
you  gaye  thai  class,  the  right  to  tMk»  la. 
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much  from  the  pockets  of  the  rest  of  the 
community,  which  would  not  otherwise 
be  taken ;  therefore^  he  regarded  the  Corn 
laws  as  nothing  more  nor  less  than  an  act 
of  spoliation  and  injastice.  On  this  ground 
he  entertained  no  doubt  that  that  should 
not  be  allowed  to  be  continued.  The  no- 
ble Lord  had  said  that  there  were  certain 
special  burthens  which  land  bore  in  con- 
tradistinction to  other  interests.  Now,  if 
any  one  could  make  this  out,  he  would 
not  object  to  give  an  equivalent.  He  had 
made  a  proposition  to  this  effect  more 
than  eighteen  years  ago,  and  then  said, 
let  there  be  a  fixed  duty  which  should  be 
reduced  gradually,  and  as  rapidly  as  they 
conveniently  could,  till  they  arrived  at 
that  point  when  they  coulcf  show  there 
w€re  any  special  burthens.  They  then 
should  proceed  to  remove  those  special 
burthens,  or  agriculture  should  have  an 
equivalent.  If  the  noble  Lord  was  prepar- 
ed to  show  the  existence  of  any  special 
burthens  of  this  kind,  he  would  vote  with 
great  pleasure  ibr  the  motion  to  go  into 
committee.  The  hon.  Member  for  Shef- 
field, however,  had  already,  in  the  course 
of  the  Session,  given  a  fair  challenge  on 
the  subject,  and  proposed  a  committee  to 
inquire  into  the  existence  of  those  alleged 
special  burthens;  and  although,  he  be- 
lieved, the  motion  was  supported  by  the 
noble  Lord,  yet  it  was  opposed  by  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  who  claimed  protec- 
tion for  agriculture  on  the  ground  of  the 
existence  of  those  burthens.  When  that 
motion  was  made  no  one  opposite  at- 
tempted an  answer  to  show  that  there 
was  one  single  burthen  that  fell  upon 
land  which  did  not  also  fall  upon  other 
interests.  Hon.  Gentlemen  had  not  the 
means  of  vindicating  the  principles  they 
put  forth,  thev,  therefore,  as  in  ordinary 
cases,  shrunk  from  all  inquiry.  He  agreed 
with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who  had 
just  sat  down,  that  the  commerce  of  the 
country  could  only  be  upheld  by  removing 
every  obstacle  m  its  way.  He  could  not, 
however,  tell  how  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man reconciled  this  doctrine  with  the 
conclusion  of  his  speech,  when  he  declared 
himself  in  favour  of  a  fixed  duty,  which  in 
his  mind  wu  a  fixed  impediment  and  a 
fixed  injury  to  the  progress  of  commerce. 
Under  these  circumstances  the  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  did  not  draw  a  just  inference 
from  the  premises  which  he  had  laid  d< 
He  believed  that  a  fixed  duty  was  r 
and  cruel  injustice  to  the  people  o 


land,  and  he  did  not  1  sve  Ihal  watAimg 
like  a  permanent  i  -law  eo«M  he 
framed  on  such  a  principle.  Did  tht  ■•» 
ble  Lord»  or  any  one  else  who  volad  Ihr  a 
fixed  duty,  sineerely  and  really  beHMt 
that  under  present  circunMCaDeea  aoytUaf 
of  the  kind  wouki  be  a  peraianeBt 
men!  of  the  qaeslion.  Ha  was  of 
that  of  the  thiae  propoaitiooa  oa 
ject,  namely,  the  slidhig>-ieale,  iha 
duty,  and  a  free  trade  in  eora*  tlia 
was  the  only  one  that  coald  be  aafcly  m 
advantageously  carried  oat,  as  it  waa  Ifca 
only  one  that  rested  on  a  soaad  or  haahhf 
principle.  For  his  own  part  ha  faeliaiaa 
that  the  right  hon.  Baronet  was  hianaircasA 
vinced  of  the  aooadneu  of  iha  priatipla  af 
free  trade,  and  that  the  opea  avotral  af  H 
was  with  him  only  a  questiOB  of  tii 
was  fully  aware  of  the  great  Hi 
whkh  the  right  hon.  Baroaet  had  to 
tend  with  in  this  respect.  The  riglit 
Baronet  mighty  at  the  present  aoBMat,  la 
as  anxious  as  himself  for  the  aataUUb- 
ment  of  a  free  trade  in  corn ;  and,  paN 
haps,  by  taking  the  conrsa  whieh  ka  lad 
lately  taken,  the  right  boa.  Bawat  wm 
anxious  thus  to  bring  it  aboQL  Tha  m^ 
ble  Lord  agrsed  that  evcrytbiaf  aaet  la 
done  by  compromise.  He  protaMad 
such  a  principle.  He  was  agai 
compromise.  It  argued  a  want  of 
dence  in  the  power  of  carrying 
principle.  Compromise  might 
indeed  be  unavoidable,  bat  the 
that  the  corn  trade  ouaht  to  be 
one  that  he  was  certamly  not  willing  la 
give  up.  With  respect  to  a  ixaddaft^ 
opinions  had  varied  very  mach  aa  In  M 
amount  at  which  it  ought  to  la 
The  hon.  Member  for  Wiitshiiw, 
asked  what  would  ba  a  saflBciaot 
duty,  said  that  no  amoant  iem 
would  do.  The  noUe  Lord  ooglt 
been  ready  now  to  state  wha&ar  ar 
he  was  willing  to  propose  a  kivar 
doty  thao  8«.  He  wished  to  a 
ble  Lord  advance  towards  Aaa 
therefore  ho  would  have  been  glad  to 
whether  the  noble  Lord  intendad  m 
to  advocate  a  duty  of  8«.,  or  ona  of 
If  the  noble  Lord  made  a 
free*trade,  that  fact  woald  go  hi 
to  him  the  lealous  support  of 
wished  to  see  :  Cora-laws  ei 
I  Thr  I        the 
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law  of  last  year  u  a  solemn  deciMon,  on 
the  strength  of  which  contracU  had  heen 
made,  and  that  therefore  changes  now 
would  be  improper.      Why,  the  whole 
history  of  the  Corn-laws  had  been  a  his- 
tory of  continual  changes,  and  there  had 
neyer  been  anything   permanent    about 
them,  except  the   desire  of  those   who 
made  those  changes  to  promote  their  own 
interests  ?    The  landed  interests,  indeed, 
maintained  that  thev  were  actuated  by  a 
solicitude  for  their  labourers;  but  was  it 
not  a  mockery  to  talk  of  the  labourers 
being  benefitted  by  the  Corn-laws,  when 
it  was  well  known  that  the  agricultural 
labourers  had  never  been  worse  off  than 
they  were  now?    Could  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  hold  up  the  labourers  as  pro- 
fiting by  the  Corn-laws,  or  likely  to  be 
injured  by  an  alteration  of  those  laws? 
The  opinions  expressed  by  the  right  hon, 
Gentleman,  both  in  that  House  and  out  of 
it,  were  the  very  reverse  of  the  arguments 
he  had  that  evening  advanced.    The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  asked  whether  thev  on 
that  (the  Opposition)  side  of  the  House 
were  absurd  enough  to  think  the  landlords 
could  command  what  rent  they  pleased  t 
And  then  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  went 
on  to  argue  that  the  amount  of  rents  must 
be  regulated  like  every  other  price  by 
demand  and  supply.    But  did  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  not  know  that  it  bad  been 
admitted  before  a  committee  of  that  House 
that  the  rents  of  farms  were  regulated  by 
the  prices  which  it  was  expected  oould  be 
obtained  for  corn«    If  then  the  Corn-laws 
were  not  maintained  with  a  view  to  the 
raising  of  rents,  he  should  like  to  know 
what  they  were  maintained  for?    What 
had  all  the  struggling  of  the  landed  interest 
been  for?    He  would  be  glid  to  hear  the 
hon.  Member  for  Norfolk  explain  this.    If 
the  hon.  Member  could  satisfy  him  that 
he  had  been  mistaken,  he  would  be  most 
happy  to  retract  any  opinions  that  he  had 
at  any  time  held  and  advanced.      He 
knew,  however,  that  tenants  were  valued 
in  according  to  the  prices  which  it  was 
expected  corn  would  bring,  and  he  would 
consent  to  have  any  land-valuer  called  to 
the  bar  and  examined  whether  such  had 
not  been  the  practice  ever  since  1815.  No 
doubt  there  had  been  individuals  valued 
in  since  the  passing  of  t^e  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet's C6m-law  01  last  year,  and  if  so, 
he  would  undertake  to  say  that  the  same 

Erinciple  had  been  acted  on.    The  farmers 
ad  too  long  been  the  victims  of  such  a 


system,  and  on  this  ground,  among  others, 
he  haa  been  anxious  tu  enter  his  protest 
against  the  system.  The  landowners  them- 
selves were  injured  by  the  system.    It  was 
for  their  interest  that  the  commeree  and 
manufactures  of  the  country  should  be 
prosperous.    Yet,  under  the  existing  sys- 
tem, distress  went  on  increasing,  and  the 
hopes  recently  entertained,  that  •  substan- 
tial improvement  was  going  on,  had  of 
late  very  much  fallen  off.    He  believed 
that  the  onl^  way  really  to  increase  the 
prices  of  agricultural  produce  was  to  pro- 
mote the  general  prosperity  of  the  popu- 
lation.   The  days  of  monopoly,  such  as 
had  existed  during  the  war  bad  gone  by. 
It  was  no  longer  in  the  power  of  England 
to  command  the  oommerce  of  the  world. 
In  every  country  her  manufacturers  en- 
countered competitors,   and  it  behoved 
Parliament  under  such  an  altered  state  of 
things,  to  see  that  British  artisans  had  at 
least  a  fair  field  fbr  the  exercise  of  their 
industry.    Let  them  have  that,  and,  with 
the  capital  of  England  and  the  ingenuity 
of  her  people,  he  would  have  no  apprehen- 
sion of  the  result.    If,  on  the  contrary, 
they  continued  in  the  course  they  were 
now  pursuing,  they  might  bring  the  country 
into  a  positton  from  wnioh  it  might  be  ex- 
tremely difficult  to  retrace  their  steps.   At 
present,  he  believed  there  was  still  time 
for  the  country  to  recover  itself,  and  if  the 
House  devoted  itself  to  this  subject,  from 
this  time  to  the  close  of  the  Session,  he 
woold  maintain  that  the  House  could  not 
be  better  occupied. 

Mr.  Wodehouse  said,  that  as  the  hon. 
Member  for  Montrose  had  made  reference 
to  him,  he  trusted  the  House  would  in- 
dulge him  by  permitUng  him  to  make  a 
few  observations.  Before,  however,  he  re« 
ferred  to  what  had  fallen  from  the  hon. 
Member,  he  was  first  desirous  of  noticing 
the  speech  of  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  J.  Rus. 
sdl),  in  which  a  mudi  different  tone  was 
observable  when  speaking  of  the  measure  of 
1815,  than  that  which  characterised  the 
noble  Lord  at  a  former  period.  There  was 
a  remarkable  change  in  the  noble  Lord's 
reasoning  with  respect  to  the  action  of  the 
currency  as  connected  with  this  subject. 
He  diought  that  it  was  folly  to  enter  mto 
a  consideration  of  this  sulject,  without,  at 
tlie  same  time,  considering  tlw  question  of 
money.  It  had  been  proved  inixmtestably 
that  the  range  of  fluctuations  in  En^bnd 
was  lees  thtm  that  of  any  other  coimtry. 
except  Sweden.     lUs  he  had  agam  and 


1495 


Corn^Laws. 


{COMMONS} 


CorH'Laibt. 


1496 


again  asserted,  without  fear  of  contradic- 
tion ;  but  it  appeared  that  all  argument  of 
this  kind  was  lost  upon  the  hon.  Member 
for  Montrose,  who  had  an  ces  triplex  that 
nothing  could  affect.  In  1795,  Mr.  Claude 
Scott,  in  his  examination  before  the  Privy 
Council,  stated  that  the  King  of  Prussia 
had  then  laid  a  prohibition  upon  minor 
grains,  and  that  it  was  his  intention  to  lay 
sdso  a  prohibitory  duty  upon  wheat.  At 
that  time  their  com  was  excluded  from 
several  of  the  countries  of  Europe.  Upon 
being  asked  what  supply  they  could  have 
from  America,  he  replied  by  saying  that 
American  wheat  could  not  then  be  had 
under  SOs.  a  quarter.  He  was  asked 
whether  he  advocated  Corn-Laws  for  the 
sake  of  the  landed  interest  ?  He  had  be- 
fore denied  this,  and  he  now  denied  it 
again.  He  believed  that  great  misery 
would  inevitably  fall  upon  the  agricultural 
population  if  any  such  changes  were  made 
as  were  now  called  for.  About  two  years 
ago  he  met  Mr.  Frankland  Lewis,  after 
the  passing  of  the  new  Poor-law,  who  said 
to  him, ''  You  are  one  of  our  principal  op- 
ponents." I  said,  '^  No  such  thing."  I 
said,  the  time  may  come  when  the  tide  will 
tum^  and  the  difficulty  will  arise  when 
there  is  a  failure  of  employment.'*  "  Oh," 
said  Mr.  Frankland  Ixwis^ ''  Can  any  man 
suppose  there  will  be  any  failure  of  em- 
ployment for  the  next  seven  years  to 
come.^  Now  there  was  a  failure  of  em- 
ployment every  where  in  less  than  six 
months.  But  that  had  been  foretold  as  in- 
evitable, before  the  agricultural  committee 
of  1836.  Two  years  after  that,  the  pre- 
cious Im^iort  Duties  Committee  was  ap- 
pointed, of  which  the  hon.  Member  for 
Montrose  was  chairman — the  order  for 
which  committee  that  hon.  Gentleman  kept 
in  his  iK)ckct  for  six  weeks,  because  some 
favourite  Cocker  of  his  was  ill ;  and  yet  he 
had  the  audacity  [Order,  order.]  he  had 
the  effrontery  [^Order,  order, "^ — well  then, 
he  had  the  coolness  to  assert,  tliat  the  dis- 
tress which  prevailed  was  in  no  way  at- 
tributable to  the  commercial  embarrass- 
ments in  America,  but  that  it  was  solely 
and  entirely  attributable  tn  the  Corn-laws. 
Such  was  Uie  conduct  of  the  hon.  ( ten  tie- 
man  then.  "  But  I  have  dune  with  him 
for  the  present,  as  1  have  a  long  notice  on 
the  paper,  and  I  will  give  him  another 
turn  on  another  occadon.*' 

Sir  IV.  Claif  said,  the  few  observations 
with  which  he  should  trouble  the  House, 
would  have  reference  rather  to  the  present 
condition  ^of  the  question  than  strictly  to 


its  merits^  which  it  appeared  to  him  kal 
been  long  since  exhausted  in  ftrguoKBti 
and,  certainly,  if  he  had  not  before  thon^ 
so,  that  would  have  now  been  his  ocimo^ 
after  hearing  the  speeches  of  thcnoiUeLoid 
and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
The  right  hon.  Genileman,  the 
of  the  Board  of  Trade,  objected  to  the 
Lord's  bringing  forward  a  motion  to 
turb  the  existing  Corn-law,  while  he 
mitted  the  importance  of  stafaili^  in 
the  settlement  of  such  questions.  ^Nhf  ft 
was  precisely  because  hu  noble  Friend  dU 
not  believe  that  the  present  aettlenent 
could  be  stable,  that  he  broueht  fummd 
his  motion.  In  that  belief  he  (Sir  W. 
Clay)  fully  concurred.  It  appeared  toUab 
that  whether  they  looked  at  (he  coune  tf 
events — at  the  condition  of  the  ooantiy» 
and  the  all  but  universal  admissions  as  ts 
the  cause  of  that  condition*-at  the  r******™ 
of  the  Government,  as  regarded  commeicU 
policy,  or  the  state  of  paUic  opiniaa,  k 
was  impossible  to  come  to  any  other  oon- 
clusion  than  that  the  present  Com-kv 
could  not  be  maintained.  Look,  firs^  fli 
the  condition  of  the  country,  at  the  d^ 
pression  of  the  manufacturing  and  oommcr- 
cial  interests — a  depression  unparallded  ii 
extent,  severity,  and  duration.  Now^ 
whatever  might  be  the  variety  of  opiniBB 
as  to  the  minor  proximate,  or  tempoimy 
causes  of  that  depression,  he  thoudit  ha 
was  justilied  in  saying,  that  the  ml  htk 
universal  opinion  among  those  most  ooon^ 
tent  to  judge  was,  that  its  main— endormg 
and  really  fearful  because  rndnriiiffi  i  anss, 
was  to  be  found  in  the  limited  field  of  csa* 
ployment  for  capital  and  labour.  It  wm 
not  denied,  that  capital  and  skill  were  fl»* 
sent  in  abundance,  still  less  that  in  Ai 
capacity  of  patient  and  persevering  tofl  Ai 
labouring  classes  of  England  were  equal  Isb 
if  they  did  not  excel,  any  people  on  Ai 
face  of  the  earth ;  but  this  great  skill, 
energetic  industry,  tliis  oveilowing 
elements  which  in  their  comhinat 
already  been  supposed  capable  of  ^ 
prusixirity,  had  now,  for  a  longhand 
lancholy  period,  failed  to  produce  «l_  « 
result.  What  was  the  cause  of  the  faifa»B? 
Because  an  adecjuate  field  was  wanting  fir 
their  exertion.  Whatever  other 
might  be  sup^iosed  to  exist  of 
validity  to  justify  the  maintenance  of 
Com -laws,  it  would  be  sarcdy 
that  these  laws  by  crippling  and 
rassing  what  would  be  the  most  im^„ 
brnneli  of  the  trade  of  the  oount^, 
limit,  and  that  t^  <>  veiy  great  d^nit| 
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field  for  the  employment  of  capital  and 
labour.  Proofs,  disastrous  proofs  of  the 
effect  of  such  limitation,  met  them  at  every 
step.  Every  trade  was  overdone— every 
opportunity  for  the  use  of  capital  contested 
by  innumerable  competitors — profits  fell — 
smaller  dealers  and  tradesmen  were  ruined, 
and  even  retail  trades  fell  more  and  more 
into  the  hands  of  wealthy  persons,  whose 
large  capital  enabled  them  to  endure  ex- 
ceedingly minute  profits.  The  rate  of  in- 
terest of  money  had  been  for  a  long  period 
unprecedentedly  low.  '  As  a  consequence, 
every  scheme  for  a  joint-stock  company 
abroad  or  at  home— every  proposal  for  a 
foreign  loan,  found  persons  ready  to  sub. 
scribe,  notwithstanding  their  recent  and 
fatal  experience;  and  this  reminded  him 
of  a  consideration  with  regard  to  their 
commercial  intercourse  with  America  of 
considerable  importance,  as  bearing  on  that 
view  of  the  subject.  It  was  this,  that  not 
only  then,  but  before  the  existing  stagna- 
tion and  depression  in  the  trade  with  Ame- 
rica, both  countries  were  really  labouring 
under  the  want,  on  the  part  of  America, 
of  sufficient  commercial  equivalents  for  the 
amount  of  manufactures  which  the  people 
of  the  United  States  were  quite  ready  and 
willing  to  take.  During  the  most  pros- 
perous periods  of  our  trade  with  America, 
and  when  the  demand  for  our  manufactures 
for  the  American  markets  was  most  active, 
how  was  that  want  supplied  ?  By  the  sale 
in  this  country  of  stocks  created  by  the  dif- 
ferent states  of  America,  and  by  shares  of 
banks  and  joint-stock  companies  of  various 
descriptions  in  that  country.  These  secu- 
rities formed  for  several  years  available 
remittances  in  payment  of  the  British 
manufactures  exported  to  America.  Cir- 
cumstances had  thrown  discredit  on  such 
securities ;  they  were  no  longer  saleable  in 
this  market  -,  they  would  no  louger  serve 
for  remittances,  and  the  House  might  be 
assured,  that  if  they  persisted  in  their  pre- 
sent suicidal  commercial  policy,  they  would 
not  again  have  such  a  demand  from  Ame- 
rica for  our  manufactures,  as  was  the  case 
a  few  years  since,  until  the  inclination 
should  arise  in  this  country  to  invest  money 
in  the  public  stocks  or  companies  of  that 
country.  And  what  was  our  present  state 
of  relations  with  America?  Was  it  not 
perfectly  char  that  nothing  but  the  Corn- 
law  stood  in  the  way  of  a  greatly- extended 
intercourse  with  the  United  States — an  in- 
tercourse fraught  with  incalculable  advant- 
ages to  the  people  of  both  countries.  The 
speech  recently  delivered  at  Baltimore,  by 


Mr.  Webster^  one  of  the  most  eminent,  if 
not  the  most  eminent  of  American  states- 
men, end  whose  very  recent  connection 
with  the  Government  gave  peculiar  weight 
and  importance  to  his  opinions,  placed  that 
matter  beyond  a  doubt.  It  was  perfectly 
clear,  that  if  we  would  alter  our  Corn-laws, 
America  would  relax  her  tariff.  Was  it 
possible  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  refuse  to  negociate  on  such  terms-^ 
that  the  House  would  support  him  in  such 
refusal — that  the  country  would  endure 
such  refusal.  Vast  numbers  of  their  hum- 
bler countrymen  had  long  suffered,  were 
still  suffering,  intense  distress.  Their  Table 
was  loaded  with  petitions  from  industrious 
artisans,  who  say  that  they  want  alike  em- 
ployment and  food;  they  had  now  the 
absolute  certainty  that  the  opportunity 
offered  to  relieve  that  distress,  to  procure 
that  employment  and  food,  for  which  the 
petitions  languished.  Would  they— dared 
they — hesitate  to  avail  themselves  of  it? 
He  really  did  not  know  a  subject  of  con- 
templation at  once  more  afflicting  and  ab. 
surd — one  better  fitted  to  move,  according 
to  the  mood  of  the  observer,  eitlier  laugh- 
ter or  tears,  than  to  see  the  rulers  of  two 
great  nations  striving  by  common  consent 
to  prevent  their  subjects  contributing  to 
each  other's  happiness,  and  intercepting  by 
absurd  legislation  the  free  interchange  of 
blessings  bestowed  on  both  by  Providence 
with  lavish  hand,  although  in  diverse  forms. 
Such,  for  a  long  period  and  to  a  melancholy 
extent,  had  been  the  character  of  the  policy 
pursued  by  the  Governments  o^  England 
and  the  United  States.  Happily  there  ap- 
peared at  length  the  dawn  of  a  better  day ; 
it  was  clear,  that  by  a  large  and  influential 
party  in  the  United  States,  any  overtures 
on  the  part  of  this  country  to  cultivate  a 
more  extended  and  freer  commercial  in- 
tercourse would  be  well  received.  It  would 
become  them  to  make  such  overtures,  as, 
beyond  all  doubt,  it  was  the  selfish  and 
unwise  policy  of  England  which  had  mainly 
led  the  nations  of  the  world  astray,  so  was 
it  her  duty  and  her  interest  to  lead  the 
way  in  the  return  to  a  sounder  policy. 
He  believed  it  to  be  absolutely  certain, 
that  an  advantageous  commercial  treaty 
might  be  negociated  with  America.  Such 
treaty  could  be  negociated  with  matoal 
advantages,  only  on  the  basis  of  an  abro- 
gation of  the  Corn-Laws.  It  was  true, 
Mr.  Webster,  despairing  apparently  of  any 
Government  being  strong  enough  to  repeal 
that  law,  talked  only  of  the  admission,  on 
lower  terms,  of  rice  and  Indian  cx>m ;  but 
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he  did  not  believe,  that  the  right  lion.  Gen- 
tleman would  malo  any  attempt  to  defeat 
the  Com-law  by  an  evasioo,  but  if  he  saw 
that  an  advantageous  commercial  treaty 
with  America  could  be  negociated»  only  by 
opening  our  ports  to  the  agricultural  pro- 
duce of  America  in  the  oidinary  terms  of 
commercial  intercourse,  he  would  not  hesi- 
tate to  take  the  fair,  and  manly,  and  wise 
course  of  asking  Parliament  to  abrogate  the 
sliding-scalc  of  duties  on  the  importation  of 
com.  He  repeated,  that  it  was  clear  be- 
yond all  doubt,  from  the  present  condition 
of  parties  in  America,  and  the  temper  of 
men's  minds  in  that  country,  that  there 
was  the  opportunity  of  reconsidering  the 
state  of  commercial  relations  with  inaJcu- 
labie  ailvantagc  to  both.  It  was  equally 
clear,  that  the  neglect  of  this  opportunity 
by  England  would  give  the  ascendancy 
to  tlie  party  in  America  which  advocated 
an  exclusive  policy  of  a  high  and  pn)toctive 
tarifT— and  that  a  free  and  beneficial  inter- 
course lietween  the  countries  might  be  in- 
definitely postponed,  perhaps  for  ever  ren- 
dered impossiblo.  Heavy  would  in  his 
opinion,  be  the  responsibility  of  any  Go- 
veniment  by  whom  such  an  opportunity 
was  thrown  away.  Ho  had  dwelt  thus 
long  on  our  relations  with  America,  and 
on  the  bearing  of  those  relations  on  the 
question  of  the  repeal  of  the  Corn-law,  be- 
cause the  case  of  America  afforded  the 
strongest  instance  of  the  prejudicial  influ- 
ence of  tliat  law  on  our  commercial  inter- 
course with  foreign  countries;  but  what 
was  true  with  re|^  to  America,  was  true 
more  or  less'  with  regard  to  many  other 
countries — to  all  the  countries,  for  instance, 
of  northern  Europe ;  and  he  was  quite  sure 
that  Uie  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  well 
aware  that  an  alteration  of  our  Corn- law 
was  the  indispensable  preliminary  to  re- 
storing a  sound  state  of  commercial  inter- 
coiirfie  between  ourselves  and  the  com 
growing  countries  of  Europe,  llie  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  too,  could  not  but  be 
aware  that  he  had  himself,  and  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  the  IVcsident  of  the 
Boani  of  Trade  had  greatly  addeil  to  the 
difficulty  of  maintaining  such  a  system  as 
the  present  Com-law.  They  had  both 
enunciated,  in  the  most  emphatic  Ian- 
gtiagc,  the  soundest  principles  of  free» 
trade ;  did  they  supiHMc  those  principles 
could  be  limited  in  their  operation  to  the 
articles  comprised  in  last  year's  tarifl'?  Or 
that,  setting  aside  the  injnstiw  of  suhjoct- 
inj^  the  artisan  pniducing  any  article  of 
home  nmnufacture  to  foreign  a)ni|MUition. 


wliile  they  inaintiuned  m  waaaptAj  piMtif 
the  chief  article  of  his  subdaCcnoe,  tae  pa»» 
pie  of  England  would  never  he 
that  live  oxen  and  salted  beef, 
pidcled  pork,  might  safely  end 
geously  be  brought  into  this  eoualiy  al  e 
fixed  rate  of  doty,  bat  that  it  wedd  le 
ruinous  for  com  to  be  mtradaoed  on  ^ 
milar  principles  ?  No ;  the  only 
maintaining  a  restrictive  ifiteni  vne 
maintain  it  intact ;  it  waa  too  mudk 
expect  that  in  the  most  tonuaew 
try  in  the  worlds  laws,  if  not 
designed,  yet  inevitably  tending  to  a 
duce  uncertainty  and  dangsr  into 
most  important  brandi  of  oommei 
be  retained,  when  the  whole  eode,  of 
they  once  formed  an  hameg 
should  have  been  subjected  to  refo 
they  stood  alone  in  strong  relief^  in 
inconsistency  with  all  the  other  cna 
of  the  commercial  legislations  of  the 
try.  But,  above  all,  how  oould  the  i%^ 
hon.  Gentleman  hope  to  retain  the  pnani 
Com-law  on  the  statute  faodki  after  Ae 
Canada  Com  Bill,  now  before  tfaem  ahoril 
have  become  law  p  To  do  io  would  be  Ae 
very  climax  of  ineonaistency,  the  airt 
striking  of  anomalies.  After  die  pasriag  if 
that  bill,  what  would  have  become  of  Ae 
*' great  prindplo"  of  the  diding-aoale?  b 
was  given  to  the  winda,  and  the  on^odMT 
''great  principle"  that  he  eoold 
remaining  in  our  leffislatam  in  the 
tation  of  com  was,  that  itahooldbel 
by  a  round-about  road.  What 
ciple"  was  to  be  fiwind  in  the 
Bill }  The  whole  oom  ^own  iathe  Ui 
States  might  be  imported  into  tine 
at  a  fixed  duty  of  4#.  per  qoartor, 
only  it  came  down  tlw  St  Lai 
not  down  the  Hudson  or  the  Mi 
Would  it  be  denied  that  waA  waa  the 
character  of  the  Canada  Com  Bill  ?  Wc 
it  be  said,  that  American  oom  eouU  ajb 
be  thus  imported  after  hanag  been  apavil 
in  Canada  ?  It  was  quite  tnie»  that  it  ar — 
em  route  be  ground  for  the  benefit  af 
millers  of  Canada,  and  it  waslitrwiw 
that  of  tho  4f .  duty  it  must  pqr 
being  consumed  in  England.  3a. 
l)aid  not  into  the  impeml  but  into  ika 
lonial  treasury — both  in  his  omnioo 
inexpedient  provisions,  but'neittMrak 
the  real  character  of  the  mk 
measure  remained  a  complete 
of  the  principle  of  the  suding^aoala, 
as  Anii*rica  was  i^oncemed, 
indee<l  by  the  furred  divenion  nf  the 
into  a  cin'uiiL>us  and  unnatural 


tliefap» 
dbeten^ 
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deprived  of  almost  all  its  value  by  the  per* 
verse  ingenuitj,  which,  by  making  it  a 
boon  to  Canada,  not  to  the  United  States, 
deprived  them  of  the  power  of  deriving  any 
advantage  from  the  concession  in  negotiat- 
ing widi  that  country.  He  had  fdluded 
to  the  state  of  public  opinion,  as  bearing  on 
the  question  of  the  possibility  of  maintain- 
ing the  present  law  ;  could  they  be  indif- 
ferent to  it  ?  See  how  great  was  the  dif- 
ference between  that  state  now,  and  three 
years  back,  or  even  last  year  !  It  would 
be  scarcely  saying  too  much  to  assert,  that 
with  the  exception  of  the  classes  connected 
immediately  with  land,  whether  as  holders 
or  occupiers,  or  rather  of  a  portion  of  those 
classes — almost  the  entire  people  were  op- 
posed to  the  present  law  ;  certainly  an 
enormous  majority.  What  philosophical 
or  economical  writer  of  any  eminence*- 
whut  commercial  men,  what  manufacturers, 
what  practical  men  of  any  class  but  far- 
mers, what  real  amount  of  opinion  among 
the  classes  or  individuals  who  guide  opin- 
ions-did the  right  hon.  Gentleman  believe 
to  be  in  favour  of  the  present  law  ?  And 
with  regard  to  the  real  amount  of  adverse 
opinion,  this  circumstance  should  not  be 
forgotten,  that  from  peculiar  causes  two 
very  important  classes  had  either  not  come 
forward  to  declare  their  opinions,  or  had 
neutralised  the  effect  of  the  declaration  by 
adding  to  it  the  expression  of  irrelevant  or 
dangerous  doctrines.  He  alluded  to  classes 
very  opposite  in  condition  and  character, 
but  agreeing  in  the  particular  to  which  he 
was  adverting— on  the  one  hand  the  mer- 
cantile, on  the  other  the  operative  classes. 
With  regard  to  the  former,  two  things 
would  not  admit  of  dispute  (he  alluded 
more  particularly  to  London) ;  first,  that 
the  majority  of  the  wealthier  of  those 
classes  were  supporters  of  the  present  Go- 
vernment; but,  secondly,  that  they  were 
not  friendly  to  the  sliding-scale.  Why  had 
they  not  declared  that  opinbn  I  Because 
the  abolition  of  the  present  system  of  Corn- 
laws  having  become  a  party  question,  they 
had  kept  back  or  been  careless  in  avowing 
that  opinion  in  the  fear  of  weakening  the 
influence  of  the  party  to  which  they  mostly 
belonged.  With  regard  to  the  operatives, 
it  was  yet  better  known  that  they  had  de- 
clined to  take  part  in  the  agitation  for  the 
Repeal  of  the  Corn-laws,  not  because  they 
were  not  bitterly  opposed  to  those  laws,  but 
because  they  fancieid  that  by  holding  aloof, 
they  might  force  the  middle  classes  to  join 
them  in  the  pursuit  of  those  visionary  but 
dangerous  objects  which    unhappily   had 


taken  so  strong  a  hold  of  the  imaginations 
of  our  imperfectly  educated  masses.  Let 
the  House  again  look  at  the  systematic  and 
incessant  agitation  of  the  Corn-law  League. 
What  had  the  Government— what  had  the 
House  to  oppose  to  it  ?  The  working  of 
such  a  system  would  be  formidable,  if 
directed  against  any  laws  or  institutions, 
however  wise,  just,  or  defensible.  Directed 
against  laws  like  the  Corn-laws,  it  was 
absolutely  irresistible.  Looking,  then,  to 
the  points  to  which  he  had  adverted; 
looking  at  the  condition  of  England,  at 
the  state  of  our  relations  with  foreign 
countries,  at  the  policy  pursued  by  the 
Government,  at  the  state  of  public  opinion, 
it  appeared  to  him  impossible  to  arrive  at 
any  other  conclusion  than  that  the  present 
Corn<law  oould  not  be  maintained,  and  that 
the  only  question  left  for  their  consideration 
was,  what  enactment  should  be  substituted 
in  its  place.  Would  they  have  a  free  trade, 
subject  to  no  duty  $  or  would  thej  have  a 
free  trade,  subject  to  a  moderate  fixed 
duty  ?  He  would,  of  these  alternatives, 
prefer  to  see  the  importation  of  com  sub- 
jected to  a  moderate  fixed  duty.  He  be- 
lieved that  it  would,  at  least,  be  the  safest 
and  best  mode  of  arriving  at  a  trade  wholly 
free  of  duty.  He  did  not  advocate  a  fixed 
duty,  in  the  belief  that  it  would  not  raise 
the  price  of  com  here,  or  that  it  would  be 
home  by  the  foreign  grower  rather  than  by 
the  English  consumer ;  on  the  contrary,  he 
was  satisfied  it  could  be  diown  by  unan* 
sweraUe  xeasoningi  that  it  would  raise  the 
price  generally  of  eom  in  diis  oountry , 
and  would  be  borne  by  the  consumers*  and 
not  by  the  foreign  grower.  Neither  did 
he  advocate  a  fixdi  duty  on  the  ground  of 
any  exclusive  burthen  which  oould  be 
shown  to  be  borne  by  land-— most  assuredly 
not,  because  be  beliaved  that  the  malt  tax 
was  borne  by  the  growers  of  barley,  as  was 
recently  stated  by  one,  whose  opinions  were 
entitled  to  the  respectful  oonsideratkm  of 
the  House,  There  might  oertably  ha»  and 
perhaps  it  oould  be  so  shown,  some  burthens 
falling  more  heavily  on  land  than  on  other 
property,  but  certunly  they  would  he  more 
than  covered  by  a  lower  duty  than  any  one 
had  yet  proposed*  Why  them  did  he  advo* 
cate  a  duty  ?  On  this  ground  simply,  that 
the  interests  at  stake  were  far  too  mighty 
uot  to  rendw  it  wise  to  proceed  with  the 
utmost  caution*  Agrieulture  was  not  only 
the  most  important  (^  the  nationa]  interests, 
from  the  extent  of  capital  and  lahour  em- 
ployed in  it,  but  because  with  it  was  in« 
volved  the  question  of  the  subsistenee  of  the 
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people.    There  could  be  no  doubt  but  that 
the  abrogation  of  the  present  Com*law, 
and  the  substitution  of  a    free- trade  in 
corn,  must  produce  some  very  considerable 
changes  in  the  state  of  British  agriculture, 
much  less,  he  believed,  than  was  supposed 
by  the  supporters  of  the  present  law,  but 
still    considerable.      He  and    others    had 
always  contended,  that  the  repeal  of  the 
law  would  not  affect  the  value  of  ]and — 
that  the  land  in  which,  under  a  system  of 
free- trade,  com  could    not    bo    advanta- 
geously   grown,    would   be    more  profit- 
ably devoted  to  produce  of  a  kind  which 
could  not  be  imported,  and  for  which  the 
increased  prosperity  of  the  country  would 
furnish  better  markets.    Yes,  but  this  very 
argument  implied  derangement  of  the  ex- 
isting system  of  agriculture,   and   a  de- 
rangement, the  first  effect  of  which  he  was 
willing  to  mitigate.     A  fixed  duty  would 
have  the  advantage  of  testing  with  greater 
safety  the  effect  of  a  free-trade.   It  would, 
he  was  satisfied,  dissipate  many  unfounded 
fears,  on  the  one  hand*  and  equally  un- 
founded expectations  on  the  other — as  he 
felt  perfectly  satisfied  it  would  demonstrate 
the  impossibility  of  obtaining  any  consider- 
able quantity  of  corn,  at  prices  so  low  as 
seemed  to  be  anticipated  both  by  the  ad- 
vocates and  opponents  of  a  repeal  of  the 
existing  law.     If,  with  reference  to  the  in- 
terests of  British  agriculture,  he  were  con. 
tent  to  see  a  moderate  fixed  duty  imposed 
on   the  importation  of  foreign  com,   he 
should  not  be  deterred  from  imposing  such 
duty,  from  any  apprehensi(m  that  he  was 
thereby,  in  any  sensible  degree,  diminish- 
ing to  the  manufacturing  and  commercial 
interests  the  inestimable  value  of  the  re- 
peal of  the  present  law.     He  knew  that 
such  was  not  the  language  held  at  meet- 
ings of  the  Anti  Corn-law  League.     He 
knew  that  at  these  meetings  a  fixed  duty 
of  55.  per  quarter  was  looked  on  as  little 
less  objectionable  than   the  present  law; 
but  he  must  be  permitted  to  say  that  such 
language  showed,  on  the  part  of  those  who 
used  it,  but  a  very  im]X2rfect  acquaintance 
with  the  ical  character  of  the  evils  pro- 
duced by  the  present  law.     Such  language 
was  indeed  the  inevitable  result  nf  that 
fanaticism  always  engendered  by  the  long 
agitation   of   any   question   which   nearly 
touched  the  passions  of  the  people,  and  for 
which,  perhaps,  those  by  whom  necessary 
reforms  were  refused  were  more  justly  re- 
s|Mmsible  than  those  by  whom  that  fanati- 
cism was  felt  or  expressed.     A  mcMloratc 
fixed  duty  on  the  import  of  corn,  sup)M)sing 


the  trade  to  be  otherwue  pttfecdy  Am^ 
would  not  prevent  that  whidi  we 
wanted,  namely,  the  restoradon  of  m 
and  wholesome  state  of  oommercial  ich- 
tions  with  all  the  eora-growing  countnei 
in  the  world,  from  all  m  which  we  eooU 
at  all  times,  receive  a  return  for  the  immH 
factures  we  should  export ;  becuiie  at  eD 
times  our  ports  would  be  open,  on  knowB 
and  intelligible  terms,  to  the  commo^ff 
they  had  to  offer  as  an  equivalent. 
only  effect  of  such  a  duty  would  be» 
some  degree,  to  narrow  the  circle  fi 
which  we  could  draw  suppliei»  predadj  in 
the  same  degree,  and  no  other,  than  if  dM 
freight  of  every  imported  quarter  of  cm 
were  enhanced  to  the  extent  uf  the  dolf. 
He  would  also  confess,  that  feeling 
vinced  that  a  free- trade  in  com,  subject 
a  moderate  fixed  duty,  would  give  a 
impulse  to  commerce  and  manuf 
and  afford  that  enlarged  field  for  the  em- 
ployment of  capital,  under  the  want  ef 
which  the  country  was  languiihing.  He 
was  not  desirous  of  sedng  the  yet 
perhaps  wilder  development,  which 
wholly  without  duty  would  ^ve  to 
interests.  It  would  be  well,  perhaps  fti 
bear  in  mind  the  pofflihle  lecumnoe  of  a 
state  of  the  country,  in  which  it  would  fcv 
desirable  to  have  some  resource  in 
Whatever  might  be,  however^  the 
or  inconveniences  of  a  fixed  du^,  he 
assured  that  their  only  choice  was  beti 
that  and  a  trade  perfectly  free.  The 
sent  state  of  the  law  could  not  endure:'  II 
was  a  question  of  time  only.  Everj 
years  added  at  least  one  million  of 
the  population  of  the  country.   In  the 


teeth  of  that  fact  did  they  still  believe  tikm 
could  retain  in  shackles  the  trade  by  wkish 
the  people  were  to  be  fed.  As  he  bad  asilL 
they  had  but  the  choice  of  the  nMida  in 
which  they  would  abrogate  the 
law ;  but  the  time  in  which  that 
would  remain  to  them  was  fast 


away,  and  perhaps  this  might  be  the  va^ 
last  Session  in  which  it  was  within  ikv 


power.  Already  they  might  have 
the  division  on  the  motion  of 
Friend  the  Member  for  Wolv« 
that  the  ranks  of  those  who  advocatai  a 
fixed  duty  had  liecome  thinner,  wbilit  Aop 
who  would  yet  support  the  GovenuBflot  la 
obtaining  such  a  protection  for  British 
riculture,  felt  that  day  by  day  such 
was  losing  its  value,  partly  beca 
longer  the  substitution  of  a  fixed  dHfer 
fi)r  that  (»f  the  present  system  was  dday«L 
the  lesH  i-fiect  the  concession  would  havatf 
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Co  prevent  com  from  reaching  the  price  of 
80s.  He  should  vote  agaioit  a  fixed 
duty,  because  be  was  satiafied  it  could 
Qot  be  maintaiiied. 

Mr.  Aglionby  remarked,  that  a  new  in- 
iligence  was  spiinging  np  among  the 
farmers,  which  showed  that  they  no  long^er 
believed  the  Corn-laws  to  be  beneficial  to 
their  interests.  In  those  district*  where, 
a  few  years  ago,  the  proposal  of  a  fixed 
duty  would  have  been  received  with  ai- 
toaishmeDt  and  dread,  the  agriculturists 
were  now  rising  up  to  petition  for  aii 
alteration  of  ihe  Cora -laws.  He  had 
petitions  to  this  effect  from  several  parts 
of  Cumberland,  and  in  particular  one  from 
the  emiuently  agricultural  district  of 
Brompton,  signed  by  a  large  number  of 
freeholders  and  occupiers  of  land.  They 
stated,  that  they  were  no  longer,  as  for- 
merly, advocates  for  a  sliding^icale ;  that 
under  the  sliding-icale  the  farming  in- 
terest was  becoming  daily  more  and  more 
depressed,  and  the  only  hope  they  had  of 
prosi'erity  was  the  restoration  of  prospe- 
rity to  the  mannfacturing  classes.  Con- 
nected as  he  was  with  the  land,  and 
having  no  other  interest  than  in  the  wel- 
fare of  the  agriculturists,  he  would  tell  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  it  was  his  firm  convic- 
tion, that  nothing  could  save  that  interest 
but  an  alteration  of  the  present  Corn-law. 
Some  of  the  petitions  entrusted  to  bim 
were  for  a  moderate  fixed  duty  others  for 
a  total  repeal,  but  all  prayed  for  alter- 
ation. Under  the  influence  of  the  present 
laws,  the  yeomanry  of  Cumberland  were 
fast  disappearing,  and  unless  they  wera 
altered,  be  believed  the  condition  of  the 
farmers  would  become  worse  from  year  to 
year. 

Mr.  Ewarl  had  felt  himself  obliged  to 
postpone  the  motion  he  had  placed  on  the 
paper,  in  the  belief  that  the  conduct  of 
Ministers,  in  delaying  the  settlement  of 
the  question,  was  unjust  to  the  manufac- 
turing, the  commercial,  and,  above  all, 
the  agricultural  interests:  but  had  not 
the  noble  Lord  given  notice  of  the  present 
motion,  he  would  certainly  have  brought 
it  forward.  There  were  three  modes  of 
settling  this  question ;  first,  that  of  tha 
fixed  duty,  which  was  advocated  by  the 
noble  Lord  ;  this  he  thought  was  no  longer 
maintainable.  The  second  was  by  the 
gradaal  expiry  of  the  duty,  to  decline  at 
the  rate  of  Is,,  or  some  fixed  sam  every 
year.  This  would  involve  uncertainty 
,and  agitatioB)  u  long  as  the  rednctioa 
3  0 


satisfying  the  minds  of  the  people— a  main 
element  in  judging  of  the  policy  of  any 
change — and  partly  because  the  less  conti- 
dence  would  be  felt  in  the  endurance  of 
ouy  such  protection.  Every  motive  tended, 
therefore,  to  urge  the  importance  of  the 
settlement  proposed  by  the  noble  Lonl ; 
and  if  he  might  venture,  and  in  no  un- 
friendly spirit,  to  address  one  word  of  re- 
monstrance to  the  great  and  powerful  party 
on  the  opposite  benches,  who  were  moru 
immediately  the  representatives  of  the  ag- 
ricultural interest,  he  would  say  that,  K'- 
yond  all  other  classes,  the  landholders  of 
England  were  interested  in  the  ahrogatinn 
of  the  present  law,  because,  beyond  nil 
other  classes,  they  were  interested  in  tlic 
permanent  prosperity  of  the  country.  The 
fundholder,  the  merchant,  the  manufactu- 
rer, might  resort  toother  lands — they  must 
remain  and  share  the  fortunes  of  tbtir 
country.  To  suppose  that  while  this  coun- 
try was  proeperous,  while  its  trade  and  ma- 
nufactures flouHshed — whOst  it  increased 
in  wealth  as  well  as  population,  the  lanil 
of  England  could  ever  fall  in  value  was  t]ie 
most  chimerical  fear  that  ever  entered  tlic 
mind  of  man.  But  if  it  should  happen  thnt 
trade  and  manufactures  should  decay — thnt 
the  wealthy  capitalist,  the  skilful  artizaii, 
should  quit  their  shores,  leaving  unem- 
ployed and  starving  millions  behind — then, 
indeed,  the  condition  of  an  English  land- 
owner, instead  of  the  most  honourable  ami 
happy,  might  be  the  most  wretched  in 
world.  He  thanked  the  House  for  its 
dulgence,  and  said  that,  for  the  reasons  he 
had  assigned  he  should  vote  for  the  notion 
of  the  noble  Lord. 

Colonel  fVood  did  not  think,  that  thi 
proposition  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  wb< 
had  just  set  down  promised  much  hope 
of  a  permanent  settlement  of  the  question. 
The  hon.  Member  had  said,  that  be  wa- 
in favour  of  a  moderate  fixed  duty,  bm 
he  had  not  proceeded  much  further  before 
he  expressed  his  readiness  to  unfix  that 
duly.  He  could  not  see  why  hon.  Gt 
tiemen  opposite,  who  were  favourable 
total  Repeal,  and  always  strenuously  c 
posed  a  fixed  duty,  should  wish  now 
go  into  committee,  unless  they  expected 
that  this  would  tend  to  promote  the  aboli- 
tion. Hon.  Members  opposite,  studiously 
misrepresented  the  object  of  the  Corn- 
laws.  It  was  said,  that  the  law  of  ISI.'^ 
was  passed,  in  order  to  keep  the  price  at 
80s.,  whereas,  when  it  reached  that  price, 
grain  was  to  come  in  duty  free  for  three 
months.    The  true  object  of  that  law  was 

VOL.  LXIX.    {Saj 


1507 


Cbm-lMM* 


{COHMOHB} 


was  in  piog^esi,  wonld  be  bjimoM  to  the 

agriculturai  interesty  and  indace  continual 
specaJatioB  in  the  corn  trade.  He  was 
driven  therefore  to  the  alternative  of  total 
repeal,  which  he  coniidered  was  now  the 
only  saiisfiictory  way  of  settling  the  qnes- 
tion.  If  any  injustice  should  be  wrought 
under  existing  contracts,  that  ought  to 
become  matter  of  settlement  between 
landlord  and  tenant,  but  nothing  would 
permanently  settle  the  question,  save  the 
entire  abolition  of  lawa  framed  by  injus- 
tice, and  continued  by  impolicy. 

Mr.  VillierB  said,  that  observing  the 
impatience  of  the  House  he  would  only 
say  a  few  words,  which,  as  the  mover 
lately,  himself  of  diis  committee,  but  with 
a  different  object,  lie  desired  to  do,  in 
order  that  he  might  not  be  misunderstood. 
He  intended  to  vote  for  this  committee, 
he  felt  no  difficulty  in  doing  so ;  it  was 
the  preliminary  ibrm  required  for  the  dis- 
cussion of  all  sabjects,  connected  with 
trade,  and  it  was  impossible  to  decide  any 
measure  of  that  kind,  without  it*  and 
when,  in  former  years,  he  had  made 
the  same  motion^  persons  voted  with  him 
who  did  not  agree  with  him  fully  in  opin- 
jon,  which  was  his  case  now  as  regarded 
the  nuble  Lord.  He  thought  the  noble 
Lord  had  done  the  cause  service  by  bring- 
ing it  forward ;  the  advocates  of  the  repeal 
of  these  laws  wish  nothing  better  than 
they  should  be  broaght  before  the  public 
as  frequently  as  possible,  and  knowing 
the  distaste  this  House  bad  to  thesubject^ 
and  the  offence  that  they  took  at  its  h&ng 
introduced,  it  required  some  courage  in 
Members  with  Jess  authority  of  station 
to  submit  any  motion  upon  it.  The  noble 
Lord  had  done  good  also  by  showing  to  the 
country  that  there  was  a  powerfnl  party 
including  a  considerable  section  of  the 
aristocracy  whom  he  might  be  said  to 
represent,  who  were  determined  that  the 
present  law  should  be  considered  no  settle- 
ment of  the  question*  That  they,  at  least, 
would  use  their  best  efforts  to  change  it, 
and  to  shake  the  confidence  of  the  agri- 
culturists in  its  continuance.  While  it 
would  also  manifest,  that  those  who  were 
identified  with  a  greater  change  than  that 
proposed  by  the  noble  Lord  were  as  de* 
termined  as  ever  to  leave  no  stone  un- 
turned to  procure  for  the  people  the 
removal  of  every  vestige  of  a  law  made 
(ii^tiurtly  iip^inst  their  subsistence.  That 
is  the  lietcimination  of  those  who  are 
liMUued   logetlicr,  for   that  purpose,  aud 


they  feel  inoMasiag  ooofideaee  Ml 
cause.  And  when  he  thoa  oppaaed 
self  to  the  plan  of  tbe  noble  Lovd,  hi 
not  think  then  was  anytbini^ 
able  in  it,  for  lie  moat  reeoUact,  thai' 
he  proposed  what  he  tarased  a 
he  was  not  backed  by  the  power 
to  five  it  eftct.  Hia  eoaspramiaa, 
was  for  the  benefit  of  tbe  landed  iali 
waa  not  sanctioned  by  that  mlcieat, 
they  distinctly  repodiate  the  prindrie  mm 
which  he  offered  it.  He  is  in  a  mmmitg 
here,  and  be  is  not  badced  bj  aaj  pei^ 
that  manifests  itself  oat  of  doofa.  wL 
is,  therefore,  an  offer  of  a  oomi 
withoet  a  chance  of  ita  being 
and,  and  on  this  aeconnt  he  lioped,'aa  il 
was  not  supported  by  any  principle^ 
that  it  fell  short  of  what  tba  people 
pected,  and  that  it  did  nothing  tovaida  a 
final  settlement  of  the  qneition,  Ibat  ko 
would  well  consider  if  it  wonld  mok  be 
more  prudent,  more  jost,  and  nore  poGlie 
to  sive  his  adhesion  to  tbe  only  principle 
and  the  only  measure  which  ooght  lo 
satisfy  the  people,  and  would  aettk  tk 
question ;  and  with  regard  to  the  psio. 
ciple  on  which  hia  hon.  Friend^  Iha 
Member  for  Taunton,  had 
a  fixed  duty — namely,  that  of  beiof 
tious  in  dealing  with  great  infficaU,  he 
begged  also  to  call  hia  attention  to  At 
encouragement  be  got  fiom  iboae  wfan 
interests  he  wonld  protect.  Whw,  ikt§ 
tell  him  thai  thej  do  not  rwidsr  tti| 
his  plan  is  calculated  lo  effect  that  olps^k 
— that  it  will  be  no  proteelioa  wmA  W 
settlement — and  the  hon.  Meaher  Ai; 
Brecon  said,  again  to-niafat  what  he  ktA 
said  before,  that  ha  would  aooner  heat  % 
total  repeal  than  a  fixed  duty.  He  haii 
lieved  the  eallant  Member  Tepfcaeatedlhi 
agricultural  interests  faithfaUy  io 
so — for  he  observed,  at  all  the 
which  had  been  held  in  the  ai 
districts,  that  of  the  three 
which  are  made  for  altering 
sent  law,  the  fixed  doty  and  Mal'i^ 
peal,  while  there  is  a  great  asafoiitj^  m^ 
nearly  unanimity  for  the  total  rapea^  dip 
fixed  duty  is  supported  by  the  aasalal 
minority.  These  meetings  eieheldiBi^ 
agricultural  districts.  \0k!\  The  ~ 
are  invited ;  if  it  is  aseant  tbst  thef 
attend,  it  shows  that  they  are 
eager  for  the  support  of  the  law,  esid  ^^ 
tliuse  who  depend  upon  theas  heie  jbr 
scruple  in  declaring  for  the  loial  scpn||l| 
But  it  is  admitted  by  every  caadid 
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acquainted  with  this  subject  thit  their 
opinions  have  undergone  great  change, 
and  that  they  are  now  in  every  direction 
calling  out  against  the  Com*lawB.  So 
much  for  a  fixed  duty  being  wanted  to 
allay  the  fears  of  the  fahners,  or  beine 
likely  to  conciliate  those  who  are  wedded 
to  this  law.  But,  Sir,  a  fixed  duty  is  still, 
what  all  Corn-laws  are,  an  impediment  to 
the  supply  of  the  people  with  food,  and  I 
say,  to  treat  that  lightly  could  only  be 
justified  on  the  supposition  that  all  that 
is  said  with  regard  to  the  pretent  circum- 
stances of  the  country  is  untrue,  namely, 
that  the  people  are  not  adequately  sup- 
plied with  food — that  they  are  rapidly 
increasing  in  number — that  they  want 
more  employment— and  that  they  are  ne- 
cessarily dependent  on  foreign  lands  for 
food.  If  all  these  things  were  false,  they 
might  be  haggling  there  about  the  nature 
of  the  impediment  they  would  place  in 
the  way  of  more  food  being  imported  with- 
out danger — but  he  believed  that  they 
were  all  true— that  the  population  has 
long  been  pressing  on  the  means  of  sub- 
sistence, that  it  was  continuing  to  do  so 
every  hour,  and  that  a  greater  wrong,  or 
greater  injustice,  could  not  be  perpetrated 
than  to  throw  any  difficulty  in  the  way  of 
an  industrious  population  like  theirs,  of 
whom  millions  were  then  suffering  or  det- 
titute  from  not  having  the  fraeft  ftoeets  to 
the  means  of  life.  The  whole  questfon 
was  in  this  fact,  the  people  are  underfed, 
their  numbers  are  increasing,  and  the 
measure  is  to  let  more  food  In.  He  said 
it  was  not  safe  to  leave  the  people  in  this 
state;  their  discontent  migtit  be  referred 
to  other  matters,  but  the  inadequate  sup- 
ply of  the  necessaries  of  life  was  nt  the 
bottom  of  it.  Yes,  even  in  Ireland,  though 
there  were  many  abuses,  like  the  Protes- 
tant Church,  to  irritate  the  people,  the 
real  grievance  was  that  the  people  were 
destitute  ;  it  was  this  that  made  them  to 
tenacious  of  occupying  land,  which  was 
(he  cause  of  half  the  tumult  and  outrage 
there ;  and  as  long  as  such  masses  of  the 
people  were  in  want  of  food,  property 
would  be  unsafe  and  the  business  of  the 
country  uncertain  and  unsteady;  and  it 
was  in  this  state  that  they  were  then  occu- 
pying themselves  with  the  mode  in  which 
they  wotild  prevent  the  people  beinefed. 
It  really  was  monstrous.  He  believed 
that,  in  ihe  condition  of  the  people,  they 
wuutd  be  mncli  better  occupied  in  devis- 
ing R  mode  of  giving  a  premi«ift  la  the 


introdaction  of  more  food,  than  of  ob- 
structing it ;  unless,  indeed,  they  thought 
with  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Tower 
Hamlets,  that  the  people  were  so  little 
distressed,  that  they  would  reserve  the 
relief  for  future  occasions,  to  prevent  their 
being  too  prosperous  all  at  once.  The 
hon.  Member's  constituents  must  be  in  a 
very  different  condition  from  his,  who,  ho 
welt  knew,  were  in  a  state  of  the  deepest 
distress  and  embarrassment  from  the  state 
of  the  trade,  he  believed  it  was  the  state 
o(  the  country  at  large.  He  hoped,  also, 
white  they  were  resisting  free.trade  in  food 
with  other  countries,  it  would  be  remem- 
bered that  there  was  no  provision  made 
Sany  other  means  of  meeting  the  wants 
an  increasing  population,  and  that  in 
the  opinion  of  the  most  intelligent  agri- 
culturists that,  as  long  as  this  law  lasted, 
or  that  the  question  was  unsettled,  there 
was  not  the  most  distant  hope  of  those 
improvements  in  agncoUnre  being  adopted 
which  would  alone  supply  the  people  adc 
qviately  with  food  from  this  country.  Un- 
der all  these  circamstanees,  he  did  intreat 
those  who  saw  that  all  compromise  was 
hopeless  with  the  party  opposite,  that  they 
would  join  heartily  in  seeking  to  abolish 
for  ever  a  law  whidi  existed  only  to  enrich 
one  class  by  the  privations  of  others. 

Sir  R,  Peel  said,  I  am  snre  the  Houat 
will  feel  that  It  is  equally  palnliil  lor  me 
on  the  one  iiand  to  permit  a  qnestkm  of 
snefa  great  importance  ns  this,  and  which 
has  iMon  bronght  forward  by  the  noMe 
Lord,  to  pass  withont  oonmenti  and,  on 
the  other,  to  enter  on  the  discussion  of  a 
subject  so  perfectly  fcimiliar  to  the  Honse 
as  this,  on  whkh  every  argument  haa  been 
used,  not  once,  or  twice  only,  but  inna* 
merable  times,  and  with  respect  to  which 
not  a  single  new  fact  or  prineiple  haa 
been  announced  during  the  present  de- 
bate. I  shall  follow  the  example  aet  by 
the  noble  Lord  ns  far  aa  regaide  the  spirit 
in  which  his  speech  was  conceived^  and 
the  moderation  and  temperanee  with  which 
he  has  discussed  this  question;  end  I 
shall  confine  myself  to  the  single  point, 
whether  it  would  be  for  the  public  advan- 
tage to  disturb  the  aettleunent  of  the  ques- 
tion which  was  made  last  year,  for  the 
sake  of  adopting  the  principle  advocated 
by  the  noble  LcMrdf  I  leave  (be  Honse 
to  judge  from  the  speeches  of  those  who 
ifiiend  to  vote  with  the  noble  Lortf«  whe» 
ther  it  be  probable  that  such  a  measure 
as  tlie  neMe  Lord's  viil  meet  with  thai 
3C2 
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general  assent,  even  from  those  who  will 
support  him  on  the  question  of  going  into 
committee,  which  would  alone  afford  any 
prospect  of  a  permanent  settlement  of 
the  question?  Every  gentleman  say^, 
''Settle  the  Corn-laws,  make  a  perma- 
nent settlement  of  the  question;  the 
expectation  of  further  change  excites 
and  agitates  the  country  —  the  people 
are  not  satisfied  with  the  present  law — 
let  us  alter  it,"  Now,  for  the  preliminary 
motion  to  go  into  committee,  in  order  to 
settle  this  question,  those  even  who  differ 
toto  c(bIo  from  the  noble  Lord  will  vote, 
but  once  grant  the  committee,  and  the 
extent  of  their  differences  of  opinion  will 
immediately  appear.  Those  who  are  for 
total  repeal  will  separate  from  the  noble 
Lord,  and  offer  the  most  decided  opposi- 
tion to  the  proposal  which,  if  he  obtains 
his  committee,  he  will  make.  "What  pro- 
spect then  is  there  that  the  motion  of  the 
noble  Lord  would,  or  could  bring  about  a 
final  settlement  of  the  Corn>law  question. 
Sir»  the  noble  Lord  has  repeated  to-night 
very  fairly  the  opinion  he  has  often  stated 
before  with  respect  to  the  Corn-laws.  He 
has  admitted,  that  the  proprietors  and 
occupiers  of  land  are  subject  to  peculiar 
burthens,  entitling  them  to  protection. 
He  also  admits  the  force  of  that  opinion 
which  he  has  quoted  from  some  of  the 
greatest  writers  on  political  economy,  that 
when  a  law,  however  abstractedly  objec- 
tionable, has  existed  for  a  long  time,  ^nd 
great  interests  have  been  formed  under  its 
protection,  nothing  can  be  more  unwise  or 
impolitic  than  by  making  great  and  sud- 
den changes  to  disturb  the  capital  and  in- 
dustry so  called  into  employment.  Ap- 
plying these  principles  to  the  present 
question,  the  noble  liOrd  proposes  that 
there  shall  be  a  moderate  fixed  duty  on 
the  importation  of  foreign  corn.  What 
the  amount  of  that  duty  is  to  be,  the  noble 
Lord  did  not  distinctly  explain  ;  though, 
really,  when  we  are  so  immediately  on  the 
point  of  deciding  whether  or  not  we  should 
go  into  committee,  I  think  it  is  a  question 
whether  it  would  not  be  an  advantage  to 
know  the  amount  of  the  duty  the  noble 
Lord  means  to  propose.  But  1  will  not 
quarrel  with  the  noble  Lord  on  that  score. 
The  noble  Lord  has  concealed  his  inten- 
tion, well  knowing  that  to  state  the  amount 
would  have  caused  a  sudden  explosion 
amongst  his  own  friends,  and  that  the 
semblance  of  unanimity  he  now  sees 
around    him    would    immediately    have 


disappeared:  ''  Moderate,**  no  doabl  U^ 
duty  would  be,  but "  fixed*  it 
be^  according  to  his  own  shoving, 
not  departing  in  the  least  from  iho 
ciple  which  he  had  adopted,  he  fi 
that  he  cannot  maintain  permnnendy  a 
fixed  duty,  but  must  make  providi 
unfixing  that  fixed  duty,  and 


some  authority  by  which  that  6zed  an 
may  be  removed.  Really  the  noble  Lon 
was,  I  think,  somewhat  nnjosl  to  iht 
principle  of  a  graduated  duty,  whea  ke 
introduced  that  story  about  Remit- 
— when  l^e  said,  '*  that  the  sliding 
like  Regent-street,  could  bear  neither 
nor  criticism.''  Why,  that  waa  Che 
ment  of  some  censorious  critic  on  _ 
street ;  but  the  noble  Lord  appeaia  in  Ike 
character  not  of  a  critic,  but  of  Che  aidtt* 
tect,  and  he  himself  admita,  thaC  bb  mm 
structure  will  not  bear  the  rain.  Jki 
noble  Lord  says,  that  if  the  rain 
come,  and  there  should  be  an  ni 
able  harvest  in  consequence  of  diatnHliH 
his  own  principle  of  a  fixed  duly,  he  wadi 
provide  some  convenient  anthority  toi 
it.  The  noble  Lord  takes  it  for 
that  under  a  fixed  duty  there  woold  le 
such  a  regular  pouring  in  of  foreign  a 
at  convenient  periods  as  to  preteni 
ever  rising  to  an  undue  height ; 
seeing  that  there  would  be  a 
against  the  law,  if  the  protection 
fail,  he  provides  the  means  of  doings 
with  it.  I  say  then  the  noble  Lom 
plication  of  the  futidrans  criticiMi  ahiil 
Regent-street  was  rather  unfair,  na  nppbri 
exclusively  to  the  sliding-scale.  The  Sm 
Lord  was  followed  by  the  right  hon. 
tieman  the  Member  for  TanntOBy 
supports  the  moderate  fixed  dnty«  ||t 
on  principles  totally  different  from 
of  the  noble  Lord.  The  right  hon. 
tieman  denies  altogether  the  claioM  oKihe 
land  on  the  score  of  special  borthena^] 
rests  his  support  of  the  fixed  duty 
on  its  being  unwise  suddenly  to  di 
what  has  been  so  long  in  e: 
next  advocate  for  the  proposal  of  thai 
Lord  was  the  hon.  Member  for  lionMBM 
that  hon.  Gentleman  acqnieteed  in  jhn 
proposal  of  a  fixed  duty,  bni  nnnemilip 
his  intention  of  proposing  in  the 
a  plan  which  1  cannot  think 
much  to  settle  this  question.  The  knj^ 
Gentleman  says,  **  I  night  be  teaOMpI^ 
allow  a  fixed  duty  to  be  inunediaMy  jij^ 
plicable,  and  1  will  give  yoa  two 
a  certain  definite  period  far  Ike 
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enabling  you  to  prove,  if  you  can,  that 
there  are  special  burthens  on  land,  and  if 
in  that  period  you  cannot  prove  that  those 
special  burthens  exist,  the  fixed  duty  shall 
be  abolished.'^  Was  there  ever  such  a 
way  of  settling  a  great  question  ?  A  fixed 
duty  is  to  be  immediately  applicable,  time 
is  to  be  given  to  the  agricultural  interest 
to  produce  proof  that  there  are  special 
burthens  on  agriculture,  and  if  they  fail  in 
adducing  that  proof,  then  the  fixed  duty 
shall  cease  and  determine,  and  the  trade  in 
corn  shall  be  free.  [A  Cheer.]  What ! 
Does  any  hon.  Gentleman  cheer  that  pro- 
posal ?  I  really  did  think,  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Montrose  would  have  stood 
alone  in  such  a  proposition.  The  interval 
that  would  elapse  would  not,  I  think,  lead 
to  very  great  confidence  in  the  perma* 
nence  and  security  of  the  fixed  duty.  The 
next  hon.  Member  that  spoke  on  the  other 
side  of  the  House  was  the  hon.  Baronet, 
the  Member  for  the  Tower  Hamlets  (Sir 
W.  Clay.)  1  own  I  was  surprised  at  some 
of  the  positions  he  advanced.  He  says, 
he  is  unwilling  to  disturb  so  great  an  in- 
terest as  the  landed  interest,  on  account 
of  its  close  connexion  with  the  subsist- 
ence of  the  people;  and  he  fears  that  by  un- 
limited free-trade  the  discouragement  of  do- 
mestic agriculture  might  make  us  repent 
that  we  had  given  a  sudden  check  to  the 
employment  of  capital  and  labour  in  land. 
There  was  another  reason  for  imposing  a 
fixed  duty  which  I  heard  with  the  same 
surprise  from  the  advocates  of  total  repeal. 
The  hon.  Member  says — 

*^  I  am  so  afraid  of  such  an  expansion  of 
commerce,  and  such  an  extension  of  manufac- 
turing industry,  were  wc  to  consent  to  an  im- 
mediate repeal  of  the  Corn-laws  ;  that,  in 
order  to  take  security  against  so  great  an  evil, 
I  must  have  a  small  fixed  duty.*' 

The  hon.  Gentleman  strongly  presses 
upon  me  and  the  Government  the  policy 
of  entering  into  immediate  negotiations 
with  the  United  States  on  the  subject 
of  the  Corn-laws.  He  says  we  ought 
to  make  concessions  with  reference  to  the 
Corn-laws,  as  an  equivalent  for  a  modi- 
fication of  the  tariff.  I  confess  I  do  not 
exactly  comprehend  the  proposition  of  the 
hon.  Baronet.  Would  he  advise  us  to 
deal  exclusively  with  the  United  States, 
and  take  the  agricultural  produce  of  the 
United  States  on  terms  more  favourable 
than  those  we  should  offer  to  other  coun- 
tries ?  He  says  the  abrogation  of  the 
Corn-laws  would  be  essenttcd  to  any  satis** 


factory  negotiation  with  the  United  States, 
but  if  we  are  to  abrogate  the  Corn-laws 
immediately  by  legislation,  how  is  it  pos- 
sible to  enter  into  negotiation  with  the 
United  States,  for  the  reduction  of  their 
tariff  to  be  consequent  on  the  alteration  of 
our  Corn-laws?  If  he  thinks  we  ought 
to  deal  with  the  United  States,  and  offer 
to  them  special  privileges  for  the  introduc- 
tion of  their  produce,  it  is  quite  clear  that 
he  should  vote  for  the  continuance  of  the 
existing  law,  and  not  propose  the  imme- 
diate abrogation  of  the  Corn-laws  till  we 
have  obtained  that  reduction,  which  would 
give  all  the  advantages  to  the  United 
States,  without  any  equivalent  in  return. 
I  cannot  understand  the  principle  on 
which  the  hon.  Baronet  would  negociate 
with  the  United  States  specially  with 
respect  to  corn,  while  he  advises  us  to 
adopt  a  course  to-night  which  would  offer 
to  the  United  States  every  advantage  they 
wished  for  their  trade,  without  making  any 
concession  whatever  in  return.  The  two 
hon.  Gentlemen  who  spoke  last — the  hon. 
Members  for  Dumfries  and  Wolver- 
hampton— although  I  believe  they  intend 
to  vote  with  the  noble  Lord  on  this  pre- 
liminary step  of  going  into  committee, 
distinctly  informed  the  noble  Lord  that 
they  would  be  no  parties  to  any  settlement 
of  the  Corn-laws  on  the  principles  he  pro- 
posed. The  hon.  Member  for  Dumfries 
says,  that  if  you  impose  any  duty,  whether 
fixed  or  variable,  on  foreign  corn,  it  par- 
takes of  the  nature  of  a  discriminating 
duty,  and  is  liable  to  all  its  exceptions ; 
and,  therefore,  although  he  will  vote  for 
going  into  committee  now,  he  will  be  no 
parly  whatever  to  any  modification  of  the 
Corn-laws  on  the  pnnciple  stated  by  the 
noble  Lord.  The  hon.  Member  for  Wol- 
verhapton  holds  precisely  the  same  opin- 
ions ;  both  those  hon.  Members  are  totally 
opposed  to  alterations  of  the  Corn-laws 
on  the  principles  proposed  by  the  noble 
Lord,  and  they  distinctly  tell  the  noble 
Lord  that,  so  far  from  considering  his 
principle  a  settlement  of  the  question, 
they  will  proceed  in  the  agitation  for  total 
repeal,  denying  altogether  the  justice  of 
any  imposition  of  duty,  on  the  subsistence 
of  the  people.  This  is  the  broad  principle 
for  which  they  contend,  that  there  is  no 
claim  on  the  part  of  agriculture  to  protec- 
tion, that  interests,  however  long  pro- 
tected, are  not  now  entitled  to  the  con- 
tinuance of  that  protection,  that  taxes  on 
food  ave  in  themselves  radically  unjasl^ 
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and  that  they  will  be  no  purty  to  any  set- 
tlement of  the  question  on  the  noble  Lord's 
plan.  The  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
i'or  Montrose  says — 

'^  TI»t  I  stated  it  as  my  opinion  tliat  if  you 
subjected  corn  to  a  fixed  duty  you  raised  the 
price  of  coroy  the  produce  of  this  country, 
universally  by  the  precise  extent  of  that  fixed 
duty ;  that,  for  instance,  if  you  imposed  a 
d  uty  of  8i.  per  quarter  on  foreign  corn,  I  cal- 
culated that  every  quarter  of  corn  produced 
in  this  country  would  be  raised  in  price  8i.y 
and  that  the  measure  of  the  amount  of  the 
tux,  and  the  eitent  of  the  burthen,  would  not 
be  the  duty  levied  on  foreign  corn,  but  it 
would  be  that  increase  of  price  which  would 
effect  every  quarter  of  domestic  corn.'' 

Now,  I  bc^  to  assure  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man I  never  made  use  of  any  such  ar- 
gument.    Nothing  is    more    dangerous 
than  arguing  in  the  presence  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman,  because  he  immediately  sup- 
poses when  I  refer  to  the  argument  o( 
another,  that  this  is  an  argumeut  which  1 
myself  adopt.      I   was  referring   to  the 
positive  opinion  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Sheffield  (Mr.  Ward);  it  was  that  hon. 
Member  who   maintained    the  doctrine 
that  by  imposing  a  duty  on  foreign  corn 
you  raised  the  price  of  every  quarter  of 
domestic  corn  by  the  extent  of  the  duty ; 
and  I  said,  if  that  principle  were  well- 
founded,  and  if  the  hon.  Gentleman  were 
sincere  in  the  belief  of  it,  it  would  be 
utterly  impossible  that  he  could  acquiesce 
in  a  fixed  duty  on  corn  as  a  substitute  for 
a  graduated  duty,  because  the  amount  of 
the  tax  would,  probably,  take  5,000,000/. 
or  6,000,000/.  from  the  people  by  raising 
the  price  of  all  the  agricultural  produce  of 
this  country.    I  did  not  adopt  the  argu- 
ment, I  only  stated  it  as  the  argument  of 
the  hon.   Member  for  Sheffield.      Well, 
admitting  that  it  might  be  desirable  that 
there  should  be,  if  possible,  a  settlement 
of  this  question.     I  ask  the  House,  if  it 
be  possible  to  effect  that  settlement  by 
acceding  to   the  proposal  of  the  noble 
l^rd   and  going  into  committee.     The 
noble  Lord  says,  *'  Let  us  have  a  com- 
promise."   The  phrase  has  been  obiected 
to  ;  and  what  say  hon.  Gentlemen  behind 
him?    They  say,   let  there  be  no  com* 
promise  of  any  principle  whatever;    let 
each  parly  insist  on  their  extreme  opinions 
— let  there  be  no  compromise.     I  think 
will)  the  noble   Lord,   if  that  course  be 
taken,  there  is  an  end  to  all  practical  le- 
gislation ;  if  every  party  contends  for  the 
inaintenance  of  their  extreme  opinions^ 


there  ii  no  possibility  of  omubkUi  • 
tiement  upon  any  queition.  The 
groundwork  of  practical  kgisliliM 
mutual  concession  and  coaipfo«iite  \ 
of  principle,  but  tnch  a  conpnuniae  w  b 
essential  to  gain  tbe  greatest  UMNiai  ef 
good,  and  diminish  aa  far  u  poaeihie,  tte 
evil  that  may  be  inseparable  from  Ihe 
adoption  of  any  measore.  Now,  I  thim|hl 
last  year  a  comprooiiae  oo  the  giwil 
principle  bad  been  entered  into  —  Ihtft 
is,  the  agricultural  intereat  not  appvofiaf 

■     "      ►!  wotee 


of  the  extent  of  that  reduction  o 
tion  which  I  proposed,  yet  in  Ihe  hm 
that  it  would  be  assented  to,  and  wodd 
be  maintained  until  there  ahoaM  be^ 
fest  proof  that  the  maintenancn  of  it 
inconsistent  with  tbe  general  welfam,  gpn 
their  assent  to  the  law  brought  in  ' 
year.  The  agricultural  iotereata  wen 
affected  merely  by  the  Ovn-lnva. 
extensive  changea  were  made  in  tho  htwn 
which  sffect  the  agricnitural 
Laws,  which  gave  not  merely  ^-- 
as  to  the  intrcxiucliou  of  cattle  nod 
but  which  esUblished  the  pioUliil 
foreign  cattle  were  changad.  TUhai^ 
another  deaoription  of  agriciuUirsi  piodwcs^ 
was  opened  to  a  much  greater  eaieatef 
competition  with  foreign  iisaber.  On 
many  articles  of  agricultnral  firoi— ^ 
speaking  generally,  there  wee  a  nalarisi 
reduction  of  that  protection  which  had 
formerly  subsisted.  That  arrang' 
was  made  last  year.  Yon  say  tho 
lav  was  condemned  beibre  it  was  ^ 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  saya  hia' 
tions  to  the  law  hare  not  grown  ap 
they  were  inherent  in  the  prfaiciple  ol 
law — he  was  prepared  to  ooodeesa 
law  before  it  was  passed.  Bat 
by  a  great  majority  assented  to  Iha 
and,  I  must  repeat  what  I  aaM  h 
that  although  you  may  object  to  lha 
ciple  of  the  law,  yet  many  of  the  " 
you  urged  against  it  have  not ' 


firmed  by  experience,  and  manj  of 
predictions  you  uttered  have  nd  (eaa 
rified.  Of  course  there  wu  a  gnal 
of  price  immediately  on  the  peisingef  ^hi 
law.  The  price  fell  firom  an  avaiigigl 
6 Is.  to  an  average  of  62s.,  arisinK  W0f 
from  the  operation  of  the  lav,  \mk  wmk 
more  from  the  abundance  of  tha  ~ 
with  which  unexpectedly  ve 
Since  the  law  has  come  fairW  ialo 


tion,  looking  at  the  price  of  vheal,  hadHg 
and  oats,  1  doubt  whether  at  avy  piitaC 
if  fiaity  of  prue  ha  an    ' 
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was  ef  er  kflt  variation  in  the  prioe  of  all 
descriptions  of  g^o,  taking  the  last  ux 
months,  and  niakiog  the  comparison  wilh 
any  former  period  of  the  same  extent.  I 
think  it  is  impossible  to  deny  that  with  re- 
spect to  wheat  an  equable  price  has  been 
maintained  since  the  law  came  into  ope- 
ration,  and  so  of  barley  and  oati.  ll  was 
said  last  year  that  the  new  law  would  slili 
interfere  with  the  exchanges.  That  pre- 
diction has  not  been  verified.  A  great 
import  of  foreign  corn  has  taken  p!ace» 
and  yet  the  circulation  and  monetary  coo- 
dition  of  the  country  have  not  been  dis- 
turbed. I  say,  therefore,  although  yoo 
may  maintain  the  objections  you  vrged 
against  the  principle  of  the  law  last  year, 
it  does  not  appear  to  me  that  intervening 
experience  has  confirmed  the  objections 
you  then  uttered ;  and  seeing  no  ground^ 
therefore,  to  dialmst  the  operation  of  this 
measure — believing  it  to  have  been  not, 
as  1  have  often  said,  an  arrangement  which 
was  determinately  and  invariably  to  be 
adhered  to,  as  you  would  adhere  to  great 
vital  constitutional  principles,  but  an  ar- 
rangement to  which  you  ought  to  adhere, 
until  convinced  by  the  evidence  of  facts 
that  it  ought  to  be  departed  from, — seeing 
that  there  is  great  and  admitted  inconve- 
nience in  disturbing  the  country  by  con- 
stant alterations  of  laws  of  this  nature^ 
and  not  foreseeing  the  probability  that 
the  measure  proposed  by  the  noble  Lord 
can  lead  to  a  settlement, — believing,  also, 
that  a  fixed  duty  cannot  be  maintained 
under  the  adverse  circumstances  which 
you  may  expect  to  arise,— upon  these 
conjoint  constdemtions  I  must  avow  my 
determination  to  adhere  to  the  existing 
law,  and  to  negative  the  proposal  of  the 
noble  Lord,  that  we  should  go  into  a  com. 
mittee  for  the  purpose  of  aubstitatiog  a 
moderate  6xed  duty  for  the  daties  on  cora 
which  at  present  exist. 

Lord  J,  Runell  replied.  It  would  only 
be  necessary  for  him  to  address  a  few 
observations  to  the  House,  some  of  them 
relating  to  what  had  been  said  of  himself 
personally  for  the  course  he  had  thougbl 
fit  to  pursue.  The  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  had  thought  fit  to  blame  hha  for 
introducing  this  motion,  when  be  knew 
that  it  would  not  tie  supported  by  a  majo- 
rity of  the  House.  His  experience  had 
not  shown  that  a  minority  was  on  all  occa^ 
sions  to  remain  silent  because  it  was  not  a 
majority.  BAajorities  might  always  be 
powerful,  but  they  were  not  always  rigbt; 


and  there  were  few  great  questions  of  rigbt 
and  justice  which  hsA  not  had,  at  one  time 
or  other,  to  make  their  way  against  supe- 
rior numbers.  At  all  events,  such  a  doc- 
trine did  not  come  recommended  to  him. 
At.different  perioda  and  in  different  forms 
he  had  frequently  brought  forward  the 
question  of  a  refom  in  the  representation, 
and,  although  loog  in  a  minority,  truth 
and  reason  had  at  length  prevailed,  and 
the  measure  bad  finally  been  carried.  The 
same  remark  would  apply  to  the  question 
regarding  Roman  Catholic  disabilities : 
that  had  long  struggled  upward  against 
powerful  majorities,  but  justice  had  finally 
triumphed,  and  the  right  boo.  Baronet  had 
himself  been  the  instrument  of  its  success. 
Therefore^  although  he  might  not  be  in  a 
condition  to  propose  what  could  now  be 
practically  carried  into  effect,  he  had  rea- 
son to  hope  that  the  time  would  arrive 
when  the  principles  he  had  advocated  in 
a  minority  would  be  adopted  by  a  majo- 
rity. Some  of  those  who  sat  on  his  side 
of  the  House,  had  stated  that  a  fixed  duty 
would  not  be  satisfactory  to  the  farming 
interest ;  but  it  was  clear  from  what  had 
been  said  by  the  bon.  Member  for  Cock- 
ermouth  that  not  a  few  of  the  stateunen 
of  Cumberland  were  in  favour  of  a  total 
repeal.  Others,  and  among  them  the 
manufacturing  interest,  were  for  extreme 
measures,  but  it  did  not  follow  that  they 
would  not  be  satisfied  with  less.  Again, 
to  refer  to  the  progress  of  reform  in  Par- 
liament ;  when  he  formerly  advocated  the 
cause,  not  a  few  of  its  friends  were  for 
universal  suffrage,  and  seemed  disposed 
not  to  be  satisfied  with  anything  short  of 
it;  but  they  afterwards  took  a  more  tem- 
perate and  reasonable  view  of  the  matter, 
and  the  country  having  been  brought  to 
sift  and  examine  the  subject,  the  Reforn 
Bill  was  passed  without  any  such  general 
and  sweeping  innovation.  The  right  kon. 
Baronet  bad  said  that  the  effect  of  the 
present  Corn-bill  had  been  to  produce  a 
moderate  price  of  corn.  [Sir  R.  Peel: 
I  said  an  equitable  price.]  He  under- 
stood the  rigbt  hon.  Baronet  to  impute 
the  low  price  of  corn  to  the  existing  law. 
[Sir  R.  Peel:  I  sakl  distinctly  that  it  was 
mainly  owing  to  the  good  harvest.]  The 
usual  course  was  to  attribute  to  the  law 
any  consequence  that  was  beneficial.  If 
the  price  6f  com  were  moderate,  then  the 
act  was  the  cause  of  it ;  and  if  the  farmers 
were  diaoontented,  then  the  law  had  no 
eflectopon  tint  price.    If  the  majoritj  of 
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the  House  adopted  the  proposition  he  had 
submitted  to  it  he  was  convinced  that  a 
moderate  fixed  duty  would  go  far,  if  not 
all  the  way,  to  satisfy  the  country,  and 
put  an  end  to  agitation.  One  hon.  Mem- 
ber had  stated  to-night  that  he  was  for  a 
total  repeal,  but  when  the  House  was  in 
committee,  and  the  alternative  was  pre- 
sented to  that  hon.  Member,  be  had  little 
doubt  that  for  the  sake  of  settling  the 
question  he  would  be  content  with  a  fixed 
duty. 

Sir  R.  Peel  expressed  his  surprise  that 
he  could  have  been  misunderstood  by  the 
noble  Lord.  He  had  said  that  the  low 
price  of  corn  was  partly  owing  to  the  ope- 
ration of  the  law,  but  much  more  to  the 
bountiful  harvest.  Those  were,  he  believed, 
the  very  words  he  had  employed.  During 
the  last  six  months  there  bad  been  less 
variation  than,  he  believed,  in  any  pre- 
ceding six  months  for  many  years. 

The  House  divided — Ayes  145;  Noes 
244:  Majority  99. 

List  of  the  Ayes. 


Aglionby,  H.  A. 
Ainsworth,  P. 
Aldarn,  W. 
Anson,  hon.  Col. 
Bannerman,  A. 
Barclay,  D. 
Baring,  rt.  bon.  F.  T. 
Barnard,  £.  G. 
Bell,  J. 

Berkeley,  hon.  C.  ( 
Berkeley,  hon.  Capt. 
Berkeley,  hon.  G.  F. 
Bernal,  li. 
Bernal,  Capt. 
Blewitt,  R.  J. 
Bowring,  Dr. 
Brocklehurst,  J. 
Brotherton,  J. 
Browne,  hon.  W. 
Bulkcley,SirR.B.W. 
Busfcild,  W. 
Byng,  G. 

Cavendish,  hon.  G.  II. 
Chapman,  H. 
Childers,  J.  W. 
Christie,  W.  D. 
Clay,  Sir  W. 
Clements,  Visct. 
Clive,  E.  B. 
Colborne,hn.W.N,ll. 
Colebrooke,  Sir  T.  K: 
CoUett,  J. 
Craig,  W.  G. 
Currie,  R. 
Oalmeny,  Lord 
Dcnison,  W.J. 
Duff,  J. 


Duncan,  Visct. 

Duncan,  G. 

Duncombe,  T. 

Dundas,  Adm. 

Easthope,  Sir  J. 

Ebrington,  Visct. 

EUice,  rt.  hon.  £. 

Ellice,  £. 

Ellis,  W. 

Evans,  W. 

Ewart,  W. 

Feilden,  W. 

Ferguson,  Col. 

Ferguson,  Sir  R.  A. 
Fitzroy,  Lord  C, 

Fitzwilliam,hn.  G.  \V. 
Fleetwood,  Sir  P.  U. 
Forsler,  M. 
Gibson,  T.  M. 
Gill,  T. 
Gisborne,  T. 
(iorc,  hon.  R. 
Granger,  T.C. 
Grey,  rt.  hon.  Sir  G« 
Hall,  Sir  B. 
llallyburton,  Lord  J. 

F.  G. 
Hanmer,  Sir  J. 
llastic,  A. 
llatton,  Capt.  V. 
llawos,  B. 
Hay,  Sir  A.  L. 
llayter,  W.(;. 
lleathcoat,  J. 
Iliodlcy,  C. 
liorsman,  E. 
Howard,  hon.  C.  W.G. 


Howard,  P.  H. 
Howick,  Visct. 
Hume,  J. 
Hutt,  W. 
James,  W. 
Jervis,  J. 

Labouchere,  rt.boD.H. 
Lambton,  H. 
Laogston^  J.  H. 
Lascelles,  hon.  W.  S. 
Lord  Mayor  of  London 
McTaggart,  Sir  J. 
Marjoribanks,  S« 
Marsland,  H. 
Mitcalfe,  H. 
Mitchell,  T.  A. 
Morris^  D. 
Morison,  Gen* 
Muntz,  G.  F. 
Norreys,  Sir  D.  J. 
O'Brien, J. 
O'Brien,  W.  S. 
O'Ferrall,  R.  M. 
Ogle,  S.  C.  H. 
Ord,  W. 
Os¥rald,  J, 
Paget,  Col. 
Palmerston,  Visct. 
Parker,  J. 
Pechell,  Capt. 
Philips,  G.  R. 
Philipps,  Sir  R.  B.  P. 
Plum  ridge,  Capt. 
PonsoDby,hn.C.F.AjC. 
PoDSonby^  hon.  J.  U. 
Protheroe,  £. 
Rediogton,  T.  N. 
Rice,  E.  R. 


Roche,  Sir  D. 
Rosi»D.  R. 
Russell.  Loid  J. 
Rnssell,  Loid  £. 
Scbole6eld,  J. 
SoottyR. 
Scrope,  G.  Pa 
Scale.  Sir  J.  H. 
Seymour.  JLofd 
Smith.  B. 

Smith.  It.  boo.  IL  V. 
Staosfield.  W.  &.  C. 
Stanton.  W.  H. 
StanntOD.  Sir  O.  T. 
Stewart,  P.  IL 
Stnart,  W.  V. 
Stratt.E. 
Tancred.  H.  W. 
ThomelqrjT. 
TraiU.G. 
Trelawny.  J.  S. 
Tuite,  H.  M. 
Villiers.  hon.  C 
Vivian.  J,  H. 
Wall.  C.  B. 
Wawn,J.T. 
Wemyss.  CapL 
Wilde.  Sir  T. 
Williams.  W. 
Winningtoa,  SirT.  Xi 
Wood,B. 
Wood.C. 
Wood,  G.  W. 
Wrigblsoo.  W.  B. 
Yorke.  U.  R. 


Hill,  Lord  H. 
Tufuell.  H. 


List  of  the  Noes. 


Ackers,  J. 
Acland,  Sir  T.  D. 
Acton,  Col. 
Adare,  Visct. 
Adderiey,  C.  B. 
Alford,  Visct. 
Allii,  J.  P. 
Antrobus.  E. 
Arbuthnot,  hon.  H. 
Arcbdall,  Capt.  M. 
Arkwright,  G. 
Aitell,  W. 
Attwood,  M. 
Bailey,  J.  jun. 
Baillie,  Col. 
Baillie.  H.  J. 
Baird,  W. 
Bankes,  G. 
Barneby,  J. 
Baskerville,  T.  B.  M. 
Bell,  M. 
Bernard,  \'iscL 
Blackburnc,  J.  L 
Blackstooe,  W.  S. 
Boldcro,  11.  G. 
Borthwick,  P. 
Botfield,  fi. 


Boyd.  J. 
Bradshaw.  J. 
BramstoD.  T.  W. 
Brownriggf  J.  S. 
Bruce,  Lord  £■ 
Bruce,  C.  L.  C. 
Buck,  L.  W. 
Buckley.  £. 
Buller.StrJ.Y, 
Bunbmy.  T. 
BurreU.  Sir  C.  M. 
Burroughcs.  II.  II. 
CampbdW  Sir  U. 
Cardwell.  £. 
Chapman.  A. 
Charteris.  bon.  F. 
Chelsea.  VikL 
Chetwode.  Sir  J. 
ChoTmondtlcj.  ha. 
Christopher.  R.  A« 
Chute,  W.  L.  W. 
Clayton.  R.  R. 
Clive.  hoD.  R.  H. 
CodringtoB.  Sir  W« 
Colvile,  C.  R. 
Connolly.  CoL 
Conji  fU  hoBsBL 
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Couitenay,  Loid 
Cresswell,  B. 
Crippi,  W. 
Damer,  hou.  Col. 
Darby,  G. 
DenisoD,  E.  B. 
Dick,  Q. 

DickiDMD,  F.  H. 

Douglaa,  Sir  H. 
Douglas,  Sir  C.  E. 
Douglas,  J.  D.  S. 
Douto,  Marq.  of 
Dowdeswell,  W. 
Dcummoiid,  II.  II. 
Duncorobe,  hon.  A. 
DungannoD,  Viict. 
DuPre,C.G. 
East,  J.  B. 
EatoD,  R.  J. 
EgertoD,  W.  T. 
Egerton,  Sir  P. 
Eliol,  Lord 
EscotI,  B. 
EstcoMrt,  T.  G.  B. 
Famham,  E.  B. 
Fellowei,  £. 
Ferrand,  W.  B. 
Filmer,  Sir  E. 
Flower,  Sir  J. 
FoWeti,  Sit  W.  W. 
Forbes,  W. 
Forester,hon.G.C.W. 
Foi,  S.  L; 
Gaakell,  J.  Milnes 
GUdstone,it.hn.W.E. 
Glynoe.SirS.K. 
Gordon,  hoo.  Capt. 
Gore,  M. 
Gore,  W.  O. 
Core,  W.  R.  O. 
Graham,  rt  hon.  SirJ. 
Vreenall,  P. 
Greene,  T. 
Gregory,  W.H. 
GrirasloD,  Viact. 
Gtogan,  E. 
Hairord,  H. 
Haniillon,  G.  A. 
Hamilton,  W.J. 
HttmillOD,  Lord  C. 
Hampden,  R. 
llarcDurt,  G.  G. 
IIatdinge,rt.hoD.SirIl. 
Hardy,  J. 
Hayes,  Sir  E. 
Healhcole,  G.  J. 
Heathcote,  Sir  W. 
Heiieage,  G.  H.  W. 
lleaeage,  £. 
Henley,  J.  W. 
Ilenniker,  Lord 
ilepbum.  Sir  T.  B. 
Herberl,  hon.  S. 
Hervey,  Lord  A. 
Hinde,J.  H. 
Hodgson,  R. 
tIol[aes,boD.W.A'C. 
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Hope,  A I 
Hope,  G.  W. 
Hoiking,  K. 
Howard,  hoa.  li. 
Hughes,  W.  B. 
Himey,  T. 
Ingestre,  Viscl. 

Jermyn,  Earl 
Jocelyn,  Viict. 
Johnitona,  Sir  J. 
JollLBfe,  Sir  W.  G.  H. 
Jouea,  Capt. 
Kelburne,  Visci. 
Kelly,  F. 
Kemble,  H. 
Knatdibull,rl.linSirE. 
Knight,  H.G. 
Knight,  F.  W. 
Knlghlley,  Sir  C. 
LawsoD,  A. 
Legh,  G.  C. 
Lemon,  Sir  0. 
Ualie,  v..  P. 
Liddell,  hon.  H.^T. 
Lincoln,  Barl  of 
Lockbar^W. 
LygoD,  hon.  Geo. 
niackeozie,  T. 
Hackeniie,  W.  F. 
Miickinnon,  W.  A. 
Maclean,  D. 
Mahon,  Visct. 
Main  waring,  T. 
Manners,  LoidC.S. 
Mannen,  Lord  J, 
Marsbam,  Vigcu 
Mania,  0.  W. 
Martin,  T,  B. 
MartoD,  G. 
Maslerman,  J. 
Maxwell,  hoii.J.P. 
Meynetl,  Capt. 
Mildmay,  II.  St.  J. 
Miles,  P.  W.  S. 
Miles,  W. 
MiltiGS,  R.  H. 
Mordaant,  Sir  J. 
Morgan,  O. 
Murray,  G.  R.  S. 
Neeld,  J. 
Neville,  R. 
Newport,  ViscL 
Newry,  Viscl. 
Nicholi,  rl.  hon.  J. 
Norreys,  Lord 
Nortbland,  Visct. 
0'Brien,A.S. 
Owea,  Sir  J. 
Packe,  C.  VV. 
PakinglOD,  J.  S. 
Palmer,  O. 
Patten,  J.  W 
Peel.  rt.  hon.  Sir  R. 
PcnnBOt,  boo.  Col. 
Pigol,SirR. 
Plumptn,  J.  P. 


Polhill,  F. 
Pollock,  Sir  F. 
Powell,  Col. 
Praed,  W.  T. 
Pringle,  A. 
Pujey,  P. 
Rashleigh,  W. 
Rendlesham,  Lord 
Rolleston,  Col. 
Rose,  n.  hon.  Sir  G. 
Round,  C.  G. 
Bound,  J. 
Rushbrooke,  Col. 
Russell,  C. 
Ryder,  hon.  G.  D. 
Sandon,  Viscl. 
Scarlett,  hon.  K.  C. 
Seymour,  Sir  H.  B. 
Sbaw,  rt.  hon.  F. 
Sheppird,  T. 
Shirley,  E.  J. 
Sibthorp,  Col. 
Smith,  A. 

Smith,  n.hn.T.B.C. 
Smyth,  Sir  H. 
Smollett,  A. 
Sotheron,  T.  H.  S. 
Spty,  Sir  S.  T. 
Stanley,  Lord 
Stanley,  E. 
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Stewart,  J. 
Stuart,  H. 
Sturt,  H.  C. 
Sutton,  hon.  H.  M. 
Talbot,  C.  B.  M. 
Teonent,  J,  £. 
Tbesiger,  F. 
ThornhiU,  G. 
Tollemache,  boo.  F,  J, 
Tollemache,J. 
Tomline,  G. 
Trench,  Sir  F.  W. 
Trevor,  hon  G.  R. 
Trollope.  Sir  J, 
Tumor,  C. 
Trrell.  Sir  J.  T. 
VeniBr,  Col. 
Vernon,  O.  H. 
WaddiDgton,  U.S. 
Walsb,  Sir  J.  B. 
Welby,  G.  E. 
Wodebonw,  E. 
Wood,  Col. 
Wood,  Col.T. 
Wonley,  hon.  J.  S. 
Yorke,  hon.  E.  T. 
Young,  J. 

TBLLEBR. 

Fremande,  Sir  T. 
Clerk,  Sit  C. 


Fotrt  {Nm  ogiaal.) 


Acbeson,  Lord 
Arundel,  Earl 

wn,  hon.  T. 
Oral,  J.  S.  W. 
Divett,  E. 
Dundas,  hon,  J.  C. 
Duke,  Sir  J. 
Elphinstone,  U. 
Etwall,  R. 
Foi,  C.  B. 
French,  F. 
Guest,  Sir  J. 
Heron,  Sir  R. 
Hobbouse,  Sir  J. 
Hollond,R. 
Johnson,  A. 
Liitowel,  Lord 
Loch,  Jamet 
Maber,  V. 
Mangles,  R.  D. 
Marshall,  W 
Martin,  J. 
Napier,  Sir  C. 
Pendarres,  E.  W. 
Philips,  M. 
Phillpoli.  J. 

Pub(bfd,'R. 
RawdoD,  Col. 
Ramibottoii,  J. 
Rutherford,  A. 
Stuatt,LMdJ. 


Easlnor,  Viscl. 
Fitiroy,  hon.  H. 
llouldiwonh,T. 
Clive,  Lord 
Maunsell,  T.  P. 
Emlyn,  VitcL 
Kerr,  D. 
M'Geachy,  F.A. 
Fatler,  A.  E. 
Rous,  Capt. 
KJrk,P. 
Alexander,  N. 
Miles,  ^ 
Johnstone,  H. 
Davies,  D.  A.  S. 
Birrington,  Lord 
Liudsey,  11. 
Cartwright,  W.  tt. 
Wilbraham,  lion.  B, 
Palmer,  R. 
Gladstone,  Capt, 
SandaiMO,  B, 
Bailor,  •>■ 
Vivian,  J.  E. 
Daffield,T. 
Planta, J. 
Godson,  R. 
Scott,  boo.  P. 
A'Coort,  Capt. 
Cole,  hoD.  A. 
Baldwin,  C.B. 
RatBiay,  W.  B. 
Dodd.G. 
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ATES. 

Standishy  C. 
Strickland,  Sir  G. 
Troobndge,  Sir  T. 
Turner,  £. 
Ward,  a  H. 
White,  CoL 
WiUhere,  W. 
Wyte,  T- 


KOES. 

Repton,  G. 
Broadley,  U. 
Forman,  T. 
Inglifi,  Sir  R.  H. 
Lowther,  J. 
Ashley,  boo.  H. 
Broadwood,  U. 
Somerset,  Lord  G, 


The    Hooie    adjouraed   at   halF-past 
twelfe. 
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HOUSE  OP   COMMONS, 
WedMesday^  June  14,  1843. 

!••  SHftfDtiliais 


MlNUTU.]      BiLfc. 

InckMurt  (No.  S). 
2»-  Salmon  Fiihertoti  Gonnen. 


iZ<pof  ML— OopyhoU  nd  Cuitanary  Tenme 

frhwe.— aqwrfriif    Itglwyiilim,  etc  Inoloiinit  WiliOB^ 
Divorce  I  BtmwmA  CciMnuty  Juritdirtki^ 

30   and  pvaed  z^Miktaiuai  DnOnjtge;    TopibaB  I» 

proremeati 
PannoirB  PnuBinn.  By  Ifir.  VUHoi^  ftoni  Brentfbnf, 
and  RotlNriii0N»  tor  tft0  Total  and  Inunediate  Repnl  of 
the  Com-l—i  Dy  Lad  Benuud,  fton  Bmidem  $md 
other  ptawct,  ^alMfc  Bipeal.  and  agiinit  tbt  llUlnwd 
Syttem  oC  BdncatWwi  —By  Mc  Bowei,  ftDcn  SUmteidcew 
for  CHrrying  ont  Bowiud  HUTk  plan  of  Foit-offleB  B» 
form.— By  Mr.  T.  DaneoBdie,  from  GmlnriMDOigh,  Otaa* 
gow,  and  Manriirrtgf,  fbr  the  Liberation  of  ChntM  Pll- 
wmcrs^By  MeHi.  VilUcn,  Hindley,  Thonidy,  W.  EOU, 
Etans,  Hiunt^  Bunwb  Lavptoa.  FWrtor,  and  Scbol^ 
field,  PhUipi,  Greene.  Ord,  Egoton,  Buiftild,  Clive,  O. 
Knight,  GmkcU,  S.  Ccawfbrd,  WiUiamii  W.  Cowpcr, 
Blcwitt,  RQ|[^1L  GitaKXW  P.  Howard,  E.  Balls  and  J.  A. 
Roebo^  the  Lmd  MsyoK  of  London,  Laid  U.  Vane,  Sit 

I  ('.  Lemon,  Ooionci  O.  Langton,  Dr.  Bowriqg,  and  Lord 
Duncan,  fkom  am  fanaoae  number  of  ptawee  agaiMt*  and 
by  Lord  Dtimpmcm  and  Mr.  Henley,  flram  tfuot  piMii* 
in  fktoor  of  the  Faetoiiee  Bill— By  Laid  Mahoa,  Sii  G. 
Strickland.  Hmri.  USka,  IL  Gibion.  and  VilUer«»  ihm 
a  number  of  IndMdnali  and  placea  in  fkvonr  of^  and  by 
Mr.  Egerton,  Ikom  one  jtacc,  agninrt  the  Cwuiw^  BUI. 
— Fnm  Iha  Ite^vgaoi  and  Truiteet  of  avfood  llaBd^ 
agaiittt  the  TunpUw  Binds  BilL— From  aafcal  ptom^ 
for  Encouragiag  the  Schools  in  GonnexioM  vllh  tht 
(,'hurch  EdueatioM  Soekly.— From  MansflefcU  Stacktoob 
I'mton,  Bath,  mad  Plymouth,  in  flivour  of  the  flcientUb 
Socictioi  Bin.— Prom  die  Bakcn  of  DundaBi.  fbr  Hcgn- 
lating  their  Homi  of  Labour. — From  Donv,  te  MMtdmg 
the  Health  of  TowMBia^From  the  OitfonUiiaa  Lav 
Society,  afpunst  the  OouaCy  Courts  BHU-Trom  Lii«Mt» 
fal  faTour  of,  and  fkom  Bandon  against,  the  Brpaal  of  tba 
Uuion. — ^Pram  Cbik,  Oftinst  the  Grand  Jury  Pnsn^ 
ment  BilL— Pkom  Kikoe  and  Aghadown,  nffiimC  the 
Irish  Poof»La».  i^oei  Jiuncs  GiUespiite  laqahyieiv 
the  Moaal  TtiMng  Syatan  pursued  at  tbi  IfaMi  SAnI 
of  Greenwich  Hospital. 

Statb  of  Public  Busirsss.]  On 
the  qaestion  thai  the  Orders  of  the  Day  be 
read, 

Mr.  T.  M.  Gibum  said,  he  was  desiroot 
of  having  some  ezplanatioD  of  the  course 
which  hei  Majesty  s  Government  seemed 
to  be  parseiog  in  reference  to  certain  im- 
portant billa  they  had  introduced  into  that 
House.  He  wenU  first  ask  a  qnestion  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  respecting  the 
Factories  BiD*    Tliat  bill  was  intromced 


into  the  Home  in  the  beginning  of 
it  was  read  a  second  time  dtirinig  that 
month ;  and  notices  were  givea  Ikwl  lit 
committee  on  the  bill  wooM  be 
a  certain  day,  seieral  timea 
Now,  he  wanted  to  ask  the  righl 
Grentleman,  whether,  if  it  weiw  CImi  ' 
tion  of  ber  Majesty's  GoveraaMBt  to 
don  this  bill— and  he  (Mr.  Gihmi)  Iwl 
no  wish  that  it  sboold  be  bronjuhc  OBnt  ni^ 
he  was  very  desirous  that  it  ahovU  la 
withdrawn  altogether— bat  he  naked 
ther  it  would  not  be  more  candid 
more  open  to  say  so  at  once,  thntt  hf 
patting  notieea  on  the  paper  fiir 
ing  the  measure  when  the  day 
thus  to  bring  the  measure  dowa  to  no 
a  period  of  the  Session  that  it  coaM 
be  carried  on,  and  would  drop  thiooj^ 
without  appearing  to  be  abandoaad.  ■ 
Go? ernment  meant  to  abandon  thin 
sure,  they  ought  at  once  to  any  ao^ 
relieve  thecoantry  from  the  suapeaoa^ 
the  Members  of  that  Hoaae  from  llMiJn* 
convenience  of  repeatedly  conii 
when  it  was  expected  that  ihia 
was  to  come  on.  If  her  Hajeaty^  G^ 
vernment  intended  realhf  to  brag  oa  iki 
measure^  ho  wanied  to  Know  what 
there  waa  why  it  should  noi  be 
forward  on  the  day  on  which 
given?  What  was  the  use  or 
a  notice  given  before  Whitsontidn 
measure  to  be  brought  on  upoa  tha  IMk 
of  June,  if  it  were  not  afterwarda 
to  ?  The  GODseqoonce  of  ikia  ayaleaa 
be  that  Membere  would  disregnid 
and  feel  that  whether  a  minister  bl 
that  a  measure  woold  be  broariit  oa 
not  was  a  matter  of  complete  nidiftnM 
and  then,  perhaps^  a  measore  wSjjA  ba 
broughtoo,  at  a  late  period  of  the  ^ 
in  the  absence  of  thore  who 
wise  be  present  He  thooght, 
for  the  sake  of  regularity  in  pabKe 
ness,  it  was  nece«ary  that  aoasa 
excellent  reason  should  be  aibrdad 
a  measure  waa  noi  brought  on  nfUi 
given.  The  saase  lemarks  he  h 
to  the  Factoriea  Bill  were  applsenhli^alHb 
to  the  EcdesiaBtical  Conrtn  Bill. 
bill  had  been  before  the  Houi 
whole  of  the  present  Sessioo, 
been  postponed  some  time  wf/^ 
gentlemen,  who  were  membea  of  the 
profession,  were  abaent  during  the 
and  couU  not  be  present  doriaa  Iha 
cession.  It  seesaed  aa  if  this  hU 
be  postponed  In  n  period 
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would  igain  come  on,  and  the  same  plea 
would  be  put  in,  ibat  legal  gentlemen 
could  not  be  present,  and  then  the  mea- 
sure must  eitner  be  passed  during  their 
absence,  or  be  carried  at  the  end  of  the 
Session,  with  the  bustle  wiih  which  bills 
were  then  generally  disposed  of.  Tbe 
same  remarks  applied  to  the  Local  Courts 
Rill.  He  had  himself  felt»  and  he  could 
speak  abo  for  other  hon.  Members,  tha^ 
he  had  been  exposed  to  the  greatest  in« 
convenience  from  having  been  told  one 
dsy  that  a  measure  was  to  be  brought  on 
at  a  particular  time,  and  then  being  told 
incidentally  that  it  was  put  off*  for  an  in- 
definite period.  He  called  upon  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  to  say  whether  he  meant 
to  go  on  with  the  Factories  Bill  or  not, 
and  whether  he  meant  to  take  the  factory 
regulation  clauses  alone,  or  with  the  edu* 
cational  clauses  attached,  instead  of  con* 
tinually  misleading  the  House  by  notices 
postponed  from  time  to  time,  to  make  it 
appear  to  the  country  that  the  bill  bad 
not  been  given  up,  but  that  it  had  fallen 
through  thjP  lateness  of  the  Session. 

Sir  jR.  Peel  said,  his  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Secretary  for  the  Home  Department 
would  state  on  the  next  day  the  coufse 
which  he  meant  to  take  with  regard  to 
the  Factories  Bill,  and  the  hon.  Gentle* 
men  would  therefore  excuse  him  if  be 
postponed  until  to-morrow  making  any 
special  announcement  regarding  that  mea* 
sure.  He  wished  the  hon.  Member  would 
ensure  the  means  of  taking  a  certain  bill 
on  any  given  day.  The  hoou  Gentleman 
complained  of  the  grievance  of  being  otn 
liged  to  attend  in  the  House  of  Com* 
mens.  If  that  were  a  grievance,  he  hoped 
the  hon.  Gentleman  would  have  some 
commiseration  for  persons  like  hiaiself^ 
who  in  the  discharge  of  their  public  duty, 
were  obliged,  in  addition  to  official  busi- 
ness, to  attend  regularly  in  that  House  tot 
eight  or  nine  hours  every  evening;  be 
could  not»  therefore,  have  much  sympathy 
with  the  particular  grievance  of  wfaidi  Um 
hon.  Gentleman  complained.  The  hoo. 
Gentleman  ought  to  reooUect  the  various 
contingencies  which  might  occur  to  pre* 
vent  a  particular  measure  from  being 
brought  on.  Ministers  had  given  notice 
of  certain  measures,  some  to  make  impoc* 
tant  reforms  in  the  administration  of  jus- 
tice, others  to  make  some  provision  fbr  the 
education  of  the  people,  but  it  was  i»* 
possible  for  them  to  specify  the  exact 
period  at  which  a»y  ViU  wouM  cona 


on.  There  had  been  constantly  adjourned 
debates— -he  did  not  wish  to  make  any 
complaint  of  these  adjournments,  which 
were  necessary  to  give  hon.  Gentlemen 
a  full  opportunity  of  expressing  their  opi- 
nion, he  was  not  atall  insinuating  that  there 
had  been  adjournments  for  tbe  purpose  of 
delay,  but  when  they  took  place  for  four 
or  five  nights  in  sttccessioii»  of  course 
they  must  interfere  with  the  arrangements 
made  for  getting  through  the  iMsiness. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  would  not  forget 
that  subject  in  which  be  took  a  deep  in- 
terest, the  discussion  on  the  Corn«law8,on 
the  motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Wol- 
verhampton. He  (Sir  R.  Peel)  thought 
it  of  importance,  that  on  a  great  question 
of  that  kind,  the  House  should  not  pro- 
ceed at  once  to  the  expression  of  its  opi- 
nion I  the  Government,  therefore^  ac- 
ceded to  the  wish  felt  by  several  hon. 
Gentlemen  for  adiournment,  and  they 
had  thus  been  deprived  of  two  nights  in 
that  week.  He  had  taken  the  same 
course  on  other  debates,  hot  he  had  done 
so,  simply  from  a  desire  to  accommodate 
thoae  who  had  diarge  of  the  pnbKc  busi- 
ness, and  from  a  belief,  that  on  the  whole, 
it  was  most  consistent  with  tbe  pubKc 
interests.  But  it  was  rather  hard,  after 
he  had  taken  that  course,  to  charge  hioa 
with  not  fulfilling  the  arrangements  which 
had  been  entereo  into.  With  respect  to 
the  Ecdesiastical  Courts  Bill,  Government 
had  a  strong  wish  to  proceed  with  it,  but 
there  were  other  measures  of  greater  im* 
pofUnce  necsssarUy  brought  wnder  the 
conaideratioQ  of  the  Honm.  He  never 
had  moved  an  adjooriMMBt  at  twelve 
o^dock ;  he  was  ieady»  on  the  contrary, 
at  all  times  to  devote  ten  or  twelve  heiin» 
instead  of  eight  or  nine,  to  the  dUspoeini^ 
of  the  public  bnsinesa ;  but  it  was  quite 
imposaible  for  him  to  oosrtrol  tba  dcti* 
berationa  of  the  Houses  oc  ensure  a 
particnlar  meaaute  being  bco«|^  forward 
at  a  given  time.  The  delay  with  reipeci 
to  the  measorea  to  which  the  hon.  Mefl»» 
ber  bad  adverted,  had  aiieen  b  m  great 
degree  from  the  wish  en  tlm  part 
of  Government  U>  aseertmu  the  views 
entertained  reniding  diem,  and  give 
those  who  took  an  mtereet  m  thsna  m 
opportmity  of  sabmitting  their  opiatoM 
to  Government,  in  personal  eenfoienese 
before  they  were  brought  forward. 

Sir  G.  GVvy  wtsbod  tw  staler  with  le- 
feieace  to  his  motiott  fromt  refoiviiv  the 
KacWagtieal  CoMln  Biil  to  4  aeleet 
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mittee  up  ttairs,  that  considering  the  pro- 
gress made  with  that  bill,  and  the  period 
of  the  Session  to  which  they  had  arrived, 
it  was  not  his  intention  to  persist  in  that 
notice  of  motion.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Secretary  for  the  Home  De- 
partment bad  saidy  that  the  bill  now  stood 
for  Friday  week  the  2drd  of  June.  There 
was  now  no  chance  of  a  select  committee 
and  it  would  be  still  more  hopeless  to 
carry  the  bill  through  a  committee  of  the 
whole  House. 

Health  of  Towns.]  In  answer  to  a 
question  from  Sir  W.  Clay, 

Mr.  Mackinnon  said,  in  consequence  of 
what  fell  from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Secretary  for  the  Home  Department, 
on  the  previous  day,  he  should  not  press 
the  Health  of  Towns  Bill  at  present. 

Princess  Augusta  of  Cambridge — 
Queen's  Message.]  House  in  com- 
mittee on  the  Queen's  Message. 

Question  again  proposed, 

'*  That  an  annuity  of  three  thousand  pounds 
be  settled  upon  her  Royal  Highness  the  Prin- 
cess Augusta  Caroline^  eldest  daughter  of  his 
Royal  Highness  the  Duke  of  Cambridge,  upon 
her  marriage  to  his  Royal  Highness  Frederick, 
Hereditary  Grand  Duke  of  Mecklenburg 
Strelitz,  the  same  to  take  effect  from  the  de- 
cease of  bis  said  Royal  Highness  the  Duke  of 
Cambridge,  and  to  be  charged  upon  the  Con- 
solidated Fund  of  the  United  Kingdom  of 
Great  Britain  and  Ireland  :*' 

Mr.  Hume  said,  he  had  been  induced 
on  a  former  day,  to  move  that  the  chair- 
man report  progress,  in  conformity  to 
what  he  considered  an  excellent  principle, 
that  the  House  ought  not  to  be  called  upon 
to  vote  monies  for  any  purpose  of  which 
due  notice  had  not  been  given.  That  was 
not  the  only  objection  he  had  to  the  pro- 
posal of  the  right  hon.  Baronet;  he  disap. 
proved  altogether  of  the  proposed  grant 
for  many  reasons^  but  he  should  confine 
himself  to  the  statement  of  only  a  few  of 
the  nnmber.  In  the  first  place,  he  begged 
that  any  observations  which  might  fall 
from  him  might  not  be  supposed  to  be  in- 
tended to  throw  any  reflection  on  the  cha- 
racter of  the  parent  of  the  Princess,  for  he 
was  bound  in  candour  and  fairness  to  state 
that  his  Royal  Highness  the  Duke  of 
Cambridge,  \n  private  life,  so  far  as  ^ 
come  to  his  knowledge,  and  also  in  p' 
life,  deserved  the  approbation,  and, 
pared    to  other  branches  of  the  > 


Family  the  high  approbation  of  thtt  Hi 
In  opposing  this  grant,  he  did  not  wnh  lo 
reflect  on  the  character  of  the  DoUe  Dake, 
but  he  meant  to  reflect  on  her  Majaty's 
advisers,  on  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  and 
and  those  who  had  advised  her  MqcMj 
on  the  present  occasion  to  send  do>«B  a 
message  calling  on  the  Hoaie  for  a  graaC 
of  the  public  money.  He  did  lo,  bccaaw 
he  knew  no  principle  by  which  Ibet  wen 
called  upon  to  roaintaiD  the  chflarea  of 
royal  dukes;  he  wished  it  to  be  nader-' 
stood  clearly  and  distinctly  thai  the  rovd 
dukes  were  placed  in  a  situation  in  whieh 
they  ought  to  provide  for  the  maiatcnaaot 
of  their  own  families,  if  they  had  fiuniliw^ 
from  such  allowances  as  Parliament  shoald 
grant  to  them.  To  this  view  that  Hf 
had  given  its  sanction  by  its  past 
When  the  princes  arrived  at  that  age 
required  a  separate  establishment,  it 
not  only  fit  and  proper,  but  abeolalelj 
necessary,  that  they  should  be  placed  in  aa 
independent  situation,  because,  as  peeB 
of  Parliament,  having  influence  in  the 
Legislature  and  the  country,  thejoaglli 
to  be  placed  beyond  the  reach  of  minMlo- 
rial  influence  and  control.  It  waa  on  thai 
ground  that  he  approved  of  allowaaeH 
being  made  on  all  such  occuiona  to  thK 
children  of  the  soverei([;n,  in  order  thai 
when  grown  up  they  might  act  aa  cttiaeaa 
and  consult  the  interests  of  the  conntrj  aa 
they  should  see  best,  not  being  depeadcal 
on  the  minister  of  the  day  for  sabaittenee^ 
as  they  otherwise  necessarily  wonid  bat 
This  principle  was  laid  dovm  broadlj  in 
1777,  by  Mr.  Fox,  who,  on  the  9tb  af 
May  of  that  year,  and  on  the  qneitioB  af 
the  grant  to  the  Dukes  of  Gloucester 
Cumberland,  made  use  of  thew 
sions : 

**  It  had  been  always  the  policy  of 
country  to  make  suitable  provision  lor 
different  branches  of  the  Royal  Family,  to 
der  them  independent  of  ministeis,  aisd 
them  by  interest  and  sentimeDt  to 
that  constitution  under  which  they  cofoy 
permanent  and  solid  advantages. 


He   agreed   entirely  in  that 
which   he  thought  conformable  to 
policy.     He  had  differed  as  to  the  ai 
of  the  provision  proposed  on  aooM 
sions  of  this  kind,  but  that  waa  aol  ftp 
question  now.     ^«  ^oped  the  Homo 
'^K  about  V  had 
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tion  to  the  successioa  to  the  Throne. 
Why  ihould  the  childreo  of  the  Duke  of 
Cambridge  be  treated  difierently  from 
those  of  the  Dake  of  Suuez  ?  He  foand, 
by  the  fiQance  accoQUts  of  the  year,  that 
a  payment  was  made  to  bis  Serene  High- 
oeH  the  Prince  of  Mecklenbui^  Strelilz, 
a  relative,  he  believed,  of  the  young  prince 
in  quGBlion,  who  was  in  the  receipt  of  a 
pension  of  2,000/.  a  year.  He  naked,  for 
what  purpose  had  thii  been  granted? 
There  was  no  record  of  it  in  the  debate! 
of  that  Houie,  for  the  grant  was  made  in 
(he  Irish  Pailiaroenti  but  by  ihe  act  38 
George  3rd,  c.  69.  the  King  wai  enabled 
lo  grant  an  annuity  of  2,000i.  a  year,  for 
ihe  liFe  of  hia  Serene  Highneis,  the  Prince 
ofMecklenburgh  Strelttz,  nephew  lo  the 
Queen.  The  act  of  the  38  Geo.  ard,  c. 
69,  was  inlrodoced  into  the  Irith  Parlia- 
ment of  1798,  and  wai  intituled — 


declared  that  the  many  proofs  which  the 
House  of  Commons  had  afforded  of  iheir 
afTeclionate  attachment  to  her  person,  left 
her  Majesty  no  doubt  of  their  readiness  to 
make  a  suitable  provisioo  for  her  Royal 
Highness  on  ibii  occasion.  He  thought 
her  Majesty  might  be  perfectly  satisfied, 
from  the  records  oT  the  journals  of  Parlia- 
ment, that  that  House  had  always  been 
very  liberal,  and  he  would  say,  highly  pro- 
fuse in  many  of  these  grants.  If  he  ap- 
proved of  grants  being  made  to  the  princes, 
it  was  for  a  specific  object ;  but  he  did  not 
approve  of  pensioning  all  ihe  couneciioos 
of  the  Royal  Family,  however  distant  they 
might  be.  Parliament  had  sanctioned  the 
further  step  of  allowing  the  princes  addi- 
tional suras  on  their  marriage,  for  the  ex- 
penses of  any  family  that  might  arise  from 
that  marriage.  When  the  Duke  of  Cam- 
bridge married,  6,000/.  a-year  was  added 
lo  his  allowance,  lo  provide  for  the  ex- 
penses [hat  might  arise  from  that  marriage. 
It  was  true  there  was  an  exception  in  the 
case  of  the  Duke  of  Cumberland.  When 
a  proposition  was  made  to  grant  the  same 
sum  10  that  royal  duke,  the  House  of 
Commons  rejected  it.  He  would  not  lay 
from  what  motive,  but  immediately  after- 
wards the  House  came  to  the  resolution 
that,  though  they  would  not  entrust  the 
Duke  of  Cumberland  with  6,000/.,  as 
as  they  had  done  his  brother  the  Duke  of 
Cambridge,  they  would  grant  6,000/.  to 
the  Duchess  of  Cumberland,  if  ever  she 
should  require  it,  to  be  placed  beyond  the 
control  of  the  Dulte.  He  iberefoTB  held 
that  they  were  bouod  to  come  to  this  con- 
clusion, that  the  money  granted  to  the 
princes  of  the  Royal  Family,  ought  to 
have  reference  to  their  position  in  the 
country,  and  to  enable  them  to  provide 
for  the  family.  The  principle  had  been 
laid  down  that  public  officers  and  the 
princes  of  the  blood  should  he  paid  libe- 
rally, and  he  held  that  in  both  cases  the 
parlies  were  bound  lo  provide  for  their 
own  fiimilies,  out  of  those  allowances,  and 
not  throw  them  for  support  on  the  public. 
What  were  the  limits  [o  which  these 
grants  were  to  extend  ?  There  was  the 
Piinces!)  Mary,  the  sister  of  the  Princess 
Augusta,  and  Prince  George,  why  should 
they  not  be  included  in  the  grant/  Why 
were  not  their  children  and  grand  children 
lo  be  provided  for  T  It  would  be  found 
that  Parliament  had  only  been  called 
upon  for  a  grant  in  cases  where 
the   parlies   stood    in    very    near    rela- 


"  An  act  to  enable  his  Majesty  to  grant  an 
annuity  for  the  life  of  bis  Serene  Highness  the 
Prince  of  Mecklenburgb  StreJitr,  nephew  to  the 

The  act  recited  that  the  Earl  Camden, 
by  desire  of  his  Majesty,  rscommended 
the  Parliament  to  enable  them  to  grant  a 
pension  of  2,000;.  sterling  for  the  life  of 
his  Serene  Highness  (he  Prince  of  Strelilz, 
oephew  to  the  Queen,  and  then  it  enacted 
that— 

"  His  Majesty  may  settle  7,000/.  on  Ihe  saUl 
prince  from  the  25th  of  March,  1T98,  payable 
oat  of  Ihe  Consolidated  Fund." 

And  by  section  2,  the  act  was  not  to 
real  rain  his  Majeily  from 

"  Making  any  other  grant  or  pension, 
wliich  he  may  lawfully  do,  under  the  provi. 
sioDS  of  Ihe  said  act  (33  Geo.  3rd),  until  the 
whole  pension  list  siiall  be  reduced  lo  80,000/. 
as  the  said  act  mentioned." 

He  found  that  this  was  charged  on  th« 
Consolidated  Fund,  although,  in  conse- 
quence of  the  increase  of  the  pensioo  list, 
in  ipite  of  all  remonstrkncei,  an  act  of  33 
Geo.  3rd,  had  been  passed,  declaring  that 
no  more  pensions  should  be  granted  in 
Ireland  till  the  amount  was  reduced  to 
80,000/.  a  year,  nor  in  England  till  the^ 
were  reduced  to  a  certain  sun.  Still  thn 
act  was  passed  by  the  Irish  Parliament, 
overruling  an  act  of  the  British  Padia^ 
ment,  being  the  first  time,  that  he  wu 
aware,  of  an  Irish  act  overruling  an  Eng- 
lish act.  Let  them  see,  then,  what  hM 
been  the  cost  of  this  grant.  The  Kt 
granted  2,000/.  a  year  to  his  Senne  High* 
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nett,  and  it  had  been  receifed  for  a  period 
offortj-nve  yean.  He  had  ascertained, 
what  had  been  the  expenfle  to  the  country 
between  that  time  and  thif.  In  1798,  we 
were  in  debt  about  400,000,000/. ;  erery 
2,000/.,  therefore,  which  had  been  |>aid 
to  the  Duke  of  Mecklenborgh  had  been 
borrowed,  and  it  had  been  borrowed  at 
the  rate  of  5L  per  cent ;  so  that  from 
that  period  to  the  present,  computing  the 
compound  interest,  the  cost  to  the  coun- 
try has  been  335,000/.  That  was  the 
way  in  which  the  taxation  of  the  country 
was  increased,  and  the  country  itself  sa- 
crificed. It  was  for  Ministers  to  consider 
whether  such  circumstances  did  not  ren- 
der the  royal  family  more  obnoxious  to 
the  country  than  anything  else.  What 
would  be  said  now  if  any  one  rose  in  the 
House  and  proposed  a  grant  of  335,000/. 
to  the  nephew  of  Queen  Charlotte,  or  to 
the  nephew  of  any  one  else.  The  grant 
had  lasted  many  years,  and  it  might  last 
many  years  more,  and  might  be  increased 
by  some  50,000/.  or  60,000/.;  yet  the 
House  was  now  called  upon  to  grant  to  the 
daughter  of  the  Duke  of  Cambridge  an- 
other 3,000/.  a-year.  The  father  might  lire 
long,  or  he  might  not*  The  princess  was 
not  to  succeed  to  this  grant  till  the  death 
of  her  father,  but  judging  from  the  long 
life  of  the  family,  she  might  live  to  enjoy  the 
grant  for  forty-five  years.  Every  shilling 
which  she  received  must  be  bonowed»8nQ 
if  the  interest  were  calculated  at  5  per  cent 
the  vote  which  the  House  was  aoout  to 
give  her  was  upwarda  of  500,000/*  The 
hon.  Baronet  on  the  Treasury  benches, 
who  was  pleased  to  be  very  facetious, 
seemed  to  doubt  that  statement;  but  if 
the  House  would  agree  to  his  motion,  be 
(Mr.  Hume)  would  call  upon  Mr*  Pinlay- 
son,  the  actuary,  to  make  the  calculation. 
Were  they  pepared  to  make  a  grant  of 
500,000/.  on  such  slender  grounds  as  were 
then  before  them  ?  He  said  that  no  man, 
in  the  circumstances  of  the  country,  and 
in  the  circumstances  in  which  the  lady 
herself  was  placed,  should  consent  to 
such  a  charge.  Even  if  they  intended  to 
be  extravagant,  they  should  recollect  that 
they  had  not  the  means  to  provide  for  it, 
and  a  grant  would  be  a  violation  of  the 
care  which  the  House,  as  keepers  of  the 
public  purse,  ought  to  take  of  the  expen- 
diture of  the  country.  He  was  ronfident, 
that  if  her  Majesty  knew  the  condition  of 
the  country,  she  would  not  have  sanc- 
tioued  such  an  application  as  this.    The 


Ministeri,  theitlbre,  were  to  UtHa  Car  h. 
He  had  undertaken  what  waa  an  nnplca 
sant  duty ;  bat  it  must  be  done.  [(M,  dif] 
If  he  net  with  unfair  intenvplm,  te 
would  move  that  the  chairmiB  ivpart 
greia.  He  saw  the  men  who  weiw 
the  interruptionf  and  he  woaM 
them.  [Name^  fume  f]  Hmtb  miglit  bt  m 
new  class  grown  up  in  thai  Homo  cdiai 
*'  young  England,''  which  waa  not  known 
onl^  by  the  white  neekdotha  and  thn 
waistcoats,  but  by  other  marin  whieb 
be  pointed  out.  Ho  said,  in  M 
that  even  if  he  were  moninf  eoanlor  10 
the  opinwns  of  young  Englandf  or  mmw 
other  person,  he  onght  to  have  m  M 
hearing.  He  oould  not  make  diia  aaolnn 
withoat  looking  back  at  the  Bpeoch  of  her 
Majesty  at  the  commeneeneni  of  (he  8«» 
sion,  in  which  she  alluded  to  the  diMiWB 
of  the  manufactures,  and  the  decline  ef 
revenue,  as  conseqaeneaa  of  ex! 
distress  ;  and  he  saki  foitlwr,  that, 
the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Bepemt  the 
night  before  last,  on  the  onaalien  ef  tte 
coal  duties,  in  which  he  seid  theti 
the  state  .of  the  finances  of  the 
that  he  could  oot  even  apeie  80,000^ 
they  ought  not  to  accede  to  this  gmnL  V 
he  took  the  Duke  of  Cnmberlend'e  prnalen, 
which  ought  to  be  withdrawn,  end  if  he 


added  np  a  few  itema  whieh  auMit  he 
saved,  he  could  point  ent  hom  the  w[jOML 
could  be  saved,  bnt  the  dianee  ef  Ait 
saving  ought  not  to  he  dfaniniahei.  On 
a  similar  occasion,  when  e  great  to 
vide  additional  aonuitiea  lor  the 

branches  of  the  royal  fismily        ^  _  _^ , 

and  the  act  of  46  Oee.  3ni  waa  pMnaipll 
was  seriously  opposed.    A  vojal 
was  brought  to  this  efiSBet  :— 

'*  His  Majesty  baviog^  by  ku 
the  8th  day  of  April,  1778,  recotonvBut 
bis  faith  fa  I  Commons  to  make  competent 
viiion  for  the  honourable  suppwi  and  i 
tenance  of  the  younger  branehes  of  tf^ 

family,  and   in  eoniequenee  thaiaaf,  m 

having  passed  charging  osrtain  ennniliBk  te 
such  purpose,  upon  the  agpsgaie  Hani  ef 
Great  Britain  ;  but  no  provismn  having  aAf^ 
wards  been  made  iu  the  act  by  wUcft  Hjp 
several  revenues  composing  the  said  ai 
fund  were  transferred  to  the 
ftind  of  Or«ai  Britain,  for 
annuities,  by  reason  wheicof  the 
recommended  bv  his  Majesty,  ai 
effect  by  set  of  i'arliaineot,  has 
coroe  ineffectual ;  his  Majesty 
the  House  of  Curomons  lo 


*■-• 


measures  as  may  be  necesmry  for  _, 
said  annuities  \ir^  <Kc  consolUaied 
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hit  Majuty  cantiot  foriiew  ukiag  Ais  ocea- 
sian  to  expresi  hi*  desire  Ihat  his  bilhful 
CoinnioiM  will  take  into  caniideratioD  the  pro. 
priety  of  inch  increase  o(  the  vaid  allowancea 
as  the  change  of  circiinutancei  that  has  since 
taken  place  shall  appear  to  have  rendered 
jn*t  and  reatooable,  and  dial  tbej  will  make 
such  hrtbei  proniion,  in  conseqaence  thereof, 
ai  ihe  nature  of  the  case  thall  be  6>UBd  to  re> 

During  the  diMiiaeion  on  that  bill,  on 
July  9,  1806,  aoine  obaemlioiia  were 
made  by  sn  boo.  Member,  which  were 
extremely  flppotitc  lo  the  present  qoestioo. 
The  hon.  Member  Mid, 

'•  Thai  Bucfa  a  propoiition  should  have  been 
submitted  l«  Parliament,  under  Ihe  present 
circumsiancei  of  the  country,  and  partiealarly 
by  the  Doble  Lord,  so  distiuguiihed  for  the 

[iroFe9sion  of  ecoDomy,  was  to  bin,  be  con- 
essetl,  tio  leas  a  matter  of  regret  dian  of  as- 
tonishment. The  House  in  general,  indeed, 
must  have  been  taken  by  surprise  in  this  pro- 
ceeding; for  nothtnc:  had,  he  fcntorcd  to  say, 
eier  been  brought  befnie  Paftiaeaenl  in  a  si- 

And  after  •  few  Other  obserraiioiu,  th« 
hon.  Gentleman  went  on  lo  laj : — 

"  If  the  Lords  and  CommoiM  were,  alone, 
called  upon  for  a  contribution  of  this  nature, 
he  would  most  cheerfully  assent  to  it ;  but, 
feeling  for  the  people,  who  were  already  so 
borne  down,  he  oould  not  coneni  to  Increase 

rdeni,  paitteulaily  una 

•  stated  by  the  noble 


If  ever  there  were 
applicable  lo  this  caie  than  olhen,  tfaey 
were  those  made  by  the  hon.  jMembar 
who  was  now  a  ftrm  stippoitcr  of  her  If »• 
jesty's  Gofernmeot.  Tb«e  w««  the  re- 
marks made  on  that  occnioa,  by  Colonel 
Wood,  the  present  Member  for  Brecon. 
Were  boo.  Gentlemen  prnpered  to  put 
their  hands  in  their  poclceU  end  pay  thia 
3,000^.  ?  It  wu  ewy  to  deal  with  other 
people's  money,  but  if  in  the  circuiD. 
stances  of  the  country  in  1606  tbey  were 
required  to  nie  due  caution  and  cere,  what 
ought  they  to  do  now?  What  waa  now 
the  posiiion  of  the  people  and  of  the 
finances  of  the  country  ?  Were  they 
flourishing?  Besides,  this  question  of 
the  pension  list  had  long  occupied  the 
attention  of  that  House.  There  were 
probably  few  now  in  the  House  who  were 
aware  of  the  exertiom  made  by  boo. 
Members,  principally  on  that  (the  Oppo- 
sition)  side  of  Ihe  House,  to  rediKe  its 
amounl.  It  was  to  the  credit  of  the  right 
hon.   Baronet  now  at  the  b«ad  of  the 


Home  Departtneot  (Sir  Jaatei  Gntham) 
thai  he  had  come  forward  in  1834,  and 
had  limited  the  amonnt,  and  had  placed  it 
on  intelligible  principles.  The  late  Mr. 
Banks  had  procured  an  act  to  be  passed, 
allowing  the  Crown  to  grant  peosiona  for 
public  aernces,  and  that  act  coolinoed 
UU  1834,  when  be  (Mr.  Hune)  and  others 
fonnd  that  met)  possessing  10,000/.  a-year 
received  2,000/,  a-year  additional  fron 
the  public  funds.  The  right  hon.  Baronet 
brought  in  a  bill  to  reduce  the  Dumber  of 
official  pensions  one-half,  and  in  order  to 
aToid  the  possibility  of  the  recurrence  of 
Uke  complaints,  the  Honse  had  introduced 
clansea  in  the  act  of  Parliament,  providing 
not  only  that  the  penaions  should  be 
granted  for  the  pnblic  services  of  tbe  in- 
dividual but  also  on  account  of  the  inade- 
quacy of  bis  private  fortune;  and  each 
person  applying  for  a  pension  was  obliged 
to  make  a  statement  in  writing  of  hia  in- 
come. The  4th  and  £tb  of  Will.  4Ui, 
cap.  24,  passed  2£lb  of  July,  1S34,  in- 
tituled, 

"  An  act  to  alter,  amend,  and  consolidate 
the  laws  for  legnlttiBg  the  pensions,  compen- 
sation,  and  allowaDcee  lo  be  made  to  persons 
in  respect  of  their  having  hrid  cJvil  oficaa  in 
bis  Muesty's  service ;  enacted  by  asction  fl, 
and  wlierea%  the  principle  of  the  Kgnlalions 
for  naming  allowances  of  this  nature  is,  aad 
oi^t  to  be^  founded  on  a  consideration,  not 
00^  of  the  services  perfonned  by  the  indivi^ 
deal  lo  Ihe  slate,  bvt  of  Ibe  inadeqnaty  of  Ms 

Erivste  fartane  tn  taajntain  Ma  siaiion  ta 
fa:  be  it  tbsiafiir*  eoacMd,  dut  whanenei 
■oy  person  shall  seek  to  obtain  aaf  swAi  paa* 
sioo.  shall  nuke,  in  writiiu>,  a  siaiewsnt  »t 
services,  and  a  declaration  that  tbe  amount  of 
bis  income  from  other  sources  is  so  limited  af 
to  bricg  him  within  the  Intent  of  this  act-** 

Wbao  thin  grwit,  then,  was  ptopoMd 
for  the  children  of  the  Duke  of  Cans- 
bridge,  be  aaki  ibat  it  babovad  tba  Houaa 
to  apply  a  aimilar  rub.  That  illMtrkmn 
Dolie  bad  racetred  t  large  ■" 
many  yoant  for  «i|[hleeB 
tears  M  bnd  baeo  vmroy  of  Hanorer, 
mving  an  amide  income  taere  to  iMap  m 
his  stale,  and  daring  that  tana  kis  Englisn 
income,  exceeding  SO.OOOi,  a  year,  ongbt 
to  have  ueornKkted  t  aad  fae  briieved  it 
had.  He  aaid,  ihsraAm,  that  ibe  pria- 
«ple  of  tb«  dnaaa  to  whiefa  be  bad  ea- 


tbia  gnnt  till  they  ahoaU  have  a  deelara. 
tion  fron  ibe  Duke  of  Cambridge  iknt  ha 
was  not  able  to  maiMnin  his  own  family. 
How  we«e  tbey  sow  situalad  ?  Theyawt 
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was  amply  pro? ided  for.  He  bad  on  his 
mRiriage  received  GflOOl.  a  year  in  addi- 
tion to  his  21,000/. ;  he  had  also  received 
his  military  allowance,  and  he  said  that 
after  this  the  Dnke  of  Cambridge  ought 
to  be  in  a  condition  to  maintain  his  chil- 
dren,  and  that  if  he  were  not,  the  peo- 
ple of  England  ought  not  to  be  called 
upon  to  maintain  them.  The  case  was 
not  within  the  words  of  the  statute,  but  to 
the  spirit  of  that  enactment  he  (Mr. 
Hume)  directed  the  attention  of  the 
House.  He  said,  they  were  bound  to 
support  that  principle.  The  amount  might 
be  considered  trifling ;  half  a  million  was 
a  trifling  sum  to  many  persons,  but  they 
should  look  to  the  principle.  They  had 
laid  down  the  principle  that  those  who 
were  supported  by  the  public  money 
should  provide  for  their  family,  and  they 
ought  to  adhere  to  it.  And  here  he  might 
refer  to  an  observation  made  the  other 
night  by  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for 
Liverpool  (Sir  H.  Douglas)  that  the  pro- 
perty of  the  Crown  had  been  given  up  to 
the  public.  He  wished  the  gallant  Mem- 
ber had  all  the  allowances  which  had  been 
given  up.  If  the  Royal  Family  had 
nothing  else  to  look  to,  "  maugre  and 
deep*'  would  be  the  proceedings  at  Buck- 
ingham Palace.  If  her  Majesty  had  to 
maintain  the  forces  and  the  other  pay- 
ments out  of  the  hereditary  revenues, 
there  would  be  very  little  remaining  for 
her.  No  weight  could  be  placed  on  that 
argument.  It  had  been  scouted  when  it 
was  first  brought  forward,  but  as  many 
Gentlemen  still  seemed  to  consider  it  an 
answer,  he  must  say  that  there  never  was 
a  case  in  which  a  more  complete  mistake 
had  been  made.  He  for  one  was  unwil- 
ling to  disturb  the  bargain  made  with  the 
Sovereign,  but  it  was  for  the  House  to 
make  the  best  of  it ;  and  they  ought  to 
manage  the  revenue  so  as  to  give  the 
greatest  relief  to  the  country.  It  might 
be  invidious  to  notice  the  sacrifice  made 
by  this  country  for  royalty,  but  he  roust 
observe,  that  the  payments  made  to  the 
Royal  Family  exceeded  700,000/.  a  year, 
exclusive  of  the  expense  of  palaces  and 
parks,  and  the  trappings  of  royalty.  He 
might,  if  he  were  disposed,  magnify  the 
amount,  but  it  was  sufiicient  for  him  to 
know  that  they  had  a  sum  of  700,000/. 
a  year  and  upwards  paid  to  her  Majesty 
and  her  connections;  and  then  to  find 
that  a  further  demand  was  made  upon  the 
country  at  a  time^when  the  expenses  ex* 


ceeded  the  mcome,  and  wbao  of 
the  country  was  in  a  state  of  bankrapccf • 
If  the  House  would  only  do  what  the 
mittee  on  the  Civil  List  had  proposed, 
make  a  reduction  in  the  paymeDts 
the  Civil  List,  every  one  of  the  faoailj  of 
the  Duke  of  Cambridge  might  be  pmnilii 
for.  In  the  published  report,  he  fooai 
the  following  statement  of  payments  to 
the  Queen  and  Royal  Family  in  ihe 
ended  January,  5, 1843;-— 

^  Queek's  Civil  List. 

Privy  purse £60^000 

Salaries  to  the  household,  Sec  131 ,260 

Tradesmen's  bills 172,500 

Bounty,  alms,  &c 13.200 

Unappropriated  moneys    ..      8,040 


Duke  of  Cumberland tlfiOO 

Dukeof Sussex 21,000 

Duke  of  Cambridge   27,000 

Duchess  of  Gloucester  . . .  •  16/)00 

Princess  Sophia IGjOOO 

Princess  Sophia  of  Gloucester  7^000 

Queen  Adelaide 100/X)0 

Duchess  of  Kent 30,000 

Prince  Albert 30,000 

King  Leopold,  part  of  which 

is  returned 50/XX> 


'^  N .  B.  The  expense  for  Windsor,  wmd  olte 
royal  palaces  and  parks  wu  to  be  addei  li 

this  sum/' 

He  was  bound,  however,  to  my,  dnl 
King  Leopold  did  not  receive  hu  5O,000L 
a  year.  He  did  not  recehre  one  furthiw 
of  it,  and  he  was  anxious  to  mrnke  dp 
remark,  because  a  contrary  ioii 
existed,  and  he  had  during  the  last 
seen  a  comparison  of  the  king  of  BelnaB 
with  others ;  by  returns  made  on  hia^lk 
Hume's)  motion,  there  could  benoai^ 
take,  and  the  remark  could  only 
been  made  for  the  piirp6se  of  niaJi{^ 
that  illustrious  prince.  In  every  ycnr^  ^ 
to  the  year  1840,  the  returns  showed  dM 
35,000/.  a  year  out  of  the  50,00(ML, 
been  repaid ;  the  remainder  hud 
spent  in  keeping  up  Claremont, 
wages  to  servants,  and  not  one 
had  gone  into  the  pocketi  of  tlie 
The  committee  of  the  Civil  LitI  ~ 
commended  many  reductions,  a 
altogether  to  12,000/.  a  year.  He 
sorry  to  say,  that  the  House  when  it  _ 
that  bill,  and  the  Government  of  llie  4tfh 
thought  fit  to  grant  the  full  ram  vMhraK 
making  these  reductions;  it  vneoan^ 
the  mistakes  of  the  Minjatrr  which  hi  i 
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tupported,  and  he  did  not  fail  to  remind 
them  of  it.  Sappoaing,  howerer,  the 
parent  was  not  able  lo  maintain  the  Prin- 
cess, provision  might  easily  be  made  for 
heroutorihe  savings  ihat  could  be  effected 
in  the  expenditure  of  the  385,000/.  granted 
for  the  Cif  i1  List.  He  told  the  right  bon. 
Baronet  he  nould  not  be  acting  consist- 
ently  with  his  sense  of  duty,  and  he  be- 
lieved the  right  hon.  Baronet  was  anxious 
todotighl,  if  he  persisted  in  this  grant, 
when  the  amount  might  so  easily  be  saved 
by  reductions  elsewhere.  There  were 
eighteen  Lords  and  grooms  in  wailing; 
why  not  reduce  them  to  twelve?  He  was 
afraid  that  some  of  ihem  were  present. 
Again,  the  ladies  and  maids  of  honour 
numbered  twenty-four;  some  might  be 
put  aside  ;  and  by  these  and  other  changes, 
30,000^.  a  year  might  be  easily  saved. 
No  statement  had  been  made  that  it  was 
not  intended  to  pension  the  Princess 
Mary  and  Prince  George  of  Cambridge. 
To  what  degree  were  tliey  lo  descend — 
children,  grand-children,  and  great-grand- 
children, ir  there  were  any  such— did  they 
mean  to  provide  for  all  of  ihem  ?  The 
Houseoiight  to  know  that,  out  of  385,000/. 
appruprialed  Co  the  Civil  List,  there  were 
but  \7r).0Q0l.  spent  in  tradesmen's  bills. 
The  salaries  alone  were  130.000?.  a  year  ; 
the  Civil  List  committee  had  recommended 
a  reduction  of  13,000/.  a  year  in  these, 
and  the  House  of  Commons,  on  behalf  of 
the  people,  ought  to  insist  that  every 
means  should  be  taken  to  reduce  this  ex- 
penditure, and  that  no  further  grant 
should  be  made  at  the  present  moment. 
He  found  that  the  amendment  he  had 
intended  to  move  did  not  fully  expiess 
his  meaning,  and  was  not  sufficiently 
intelligible,  and  he  had  therefore  drawn 
it  up  in  a  diRerent  shape.  He  meant 
to  cast  all  possible  reflection  upon  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  opposite  (Sir  R. 
Peel)  lor  introducing  such  a  motion  at 
such  a  time.  He  was  the  paid  doctor — 
the  responsible  adviser  of  the  Crown,  and 
he  must  excuse  bim  (Mr.  Hume)  if  he  laid 
the  whole  blame  at  his  door.  The  hon. 
Member  concluded  by  moving  as  an 
amendment,  to  leave  out  from  the  word 
"That"  to  the  end  of  the  question,  in 
order  to  add  the  words — 
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"Tlic  ample  allowance  from  the  public  re- 
venue wliieli  bas  been  so  long  enioyeJ  by  Ills 
Koyal  Highness  llie  Duke  of  Camlintl4e, 
should  lime  onabled  liim  lo  make  provision 
for  his  children  ;  and  that  it  is  neither  whe 
vol..  LXIX.     {l^^i 


nor  just,  Mpecially  in  the  present  distressed 
state  of  the  couolry,  nnd  deplorable  destito* 
tion  of  tlie  labouring  classes,  to  propose  any 
grant  for  a  dowery  to  liie  Princess  Augusta 
Caroline  of  Cambridge." 

The  question  having  beeti  put  on  the 
amendment, 

Mr.  Liddell  amidst  general  cries  for  a 
division,  complained  of  the  invidious 
nature  of  the  amendment,  and  of  the  in- 
vidious speech  by  which  it  had  been  in- 
troduced, though  both  were  to  be  er- 
Eecled  from  the  quarter  from  whence  they 
ad  proceeded.  He  had  risen  to  antnrer 
the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Montrose,  because  it  seemed  to  bim  to 
■equire  an  answer.    [Cries  of  "  Divide."^ 


If  the  House  would  not  listen  lo  that 
answer  he  could  not  help  it,  but  he  wouTd 
protest  against  the  amendment  and  against 
the  language  of  the  mover  of  iL  [Otms 
o/"D.wde."] 

Sir  R.  H.  Inglit  expressed  his  regret  at 
detaining  Members  from  a  more  agreeable 
occupation  thon  that  of  listening  to  him. 
The  House  had  exhibited  some  signs  of 
impatience  while  the  hon.  Member  was 
speaking ;  and  the  hon.  Member  must  not 
consider  him  (Sir  R.  Inglia)  uncotirteoni, 
if  he  said  that  he  wished  his  voice  had  not 
been  hcatd  at  all.  He  could  not  hear  the 
speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Montrose, 
even  if  he  had  not  penonally  referred  to 
himself,  without  being  desirous  to  state  hia 
views  on  this  case.  The  hon.  Memb^ 
asked  on  what  pretence  the  House  waa 
called  upon  to  provide  for  Members  of  the 
Royal  family  P  In  the  fint  place,  he  would 
inform  the  hon.  Gentleman,  that  the  return 
for  which  be  bad  moved  would  give  him 
an  answer.  In  the  year  1761,  the  heredi- 
tary revenues  of  the  Cmwn  were  exchanged 
fur  a  fixed  annual  sum.  On  a  calculation 
of  the  receipts  of  seventy-seven  years  from 
the  date  of  the  bar^n,  renewed  as  it  had 
been  subsequently,  it  appeared  that  the  na- 
tion received  from  the  hereditary  revenues 
and  from  taxes  which  were  appropriated 
to  the  Sovereign,  117,000,000/.;  whereas, 
the  allowances  to  the  Royal  family,  in- 
cluding certain  grants  to  make  up  the  de> 
ficiency  on  the  Civil  List,  amoimted  to 
69,000,000/. ;  so  that,  in  pobt  of  fact, 
the  .Sovereign  lost  and  tha  nation  guned 
47,000,000/.  The  Sovereign  lost  616,000/. 
per  annum  during  seventy-seven  years. 
On  the  ground,  then,  that  by  this  bai^n 
iho  Crown  W.t  certain  allowances  which 
would  otherwise  have  te  m  made,  lie  thought 
any  application  made  by  the  Crotvn  (he 
3U 
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need  Bcarceljr  ny  within  icaunable  bounds), 
should  be  entertained  with  the  fullest  and 
most  cheerful  feeling  by  that  House,  when 
called  upon  to  contribute  for  the  main- 
tenance of  the  Roynl  farailj.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Montnge  wa»  wrong  in  logic, 
in  his  historjj  and  in  his  arithmetic — yen, 
even  in  his  arithmetic.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man Mated  that  the  value  of  the  annuity 
proposed  to  be  gtantol  to  Her  Boyal  High' 
nesi  the  Princess  Augusta  of  Cambridge, 
according  to  the  ordinary  calculations  of 
the  duTatian  of  human  life,  would  be  half 
a  million  of  money.  He  should  have  thought 
that  the  hon.  Gentleman  and  his  hon. 
Friend  who  held  the  same  doctrine,  must 
have  hnowR  from  any  actuary  that  this 
was  not  the  case.  Lei  the  question  lie  put 
to  the  commonest  practitioner  as  an  actuary 
—not  one  standing  so  high  as  Mr.  Finlay- 
soD — "  Given  the  age  of  the  young  lady, 
twenty-two,  what  is  the  value  of  an  an- 
nuity of  3,000/.,  contingent  upon  the  sur- 
vivorship, in  the  case  uf  a  prince  of  seventy- 
two  years  of  age?"  {Mj.Huiiie:  But  you 
borrow  the  principal.]  The  bnn<  Gi:ntle- 
man  had  no  more  right  to  assume  that  fact, 
than  he  hod  to  deny  it.  If  the  value  of 
tlie  annuity  wot  one-tenth  prt  of  what  the 
hon.  Gentleman  hod  stated,  he  would  un- 
dertake to  supply  the  difiarence. 

Mr.  F.  Barisg  laid,  the  right  boo.  Gen- 
tleman who  spoke  last  was  not  allogelher 
right,  for  though  it  would  appear  in  that 
return  moved  for  by  him  that  the  Crown 
had  loat  to  much  by  the  bargain,  yet  thers 
wni  on  the  oiber  aids  to  bo  taken  in  ac- 
count many  expeniei  formerly  defrayed 
by  the  Crown,  and  which  now  fell  on  ihe 
country,  and  which  would  materially  di- 
minish that  loss;  but  he  agreed  with  the 
hon.  Gentleman  (hat,  after  the  Crown  had 
given  up  its  hereditary  revenues,  and  the 
means  which  it  formerly  poaiMsed  of  pro- 
viding Tor  the  Royal  Family,  in  order  to 
make  itself  entirely  dependent  upon  the 
people,  the  House  was  bound  always  to 
meet  a  proposition  of  thia  kind  in  a  liberal 
spirit.  His  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Montrose  bad  stated  that  ibe  last  Civil 
List  commtltfc  had  made  certain  recom- 
mendalions  which  were  never  adopted  by 
the  Govenimeot.  llis  bon.  Friend  was 
entirely  mistaken.  Those  reductions  had 
taken  place  in  the  salaries  of  the  olUcers, 
and  the  whole  of  the  recommendelions  of 
that  commillee  were  adojUid.  1'lit:  I 
ricntlcntRM  b)id  confouniled  tlie  ciis 
■lie  Ule  civil  list   conimiltee   with  ilia 


WilliaflB  4(h.  Tboie  recnmiitJil'— 
not  then  adopted  by  iba  OoVMB- 
msnt,  becaDie  it  waa  with  his  Hmi^  • 
matter  of  pcraonal  boDonr,  bia  Mtif^ 
feeling  that  he  had  pledgad  hiaaell  !• 
bia  officer!  that  tbair  lakrtM  aboaU  tarn- 
tioue,  and  to  anabte  him  to  keip  Ihit 
pledge  hia  Majaaty  ncrifieed  m  htm 
turn  which  it  was  propowd  Is  add  fwlf 
to  the  means  of  ealarging  iba  tajll 
bounty,  preferring  to  maintnin  h»  amm 
riews  of  personal  honour  to  potting  mj 
idditional  sum  into  hia  pockoL  Botio  i^ 
lation  to  thii  voto  itaelf,  «u  it  or  Mt 
beyond  the  line  of  graou  tbat  wore  IhAMo 
usual  ?  He  maintained  that  it  «■•  ML 
There  were  casea  of  partiM  in  a  mAt 
relatioQihip  to  the  Crown  who  hai  m- 
ceived  limdar  granta.  Waa  it  wmnn. 
able  ?  It  appeared  to  bioi  that  iho  pnt 
of  3,000/.  a-year  to  the  graDd-dai^hlvW 
a  Sovereign  of  iheae  realma,  opoo  kw 
marriage,  wta  ■  moderate  aod  nuaMHa 
grant.  There  was  only  ooa  point  «■  «IU 
he  looked  for  aome  oKplaoation  baa  ri* 
opposite  aide.  The  right  boo.  OaMliaH 
bad  very  properly  propoaad  Ibat  tb«  fiHl 
ahould  not  come  into  oporatioa  so  laacv 
hia  Royal  Higbnew  iba  Dnkc  oT  Cm- 
bridge  waa  aliva.  Bat  then 
peraon  who  waa  receiviii|  a 
this  country,  tba  Doka  of  H 
Streliii,  wbo  receittd  «  f 
a-year,  and  Iwabould  liu  to  Iti 
the  same  priaciple  waa  to  ba  dirastad^ 
warda  him  u  toward*  the  Daka  oT  T 
bridge,  lit.,  that  thia  new  grant  li 
suspended  till  hia  peoaion  ataocvHiAla 
be  a  burthen  on  the  fiinda  of  tht  o 

Colonel  H'ood  abould  not  hava  ^ 

but  for  the  penonal  alluion  mado  toU^ 
aelf  by  the  bon.  Meoiber  lor  HoaHMb 
who  in  that  reapect  waa  ai^appilj  w^tf 
again,  inaimucn  as  ba  waa  net  io  FMh* 
meat  at  the  time,  and  oofer  aada  dli 
speech  which  tho  bon.  Member  atirihMi 
to  him.  It  waa  not  till  1B07,  ihitii 
eaiered  Parliament,  and  tha  apcacfc  ^ 
made  by  Colonel  Mark  Wood.  Ha  aatfl 
add  that  the  cheerful  aaaent  of  iba  BUM 
to  this  grant  waa  the  only  Bcaaa  k  ttt 
of  expressing  ill  grateful  aroae  of  thoM^ 
duct  and  exampla  of  the  Daka  of  Chp> 
bridge,  more  especially  (or  tha  laaaaMla 
which  he  coniribu:ed  Io  and  prMiditM 
the  meetings  uf  the  charilioo  of  -ttb 
country.  « 

Mr.  6-.  //.  tfcrd.  being  ioltrigplrflf 
cries  of  "  divide,"  and  "  qaeaiiea,'*  al^B 
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be  ro86|  expressed  his  hope  that  these  ob- 
streperous Gentlemen  would  not  compel 
him  to  move,  that  the  ChairmaD  report  pro- 
gress. Was  it  too  much  that  one  of  the  re- 
presentatives of  the  people  should  state  his 
opinion  when  a  claim  was  made  upon  the 
public  purse  ?  The  hon,  and  gallant 
Member  for  Brecon  had  rested  his  appro- 
bation of  the  vote  upon  the  number  of 
charities  to  which  the  Duke  of  Cambridge 
subscribed  ;  but  he  would  ask  whether 
that  ground  had  been  allowed  to  avail  the 
late  Duke  of  Sussex,  than  whom  no  man 
was  more  generous  and  kind-hearted  ? 
The  arrangement  between  the  Crown  and 
the  people  in  the  opening  of  the  reign  of 
George  3rd,  had  been  referred  to,  but  the 
truth  was,  that  the  Crown  had  then  ob- 
tained a  most  excellent  bargain,  consider- 
ing the  burthens  it  was  formerly  called 
upon  to  sustain.  There  was  not  a  Mem- 
ber in  the  House,  who  would  not  be  ready 
in  all  possible  ways  to  consult  the  com- 
fort, and  even  the  splendour  of  the  differ- 
ent branches  of  the  Royal  Family,  but  it 
ought  not  to  be  forgotten,  that  the  Duke 
of  Cambridge  had  long  held  the  profitable 
office  of  Viceroy  of  Hanover,  and  that 
from  his  own  purse  he  must  be  as  well 
able  to  provide  for  his  daughter  in  mar- 
riage as  well  as  any  gentleman  or  noble- 
man of  the  land.  Looking  then  at  the 
state  of  our  finances,  and  at  tlie  miserably 
destitute  condition  of  the  lower  orders,  he 
put  it  to  the  House  whether  it  was  fit 
thus  to  add  to  the  ornaments,  and  what 
he  might  call,  the  tinselly  part  of  the 
trappings  of  royalty. 

Sir  R.  Peel.  I  stated  to  the  House  on 
a  former  occasion,  and  I  beg  now  to  re- 
peat, that  it  was  the  earnest  wish  of  the 
Government,  for  the  sake  of  the  public 
interest,  and  for  the  sake  of  the  royal 
family,  to  make  no  propoaition  with  re- 
spect to  a  provision  for  the  Princess 
Augusta  but  what  should  be  not  merely  in 
conformity  with  precedent,  but  which 
should  be  ratified  by  the  good  sense  and 
general  conviction  of  this  House ;  it  was 
our  desire  to  make  that  provision  which, 
by  the  prevailing  opinion  of  the  House, 
should  be  considered  a  reasonable  and 
just  provision.  The  hon.  Gentleman,  the 
Member  for  Montrose,  has  referred  to  the 
position  of  the  Duke  of  Cambridge,  and 
said,  that  he  ought,  like  any  other  noble- 
man, to  make  provision  for  his  children 
on  their  marriage.  1  must  beg  him  to 
recollect   that  his   Royal    Highness   is  a 


Member  of  the  royal  family,  having  an 
English  dukedom  fixed  in  his  family,  and 
having  merely  an  annuity  to  depend  on 
for  the  maintenance  of  that  dignity  ;  there 
ifs,  therefore,  in  that  respect,  a  material 
difference  between  the  position  of  his 
Royal  Highness,  and  those  who  have  per- 
manent sources  of  income  to  support  the 
rank  they  hold  in  the  country.  No 
doubt  the  amount  received  by  his  Royal 
Highness  is  large^but  are  hon.  Gentlemen 
aware  of  the  demands  upon  it?  I  am 
satisfied,  if  they  bear  in  mind,  what  it  is 
greatly  for  the  public  advantage  should 
be  the  case— if  they  bear  in  mind  the 
generous  devotion  of  the  time  of  the  royal 
family  to  the  promotion  of  public  objects, 
and  the  demands  which  are  made  on 
those  funds  which  the  liberality  of  Par- 
liament has  given  them  for  the  promo- 
tion of  charitable  objects,  they  will  rea- 
dily believe,  that  although  nominally  the 
amount  of  their  income  is  large,  it  is  sub- 
ject to  very  great  deductions,  that  is  a 
marked  distinction  between  the  case  of  a 
royal  Duke,  with  a  dukedom  transmitted 
to  his  family,  and  that  of  others  in  a  posi- 
tion of  society  nearly  corresponding,  but 
not  so  exalted,  who  have  the  good  fortune 
to  possess  permanent  means  not  only  of 
supporting  their  rank,  but  also  of  pro- 
viding for  their  families.  It  is  a  most 
important  consideration,  whether  we  are 
extending  in  this  case  the  principle  which 
has  heretofore  been  acted  upon.  More 
than  one  hon.  Gentleman  has  asked— '*  Is 
this  the  principle  which  you  mean  to  ex« 
tend  to  all  the  branches  of  the  royal 
family  ?  The  royal  family  has  numerous 
connexions,  and  do  you  moan  by  this  pre- 
cedent to  establish  a  rule  to  be  applied  to 
all  the  connexions  of  the  royal  family  ?** 
My  answer  to  that  question  is  this — we 
are  now  providing  for  the  case  of  a  royal 
princess,  who  is  the  granddaughter  of  one 
Sovereign,  the  niece  of  two,  and  first 
cousin  of  the  reigning  Sovereign,  and  we 
propose  for  her  an  annuity  of  3,000^,  to 
take  effect  on  the  death  of  her  father,  the 
Duke  of  Cambridge.  The  case,  there- 
fore, is  really  a  peculiar  one,  so  far  as  con- 
nexion with  the  royal  family  is  con- 
cerned; and  I  beg  the  House  to  bear 
in  mind,  that  I  propose,  that  the  an- 
nual provision  of  3,000/.  should  be  for 
the  life  of  her  Royal  Highness,  and  that 
the  bill  will  not  include  any  provision  by 
which  it  shall  be  continued  to  herdescen- 
dantf:.  1  think,  therefore,  it  is  quite  clear, 
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that  in  thU  case  the  rule  is  not  carried  in 
the  slightest  degree  beyond  the  principle 
which  1  believe  has  been  applied  in  former 
cases,  and  that  you  are  not  therefore  es- 
tablishing any  new  precedent  which  can 
by  possibility  be  applied  to  remoter  con- 
nexions of  the  Sovereign.  The  very  fact, 
that  the  provision  is  made  for  the  life  of 
the  Princess  Augusta  is  strong  proof,  that 
there  is  no  intention  to  establish  such  a 
precedent.  Sir,  although  I  feel  that  the 
House  will  not  ask  me  to  enter  into  mi- 
nute details,  this  is  a  case  on  which  the 
Government  were  bound  to  take  into  con- 
sideration both  the  position  of  the  So- 
vereign, and  the  peculiar  circumstances 
of  the  royal  family.  The  Qovernment 
have  thought  themselves  entitled  to  take 
these  matters  into  consideration,  they  have 
made  such  inquiries  as  they  felt  bound  to 
make,  and  after  those  inquiries  they  have 
come  to  the  conclusion,  that  this  provision 
is  not  more  than  is  required,  and  it  is  one 
which  appears  to  them  just  and  moderate 
in  itself.  The  hon.  Gentleman,  the  Mem- 
ber for  Montrose,  began  his  speech,  by 
saying,— 

^*  I  will  refer  to  preceding  precedents,  and 
I  will  ask  whether  you  have  any  authority 
fiom  these  preceding  precedents  to  make  this 
grant  ?" 

I  was  very  glad  to  hear  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman make  that  appeal,  for  if  he  does 
attach  weight  to  precedent  he  will  be 
bound  to  give  his  vote  in  favour  of  my 
motion.  I  will  first  take  the  princesses  of 
the  royal  family,  daughters  of  George  did, 
the  Duchess  of  Gloucester,  and  Princess 
Sophia  ;  in  each  of  those  cases  the  provi- 
sion was  16,000Z.  per  annum ;  and  in  the 
case  of  a  princess  more  remotely  allied 
to  that  Sovereign  than  the  Princess  Au- 
gusta, Princess  Sophia  of  Gloucester,  the 
provision  was  7,000/.  In  this  instance 
the  provision  is  only  3,000/.  With  respect 
to  the  pension  of  *2,000/.  enjoyed  by  the 
Duke  of  Mecklenburgh,  I  beliovo  it  was 
granted  to  him  in  consequence  of  events 
arising  out  of  the  French  Revolution, 
when  he  was  compelled  to  quit  his  own 
territories,  and  if  the  position  of  thai 
family  h:id  been  such  as  to  dispense  with 
the  necessity  of  the  provision,  I  should 
hnv  ;  thought  it  my  duty  to  take  it  into 
consideration  on  the  present  occasion  ;  but 
after  the  inquiries  we  instituted  on  that 
head,  1  must  say  I  did  not  consider  the 
position  of  that  family  such  as  to  dispense 
with   the  allowance.     Mr.    Fox,   in    the 


speech  to  which  the  hon.  Oeotlmti 
referred,  founded  hit  vole  in  favo«r  «f 
provision  for  the  roytl  familj  on  Ih||i 
constitutional  ground ;  he  Mid^ — 

''  It  was  always  the  policy  of  the  coaoUj  !• 
make  suitable  proTision  for  the  di~ 
branches  of  ihe  royal  family ;  it  rendered 
independent  of  Ministers,  aod  bouad 
by  interest  and  sentiment  to  appredalc  Iht 
constitution  under  which  they  enjoyed  nek 
permanent  and  solid  advantages.  On  (he 
other  hand,  the  royal  family,  in  narro' 
dependent  circumstances,  were  eompelled 
look  up  to  the  Throne  for  protection  and 
port,  and  from  the  nature  of  that  support,  thif 
were  liable  to  become  instruments  of  iht 
Crown  in  forging  chains  for  the  people." 

I  hope  the  House  will  bear  io  hiomI  dw 
position  of  the  law  at  the  preieni 
compared  with  that  of  former  ~ 
with  reference  to  the  means  of  pmvidiH 
for  members  of  the  Royal  Faoiily.  h 
may  have  been  perfectly  right  to 
restrictions  on  the  Crown^  with  respe 
the  granting  of  pensiont,  but  wheo 
judge  of  the  reason ableuen  of  this 
vision,  it  is  not  right  that  yoa  shoaid 
elude  altogether  a  contrati  between  Iht 
limited  power  of  the  Crown  now,  and 
which  preceding:  Sovereigni 
I  am  not  impeaching  the  policy  wUeh  »• 
stricted  the  power  of  the  Crown»  bnt  iket 
very  restriction  may  make  it  ncoeisarj  Ihr 
the  Crown  to  apply  to  Parliament  in 
where,  had  the  power  previooaly 
sessed  still  existed,  no  such  ap|dii 
would  have  been  made.  Up  to  n 
recent  periodi  there  was  a  very  large 
sion  list  voted  both  in  this  country  anii  fci 
Ireland.  In  this  country  it  amoimnd  al 
one  time  to  140,000/.  per  annum,  and  the 
provision  of  law  was  that  in  case  penai 
fell  in,  the  Crown  had  the  powerof  _ 
ing  new  pensions,  provided  they  did 
exceed  90,000/,  a-jear.  The 
therefore,  had  previously  ihe 
granting  pensions — in  case  pen 
merly  granted  fell  in — to  the  extent 
least  between  4,000  and  5,000£.  per 
num.  So  with  respect  to  Ireland;  I 
the  pension-list  amounted  to  a  verr 
derable  sum,  and  the  same  power 
of  keeping  up  the  pension  list  to  a 
amount.  The  Crown,  then,  hnd 
power  of  granting  pensions  at  ite 
tion  to  an  amount  not  less  than 
6,000/.  and  7,000/.  a-year.  Bnt 
ment  interfered.  Parliament  iro 
strictions  on  the  Crown,  and 'the 
power  the   Crown   now  poaMaaea  iili 
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grant  annually  1,300/.  Even  over  (hat 
sum  the  Crown  has  not  absolute  discre- 
tion; it  muit  be  appropriated  to  the  re- 
ward of  eiihcr  perBonal  service  to  the 
Crown,  public  service  rendered  to  the 
country,  or  eminent  literary  or  scientific 
merit.  J  believe  that  the  Crown  in  the 
case  of  every  pension  granted  out  of  that 
limited  sum  of  l,10QL  has  most  faithfully, 
not  literally  and  technically,  but  in  the 
true  spirit  and  intention  of  Parliament 
adhered  to  the  obli|ationg  imposed  by  the 
Legislature.  The  whole  sum — 1  repeat  it 
— over  which  the  Crown  has  any  contra! 
is  1,200/.,  which  is  solely  applicable  to 
the  reward  of  public  service  and  the  en- 
couragement of  literary  exertion.  Under 
all  these  circumstances,  therefore,  the 
Crown  having  parted  with  its  hereditary 
revenues,  and  not  having  the  power  it 
formerly  had  of  making  permanent  pro- 
vision for  (he  members  of  the  Royal 
Family  out  of  those  revenues,  I  cannot 
think  [hat  the  House  will  be  reluctant  to 
affirm  the  proposal  I  have  made.  What- 
ever is  an  act  of  favour  propicrly  belongs 
to  the  Crown,  whatever  is  objectionable 
ought  to  dflvolve  upon  the  Minister,  and 
I  venture  (o  assert,  if  I  had  informed  her 
Majesty  that  the  value  of  this  annuity, 
granted  to  (he  Princess  Augusta  was 
500,000/.,  I  am  perfecdy  certain  her 
Majes(y  would  have  rejected  the  praposi- 
tion.  Even  ifl  bad  supported  myself  on 
the  great  arithmetical  authority  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Montrose,  I  doubt  whe- 
ther her  Majesty  would  have  credited  it. 
And  if  any  rumouni  should  reach  to  a 
certain  quarter  that  this  annuity  of  3,000/. 
is  equivalent  to  a  grant  of  500,000/.,  I 
should  be  obliged  to  correct  the  erroneous 
impression  which  the  authority  of  the  hon. 
Genttenian  might  create,  by  stating  that 
he  had  only  multiplied  by  15  the  real 
value  of  the  sum.  I  shall  not  quarrel 
with  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  has,  with 
bis  accustomed  good  humour  used  expres- 
sions with  regard  to  me  which,  although 
somewhat  harsh,  it  i*  the  duty  of  u  Min- 
ister to  bear  as  part  of  his  public  duty, 
and  with  what  equanimity  he  can.  I  shall 
leave  the  vote  to  the  decision  of  the 
House,  earnestly  hoping  (without  entering 
into  the  details  to  which  I  am  sure  the 
House  will  not  invite  me)  that  I  have 
proved  tbet  her  Majesty's  Government 
have  not  made  this  proposition  without 
t  ose  inquiries  which  it  was  their  duty  to 
make — that  cousideriDg  the  peculiar  posi- 


>n  of  her  Royal  Highness,  and  her  close 
innection  with  the  Throne,  we  are  not 
tablishing  an  inconvenient  precedent — 
id,  although    the  circumstances  of  the 
luntry  are  such  as  to  make  hon.  Mem- 
bers jealous  of  any  grant  not  contistent 
with   moderation  and  reason,  yet  1  trust 
It  jealous  of  the  interests  of  (heir 
enls  may  grant    to   the  Princess 
Augusta,  dependent  on  the  death  of  her 
father,  an  annual  provision  of  3,000^. 
The  House  divided   on  the   question, 
at  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out 
stand  part  of  the  question: — Ayes  223; 
Noes  57:  Majority  ]ti6.    ' 
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Shirley,  K.  J. 
Smith,  A. 

Smith,  rt.hn.T.  B.C. 
Smyth,  Sir  IL 
Smollett,  A. 
Somerset,  Lord  G. 
Sotheron,T.  H.  S. 
Stanley,  Lord 
Stanley,  E. 
Stewart,  J . 
Stuart,  W.  V. 
Stuart,  IL 
Sutton,  hon.  Ut  M. 
Taylor,  T.  K. 
Thesiger,  F. 
Tollemache,  J. 
Towneley,  J. 
Trench,  Sir  F.  W. 
Trevor,  hon.  (i.  R. 
Trollop€,SirJ. 
Tumor,  C. 
Vane,  Lord  11. 
Veriier,  Col. 
Vernon,  G.  H. 
Vesey,  hon.  T. 
Vivian,  J.  K. 
Waddington,  H.  S. 
Wall,C.  B. 
Wtlby,  G.  E. 
Wemyss,  Capt 
Winnington,  SirT.  E. 
Wood,  Col. 
Wood,  Col.  T. 
Worsley,  Lord 
Wortley,  hon.  J.  8. 
Wortley,  hon.  J.  S. 
Wynn,  rt.hn.C.W.W, 
Yuung,  J. 

Tri.irR«*. 
Frcemantle,  Sir  T. 
Baring,  H. 

the  Noes. 
Aldaxn,  W. 


Barnard,  E.  O. 
Berkeley,  hon.  G.  F. 
Berkeley,  hon.  C. 
Blewitt,  R.  J. 
Bowes,  J. 
Bowring,  Dr. 
Brockleburst,  J. 
Busfeild,  W. 
Cobdeu,  R. 
Collett,  J. 
Corbally,  M.  E. 
Crawford,  W.  S. 
Dennistoun,  J. 
Duke,  Sir  J. 
Duncan,  G. 
Duncombe,  T. 
Dundai,  Adm. 
EUice,  E. 
Evans,  W. 
Ewart,  W. 
Field  en,  J. 
Ferguson,  Col. 
Forster,  M. 
Gill,  T. 
Ileathcotey  J. 
Hutt,  W. 
Langton,  J.  H. 
Leader,  J.  T. 
MTaggait,  Sir  J. 


MmlttMy  H. 
Martio,  J. 


Morris,  D. 
Mmitx,  G.  F. 
Marphy,  F.  S. 
Ogle,  S.  C.  U. 
PhiUpotts,  J. 
Plumndg*,  Capi. 
Pubfbid^R. 
Redinglon,  T.  N. 
Roche,  Sb  D. 
Roebuck,  J.  A. 
ScholefleM,  J. 
ScoityR. 

SUntfieM.  W.  R.  C 
StricUaiid,  Sir  O. 
Stratt,B. 
Taocred,  H.  W. 
Thomely,  T. 
Trelawney,  J.  S. 
Villien,  Imni.  C. 
WaUey,  T. 
Warn,  J.  T. 
WilluM,  W. 
Wood,  B. 


Hume,  J. 
Ward,  J. 


H« 


Main  questioD  agreed  Co. 
Resolution  to  be  reported.    , 

CoRONCEs.]    Lord  IVortlejf  MOv«d 
second  reading  of  the  Corontrs  BilL 

Mr.  Barneby  opposed  the  bill,  at 
ing  a  tendeocy  to  increase  thaooooty 
which  were  already  very  ooerow. 
moved  that  tlie  bill  be  read  a  aecond 
thct  day  six  months. 

Lord  IFors^  had  purpoaely 
in  the  absence  of  the  noble  Loffd, 
Member  for  South  Lancaahire  (Lord  F* 
Egerton,  from  entering  into  a  dii 
at  this  stage  of  the  bill ;  at  the  m\ 
he  had  not  oflfered  any  oppoaiiioa  to 
hon.  Gentleman  stating  his  nhjnclioMt 
and  having  done  so,  ha  hoped  dm 
Gentleman  would  allow  the  bill  lo 
the  second  reading. 

The  Attomey-geMend  conaiderad 
hill  a  great  improvenwni  of  Um 
law,  and  he  hoped  it  woakl  ba  albWd  |i 
be  read  a  second  time. 

Sir  James  Graham  had  tftead  om 
part  of  the  Government  noi  to 
second  reading  of  the  bill,  but  Ut 
served  to  himself  the  power  to 
provisions,  especially  in 
increased  allowance  to  tha 
other  officers.    On  the  whole,  ho 


a 


useful  amendments  might  ho  ioUodoiMl 
as  to  the  jarisdiction  m  iho  GonMi%| 
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the  bill  were  allowed  to  go  into  com 
niitiee. 

Mr.  Banehj  withdrew  bis  amendment. 

Bill  read  a  second  time. 

Housa  ftdjourned  st  half-past  eight 
o'clock. 
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HOUSE   OP    LORDS, 
Thunday,  June  15,  1843. 


3*  ml  pMd !— M«ri|ii>»  a<  Abwnni't  EWWe  1  Blnnliig- 
hun  and  GkuKcaui  Rallmyi  !iiIloi«l<  Hubourt  Edin- 
huTi^h  ud  ni^ii»  UdIoi  CboL 
FETiTimn  PuiiimD.  By  vimint  LaRoB,  fina  Dub- 
lu,  i^vt  R(iihL  — rnm  HixUcnScld  ud  Lcrton. 
In  faiour  of  Uiunli  EUmioa. — Pmn  ProUitiiiit  So- 
cwlr  U  OuMid,  Tot  Inquiry  IdId  tin  Q«Bl'l  I'TiwIl — 
Flam  LIUonD,  «(Miaa  iba  biih  PoocLaw. 

ARCiiDEAConaY  ofAruaou.]  Lord 
AlonteagU,  in  moving  for, 

"A  copy  of  the  iosinimeiit  appointing  the 
[iresent  Archdeacon  of  Armagh;  and  a  copy 
of  any  orders  or  acts  of  privy  council  in  Ire- 
land, for  disaniliDg  the  parishes  farmios  the 
archdeaconry  of  Armagh ;  alio  copies  of  any 
memorials  or  letters  which  may  bare  been  aa- 
dreued  to  llie  Irish  govemroent  on  the  sub- 
ject of  the  scTcrance  of  tbe  union  of  parishes 
forming  ilie  archdeaconry  of  Armagh,  and  of 
the  answers  thereto;  and  also  return  of  any 
union  of  parishes  in  Ireland  dinniled  under 
;ird  and  4lh  Will,  4,  c.  37,  ».  124." 

said,  that  the  question  which  he  meaDt  to 
submit  inroWed  a  la^  and  important 
principle — no  lesa  than  the  rule  by  which 
Governmenl  meant  to  dispense  Church 
patronage  in  Ireland.  No  question  rela- 
lire  to  Ireland  bad  been  more  diacussed  in 
Parliament  than  the  Union  of  See*.  In 
early  times,  when  the  Church  was  go- 
verned more  on  a  secular  than  on  an 
ecclesiastical  principle,  the  untofi  of  large 
masses  of  church  benefices  was  much  more 
frequent  than  could  now  be  attempted. 
So  long  ago  as  the  time  of  Bishop  Bedell 
a  desire  was  manifested  to  abolish  plurali- 
ties.    That  right  re*ereDd  person  said, 

"  II  is  necessary  to  diminish  plaralities,  as 
far  as  it  can  be  done,  in  the  Irish  Church.  I 
lind  caysclf,  howerer,  reproring  pluralities  in 
others,  whilst  I  continue  to  be  a  pluralist  my- 
self. I  object  to  a  clergyman  who  holds  two 
bcuelices,  but  do  I  not,  at  the  saae  time  pos- 
sess 3  second  bishopric  mjselfT" 


He  resigned  his  second  iKshoprie,  be- 
cause be  considered  the  retention  of  it  to 
be  inconsiiteot  with  hii  principles,  and 
impolitic  as  it  regarded  the  iuteretta  of 
the  Church,  Sir  J.  Newport  said,  April 
14,  1625, 

"The  Primate  of  Ireland  had  slated,  in 
papers  laid  before  the  House,  that  the  union 
of  parishes  might  tank  smongst  the  greatest 
detects  of  the  system  by  which  it  was  go- 


"  With  respect  to  pluralities,  the  subject  has 
not  escaped  the  Primate  of  Ireland,  who  fully 
felt  the  inconvenience  of  pluralities  in  every 
instance,  and  he  laid  down  a  rule  that  when 
the  union  .was  dissoluble,  the  occapant  was 
not  allowed  to  take  any  other," 

Sir  Jolin  Newport  moved  a  resolution 
on  March  4,  1 830,  to  the  effect, 

"PlnraUties  and  unioas  had  been  intro- 
duced, to  the  great  injury  of  the  most  desetT< 
ing," 

Lord  F.  L.  Gower,  moved  aa  an  amend- 
ment, 

"  For  a  commission  to  inquire  into  the  slate 
of  parochial  benefices,  with  the  view  to  ascer- 
tain how  far  tlie  the  same  consiat  of  separate 
or  united  parishes,  and  to  report,  in  case  of 
unions,  on  the  possibility  or  fitness  ot  dissolTa 
ing  sach  unions  at  any  future  time," 

Tlie  comminioD  was  then  appointed 

"To  report  in  the  case  of  imions  the  au- 
thority under  which  they  have  been  effected, 
the  stale  thereof,  and  the  possibility  ot  Btoess 
of  dissolviog  such  nniotis. 

And  their  report  refers  to  5th  Geo.  4th, 
c  80,  for  diocoie  of  Down  and  Connor, 
and  states  that, 

"  Following  this  precedent,  we  have  accord- 
ingly, in  the  like  cases  which  have  come  under 
our  observation,  recommended  a  rimitat  dis- 
appropriation, which  appears  to  us  to  have 
ibe  twofold  recommendation  of  providine  for 
the  officiating  and  laborious  clergy  and  doing 
away  with  sinecure  benefices,  lliis  should  be 
done  even  where  there  is  do  church  in  the 
separate  dioceses,  and  temporary  provision 
made  for  divine  worship.  Of  tlO  unions  in 
Armagh,  sixty-one  recommended  to  be  dis- 

In  July  1832,  Mr.  Goulbnra  aaid, 
"  The  report  states  that  the  want  of  sufB- 
cient  income  to  maintain  the  clergymen  upon 
some  livings  was  caused  by  the  vicarial  an<t 
rectorial  tithes  being  appropriated  to  different 
incnmbeoti,  aud  they  recommended  the  dis- 
approprialion  of  ludi  titbaa,  with  the  lw»A>U 
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object  of  making  n  better  provision  fur  ilie 
resident  clergy  and  doing  away  the  sinecures 
of  llioits  wbo  were  not  resident.  Livings 
produced  Oil.,  90/.,  100/.  ;  rectorial  tithc«, 
l,600f.  a-year;  Down  parisli,  1,300/.  U  was 
distinctly  rccoromendea  that  at  the  next  avoid- 
ance of  the  deanery  each  carale  should  become 

Mr.  Stanley  then  pledged  himself  to  a 
bill  in  the  following  Session.  Accord- 
ingly, on  February  22,  1833,  Mr.  Goul- 
burn  asked  Mr.  Stanley, 

"  Whether  it  was  his  intention  to  give  ef- 
fect to  the  recoDimcndalion  of  the  commis- 
sioners respect ing  the  deaneries  of  Down 
and  Raphoe,  and  when  a  bill  would  be  intro- 

Mr.  Stanley  staled, 

"  That  a  measure  would  be  brought  forward, 
the  delay  bciug  from  an  expectation  that  a 
clause  might  be  introduced  into  the  Church 
Temporalities  Act." 

Ultimately  the  3d  and  4th  Will.  4th,  c. 
37  was  agreed  to.     It  recited: — 

Sec.  134.  And  whereas  several  parishes,  or 
the  tithes  and  glebes  tliereof,  are  appropriated 
or  united  to  certain  archbishoprics,  bishoprics, 
deaneries,  and  archdeaconries,  and  it  is  cxpc- 
diuiii  that  the  same  should  bo  disappropriated, 
disunited,  and  divested  out  of  such  archbishop- 
rics, bishoprics,  archdeaconries,  &c. ;  and 
vested  in  the  respective  vicars  or  curates  dis- 
chargiog  the  duties  of  the  several  parishes, 
&c.  &c.  lie  it  enacted,  that  il  shall  and  may 
lie  lawful  for  the  Lord-liculciianI  and  his  Ma- 
Jesly's  council,  iti  tlie  case  of  Ihc  deaneries  of 
Down  and  Raphoe,  when  they  shall  think  fil, 
anil  in  tlie  case  of  any  archbishopric,  S(c.,  by 
nnd  with  the  consent  of  such  archbishop,  &c., 
(ir  whensoever  such  archbishopric,  bishopric, 
deanery,  or  archdeaconry,  shall  become  vacaui, 
lo  dis:ippropriate  any  rectory,  vicarage,  tithes, 
&c.,  from  sucli  archbishopric.  Sec.,  so  tiiat  tlic 
vicarage  or  (lerpclual  curacy  shall  form  a  se- 
parate parish.  I'roviso  where  the  vicarage, 
&c.,  has  lH!cn  alrcudy  augmented." 

In  1834,  a  vacancy  occurred  in  the 
Deanery  of  Down,  when  Mr.  Coulburn 
asked, 

"  Wliclher  any  order  in  council  had  issued 
for  divestini;  the  present  Dean  of  Down  and 
ita|>lioc  of  tlie  tithes  wliich  belong  lo  those 
deaneries." 

Mr.  Liukton  replied, 

"  1  believe  no  order  has  as  yet  been  issued  ; 
the  wiiule  matter  is  still  ni  train." 

Then,  on  March  II,1H3-1,  Mr.  Oaul- 
buiti  moved, 

"An  address  lr>  the  Crown,  to  carry  into 
elfect  llie  reconiuiundalioii  of  the  coniinisson  in 
ivspect  ofttiu  Duancry  of  Down  aud  Itaplioe." 


"  I  am  called  on  by  the  duly  I  awe  to  Itc 
Established  Church  and  lo  ny  own 
not  to  shrink  from  this  queiuoii,  gmwg  to 
eleven  separate  paiishe*  adeqnalelj  pud  mL 
dent  incnmbent^,  instead  of  suflering  tbw  to 


enDK  tbctoto 
cceMtotinl 


in,  as  at  present,  united  for 
butimper'  ' 
of  souls, 
lington  was  Fir«t  Minister,  it  was 
the  Government  of  that  day  iw  k 
the  question  of  these  uoioni  lo  fac'tlecidad  tf 
the  separate  merits  of  each,  lo  be  proridad  Mr 
by  a  separate  bill,  but  to  take  a  Kenan]  wm 
of  the  whole  question ;  and  for  thai  porpoN  ■ 
commission  was  appointed  coDuatiiif  of  a 
number  of  prelates  and  the  fir«t  legalMUto' 
rities.  In  their  report  the  conmiHiaMn 
went  into  a  general  review  of  the  evib  wtiA 
arose  from  the  establishment  of  the  aniaaa  af 
parishes  in  Ireland,  and  they  lunMled  a 
mode  by  which  they  thooghl  those  cnli  toi^ 
be,  if  not  altogether  averted,  u  least  in  a  KubI 
measure  alleviated.  I  never  CBtertainca  im 
least  doubt  that  the  Kin^s  Goraramea^  af 
whosoever  it  might  be  coupoud,  would  led 
an  anxiety  to  give  immediate  eflecl  to  iba  w- 
commeodaLoD  it  contained,  and  I  did  aat 
suppose  the  new  dean  accqiied  bi*  appnial 
ment  on  any  other  terms  or  cooditkms  Am 
those  of  adopting  the  reconmeodatioD  of  Ika 
teiiort,  and  till  that  recommendation  coold  bl 
carried  inio  effect,  of  voluntarily  acting  cm  ill 
suggestions.  More  than  nine  monllii  kaat 
passed  since  the  passing  of  the  act  whick  pirt 
it  in  the  power  of  Minislera  to  [Ml  in  uu  at 
once  lo  the  correction  of  the  abuaei  ia  Ita 
Church.  In  one  of  the  parishes,  tbeia  ii  a 
growing  town,  with  a  consideraUa  PigMMM 
population — Strangfurd.  I  say,  that  mrtij 
day  during  which  there  has  Iiecn  %  debj  ■ 
providing  fur  ilie  luinislera  of  thoaa  ai  imJ 
parishes,  ihe  adcriuate  income  to  enaUe  ihiH 
to  discharge  the  duty  they  owe  their  paiiifc 
loners  of  being  resident  among  IliCB,  a*W* 
day's  deluy  is  of  serious  injury  lo  tbe  ramm  m 
the'  I'roiestant  Church  in  that  part  af  tm 
country,  and  lo  the  cause  of  the  PimmMA 
Church  generally." 

Bearing  in  mind  the  principlesbereUl 
down,  It  was  inconceivable  that  tbe  G^ 
vernmcnt  should  have  departed  (roai  ikam 
in  the  present  case.  A  vacancy  «M 
crealcd,  not  by  the  death  of  tbe  pwtj,  hM 
by  the  act  of  the  GovcrnmeiA  in  tba  |Mi> 
motion  of  ibc  Archdeacon  of  AraMfB  !• 
the  bishopiic  of  Meath.  In  place  of  A* 
viding  the  livings  cooieqiieat  oa  ttM 
change,  both  bad  been  given  to  oaa  fiB> 
lleman.  It  might  be  said  that  dM  MB 
parishes  were  unimportant, 
were  few  Protestants,  and  that  ti 
wM  to  small  10  be  below  the  ■ 
of  a  cle^man,    Tbe  FkU  i 
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opposed  to  the  hypothesis  suggested.  The 
two  parishes  he  alluded  to  were  Currental 
and  Aghaloo.  The  following  was  an  ac- 
count of  their  dimensions,  population,  and 
the  tithes  which  belonged  to  them. 


Dimemions  :--CuiTental 
Aghaloo 

The  whole  unkm 
Towns  ^-Currental— 'Aughadoy 
Aghaloo — Caledon 

11,500  acres  in  the  union. 

Currental. 

Population: •"Established  Church    .    .  1,492 

Roman  Catholic     .    .    .  1,947 

Presbyterian       ....  3,314 

other  Sects 24 

5,753 


ii  Irish  miles  by  3^ 
5i  „  4i 

9  »,  H 

.  1,672  inhabitants 

.      857 


>» 


Aghaloo. 

.  2,831 

.  3,491 

.  4,265 

58 


10,645 


Churches,  in  both  parishes,  five  miles  apart. 


Income :— Currental^Tithes 

Glebe 
AghaIoo->Tithes  • 


£398 
786 
609 


526  acres. 


Net 


Curate  of  Aghaloo 


£1,793 
.     •     .    •  £1,642 
£50  by  Archdeaooo 
15      Glebe 
35      Fnnn  first  fruits. 

£100 

He  should  only  state  in  addition,  from 
the  ecclesiastical  report  on  the  Archdea- 
conry of  Armagh. 

*^  1 .  The  dissolution  of  the  union  of  Cur- 
rental and  Aghaloo  is  practicable.  2.  The 
great  extent  of  the  parishes,  as  well  as  the 
sufficiency  of  each  to  support  an  incumbent, 
renders  a  dirssolution  of  the  archdeaconry  fit  and 
desirable.  3.  A  total  dissolution  is  recom- 
mended,each  parish  forming  a  separate  benefice. 
The  disunion  to  take  place  on  the  next  avoid- 
ance of  the  archdeaconry.  4.  The  perpetual 
curare  of  Aghaloo  to  become  rector  of  the 
parish,  and  to  be  endowed  with  the  tithe 
thereof." 

He  thought  it  would  be  a  much  better 
provision  to  divide  these  parishes,  so  that 
one  clergyman  should  get  500/.,  and  an- 
other 500/.,  instead  of  the  arrangement 
by  which  the  Archdeacon  of  Armagh  re- 
ceived 900/.,  and  left  a  large  parish  to  a 
curacy  of  100/.  a-year.  They  were  led 
to  expect  nothing  but  the  roost  uncom- 
promising discharge  of  duty  by  the  pre- 
sent Government,  according  to  the  prin- 
ciplcs  laid  down  in  the  report  of  the 
commissioners.  He  had  no  personal  in^ 
terest  in  this  subject,  as  he  was  unknown 
to  the  parties;  but  he  could  not  help 
thinking  that  this  patronage  was  bestowed 
without  the  cognisance  of  the  Government 
here. 

The  Duke  of  Wellington :  in  the  few 
observations  which  he  should  address  to 
their  Lordships,  would  advert,  in  the  first 
place,  to  the  observations  made  in  the  lat- 


ter part  of  the  noble  Lord's  speech.  It  was 
perfectly  true  that  he  had  no  knowledge, 
and  he  believed  the  Government  here  had 
no  knowledge,  of  any  arrangement  of  this 
kind  having  been  made;  and  he  could  also 
state  that  when  the  commission  was  ori- 
ginally issued,  it  was  the  decided  intention 
of  those  who  suggested   it  to  carry   its 
recommendations   ii^o  execution.      The 
noble  Lord  seemed  to  think  that  there  was 
something  suspicious  in  this  case.  Nothing 
of  the  kind.   The  individual  who  had  been 
appointed    archdeacon   of   Armagh    was 
known  to  the  public  and  the  Church  only 
by  his  merits  as  a  parochial  clergyman, 
and  for  his  standing  in  the  university  of 
Dublin.    But  he  was  known  on  no  other 
ground  whatever.      He   was    connected 
with  no  influential  family  in  Ireland.    He 
was  Rector  of  Inniscorthy,  in  the  county 
of  Wexford,  when  this  vacancy  occurred, 
and  it  being  considered  important  that  a 
man  of  merit  should  fill  it,  this  individual 
was  selected,  for  no  reason  whatever  ex- 
cept on  the  score  of  his  qualifications. 
The  noble  Lord  seemed  to  think  that  an 
archdeaconry  in  Ireland  was  not  so  im- 
portant an  office  as  in  this  country.  He  had 
reason  to  believe  that  the  Archdeacon  was 
a  most  important  officer  in  the  Administra- 
tion of  the  duties  of  this  particular  diocese 
of  Armagh.  We  had  had  some  discussions 
lately  on  the  subject  of  the  Church  of  this 
country,  and   had  seen  the  importance 
attached  to  the  duties  of  archdeacon.   He 
could  not  admit,  therefore,  th&t  it  was 
unnecessary  that  there  should  be  in  this 
important  diocese  a  clergyman  to  fill  this 
office  who  was  distinguished  for  his  coo* 
duct  and  learning.     He  would  tell  their 
Lordships  what  the  difference  was  between 
the  present  case  and  that  of  the  deanerj 
of  Down.     The  dean  of  Down  was  ap- 
pointed a  very  short  time  after  the  recep- 
tion of  the  report  of  the  Irish  ecclesiastical 
commissioners.     He  was  not  a  clergyman 
taken  from  a  parish  in  another  part  of  the 
country  solely  on  account  of  his  merits  as 
a  clergyman.    He  was  the  son — he  did 
not  mean  to  say  anything  against  him  in 
any  way  whatever— but  he  was  the  son  of 
the  Lord  Chancellor  of  Ireland,  a  person, 
by-the-by,  who  could  not  be  expected  to 
have  been  ignorant  of  the  report  of  the 
commission ;  but,  on  the  day  when  it  was 
made,  the  hon.  and  rev.  gentleman  was 
appointed  to  the  deanery  of  Down,  and 
no  arrangements  were  made  for  the  sever- 
ance of  the  united  parishes  in  the  deeaery 
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The  case  of  Down  was  a  mere  political 
arrangement ;  the  other  related  to  a  highly 
respectable,  but  an  obscure  man  — he 
meant  obscure  io  point  of  family  and  con- 
nection. Two  such  appointments  could 
not  be  put  upon  the  same  footing*  The 
noble  Lord  opposite  had  adverted  with 
approbation  to  the  conduct  of  the  reverend 
head  of  the  Irish  Church,  and  had  stated 
that  if  a  vacancy  had  occurred  by  death, 
that  that  reverend  person  would  have  ap- 
pointed a  fitting  individual  to  supply  the 
vacancy,  and  would  have  urged  the  sever- 
ance of  the  parishes,  and  that  if  he  had 
to  make  arrangements  for  filling  the  arch- 
deaconry in  his  diocese,  he  would  have 
made  such  arrangements  as  would  be  most 
for  the  interest  of  the  Church,  and,  there- 
fore, most  for  his  own  honour*  The  Lord 
Primate  had  represented  the  expediency 
of  making  a  severance  of  the  union,  but 
after  the  choice  had  been  made  of  the 
person  to  fill  the  situation,  considering 
what  the  condition  of  the  benefice  was  at 
the  time  the  most  reverend  Prelate  had 
consented  to  its  being  held  as  a  united 
benefice,  instead  of  being  severed.  He 
should  be  obliged  to  trouble  their  Lord- 
ships with  some  of  the  details  relating  to 
the  circumstances  of  the  case,  as  it  was  a 
curious  one,  and  he  could  not,  without 
entering  into  such  detail,  explain  how  the 
question  stood.  The  noble  Lord  had  talked 
of  this  benefice  as  it  stood  at  the  period 
at  which  the  report  was  made  by  the  Irish 
ecclesiastical  commissioners.  He  had 
stated  it  to  be  worth,  united,  upwards  of 
1,774/.  Since  then,  however,  a  different 
arrangement  had  been  adopted,  which  had 
reduced  the  amount  very  considerably. 
Indeed,  the  total  amount  of  the  revenue 
of  the  benefice  at  present  did  not  amount 
to  much  more  than  one-half  of  the  original 
sum.  The  original  amount  was  1,774/. 
Since  it  was  payable,  a  portion  of  it,  re- 
sulting from  tithes,  had  been  reduced, 
leaving  the  amount  1,547/.  It  was  again 
reduced  to  1,145/.;  and  next  came  ano- 
ther deduction  under  the  Church  Tempo- 
ralities Act,  by  which  the  total  amooDt 
was  cut  down  to  981/.  7s.  That  was  the 
present  amount  of  the  revenue  of  the 
benefice.  The  Lord  Lieutenant  was  re- 
quired to  appoint  a  person  to  perform  the 
duties  of  the  archdeaconry  of  Armagh* 
He  had  to  deal  with  these  united  parishes 
with  an  income  of  981/.,  and  the  question 
was,  whether  it  was  most  advisable  to 
appoint  two  dergymeiii  with  iacomei  of 


450/.  each,  to  the  two  parislict 
the  benefice,  or  whether  it  wubsc 
able  to  give  the  person  who  held  the  i 
an  income  of  981/.  for  the  peribraieiies  of 
duties  which  the  commisBioD  aleted  ahodli 
be  recompensed  by  an  aonuel  sua  ef 
1,000/.  The  noble  Lord  bed  sUted  ikn 
there  was  one  curate  eppoiDted  to  the 
parishes,  wiUi  a  salary  of  100/.  perenDaa, 
for  the  perforeiaiice  of  clerical  dalMi. 
Now  he  oed  an  account  ia  bk  heiid  eC 
not  leM  than  five  CBiaiee  eaployed  b 
these  parishes,  besides  the  etcbdeeeoa. 
Under  these  circomstaocea,  could  it  be 
contended  that  this  was  a  case  of  tbe 
same  description  as  that  of  Dovaf  Te 
say  so  was  quite  errooeous*  Tbe  noihi 
Lord  had  moved  for  papers*  to  tbe  pio» 
duction  of  which  he  had  no  nhjnrtina 
He  had  no  objection  to  let  tbe  Hooae  aea 
how  the  entire  matter  stood,  bat  he  daMi 
that  their  Lordships  would  not  leave  the 
House  under  the  impression  that  tbe  Loil 
Lieutenant  had  been  guilty  of  any  deielie- 
tion  of  duty.  He  baid  acted  as  be  bsl 
deemed  best  for  the  interests  of  tbe  Cbanb 
in  making  the  arrangemeats  be  did  sadBL 
and  in  selecting  the  cleigjmaii  he  db[ 
select,  and  who  was  appointed  aala^ 
on  account  of  his  merits  as  a  rlnrpinBO 
The  Marquess  of  LamMdomm  aaSI,  dnt 
his  noble  Friend,  io  bringing 
motion,  had  undervalued  the  im 
of  the  case  when  he  stated  it  U>  bjs  a 
ject  in  which  he  was  not  penonaBy 
terested*  The  parties  who  weie 
ested  in  it  were  tne  poblic,  tbe 
large,  but,  above  all,  the  Church  of 
land,  as  the  principles  and  intereatof 
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Church  were  recognised  and  stated  \m  to 
authorities,  speaking  through  tbe  ooaiaaf 
that  commission  wUcb  lay  on  their 
ships*  Table,  a  commission  isened  bf 
Majesty's  Government,  in  pursnar" 
only  of  speeches,  but  of  reeoided 
tioos  of  Parliament.  When  this 
was  under  discussion  in  tbe  H 
mons,  it  was  not  upon  the 
to  which  his  noUe  Friend  near 
afterwards  the  noble  Dnke,  bad 
that  of  the  deanery  of  Down,  hot  oo  i^ 
peated  occasions — diat  it  was  aaatflad  |f 
I  all  men,  and  by  no  nan  more  mon^ 
I  than  the  right  hon.  Baronet  at  the  hS 
!  of  the  Government,  that  the 
defects  of  the  Church  lay  in 
\  Repeated  propositions  cooneeted  with 
:  Charch  were  brought  foswani  io  |||| 
I  Uouae  of  Connnnei  and  then  ooo  ||| 


IS57  Anideaconrj/  {JuvB  15} 

one  of  thew  occukmh  on  whicb  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  alluded  to  did  not  itate  that 
opinion.  Did  the  right  hon,  Baronet  itop 
there?  No;  he  pledged  himself  aa  a  man, 
on  erery  occasion  to  contribute  (o  the  dii- 
D  of  theie  untoni.    In  consequence 
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of  luch  Benlimenls  id  eipreaaed  being 
echoed  from  both  aides  of  the  Honses  of 
ParlJamenl,  a  commiuion  was  appointed 
^of  which  let  it  not  be  said,  as  of  other 
commiaiionB,  that  it  was  composed  of 
peraons  either  hostile  in  apiiit,  or  secretly 
adverse  to  the  doctrioei  or  the  diacipline, 
or,  if  they  pleased,  to  the  wealth  and  re> 
venues  of  the  Church  of  Ireland — do,  it 
was  a  commission  composed  of  the  great 
authorities  of  that  Church,  with  the  pri- 
mate  of  the  Church  at  iia  head,  and  what 
were  the  opinions  and  sentiments  of  this 
commission  ?     They  were  these : — 

"Tlial  th«^  had  thoi^ht  it  Ibeir  duty  lo 
apply  their  minds  to  the  consideration  of  how 
maoy  of  these  unions  could  be  digioked — 
that  Ihers  were  unions  wlncb  presented  diffi- 
cullies  to  sudi  dilaolution — that  they  were 
sorry  lo  be  ubliged  to  report  that  in  many  in- 
stances these  difficulties  were  auch  that  they 
could  not  recommend  a  difision  to  lake  place, 
bat  that  in  a  great  number  of  cases  Ibey  were 
prepared  to  say  that  it  should  take  place." 

And,  to  give  greater  effect  ta  that  re. 
coromendaiion,  ihey  proceeded  ia  detail, 
cane  by  case,  and  circumstance  by  cir- 
cumstance,  to  poitiL  out  in  each  particulwr 
instance  what  were  the  circumstance!  that 
made  that  dissolution  either  imperatively 
necessary,  or,  at  all  events,  greatly  expe- 
dient for  the  interests  of  the  Church, 
Tbey  proceeded  with  these  cases,  and  with 
respect  to  the  particular  case  now  under 
discusaioQ  —  a  case,  he  might  remarlc, 
which  was  the  first  that  had  occuned 
since  the  accession  to  power  of  the  present 
Government  which  would  enable  tbem  to 
carry  into  effect  tbeir  own  declared  inten- 
tions, to  apply  their  oho  principles  with 
respect  to  this  particular  case,  it^es  one 
in  which  the  commitsun  reported  seriatim 
brie6y,  but  distinctly  and  expressly,  as 
follows : — 

"Of  this  union  a  dissolution  u  practicsble; 
the  extent  of  the  parishes,  and  the  sufficiencj 
of  each  lo  support  an  incumbent ;"  (a  fact 
which  he  did  iiai  think  the  noble  Duke  would 
have  denied — for  even  if  the  parishes  were  to 
be  so  separated  ihey  would  be  worth  twice  or 
thrice  the  average  value  of  each  benefice  in 
Ireland) ;  but  to  go  on,  the  commission  con* 
tinued  to  state  that  thew  facts  "  reader  a  dis- 
Tolulion  of  this  nnion  fit  aad  deairaUe." 


And  they  then  stated  that  a  "  tntai 
dissolution  was  by  them  recommended." 
How  was  be  to  reconcile  any  doubt  upon 
the  subject  with  the  ileclaralioos  of  the 
right  hon.  Baronet,  the  First  Lord  of  ibe 
Treasury  ?  He  coald  go  through  debate 
after  debate  in  which  that  rig^tbon.  Gen- 
tleman had  recorded  his  opinioas  upon 
the  subject.  He  would  take  one  or  two 
of  tbeae.  In  the  year  1835  ■  great, 
general,  and  iraporlBiit  debate  took  place 
in  the  Hoase  of  Commons  upon  the  iben 
situation,  interests,  and  prospects  of  the 
Church  of  Ireland,  Wbat  on  that  occa- 
sion was  the  language  of  the  present  Pre- 
mier ?  He  quoted  it  with  less  relnctance, 
becatise  on  referring  to  the  speech  be 
found  that  the  right  boB.  BaroDCt  had 
done  him  the  honour  of  qtrnting  •  former 
speech  of  his  at  coasideraUe  length,  la 
that  :Speech  the  right  hon.  Gentlemaa 
stated  :— 

*■  What  I  object  to  in  the  Cburcb  of  Irelaad 
is  tbe  system  of  the  union  of  parishes." 

Now  observe  how  he  went  on  :— 

"  I  think  that  whenever  yoe  make  a  refonu 
in  the  Church,  jou  shoo td  sever  iliese  uatons, 
and  constitute  eacli  paruh  the  site  (^  its  pa- 
rochial government. 

The  right  boo.  Baronet  did  itot  mean 
tbe  appoiniment  of  cerates  with  1001  a 
year,  but  he  meant  that  of  a  competent 
clergyman,  adequately  endowed,  making 
each  parish  a  seat  of  parochial  govon- 
ment.    He  then  said  :— 

"I  declare  I  shoald  have  thought  that  If 
your  object  and  intentions  had  been  to  afford 
a  remedy  br  existmg  evDi  in  ibe  Cherdi,  yne 
would  have  stvered  tbe  unions  into  these  ooa- 
ponent  pans,  and  have  allotted  a  separate  sod 
independent  min  later  lo  each." 

Tbeae  unioiu,  tben,  were,  acoordJng  to 
thia,  among  the  great  evils  which  bad 
haunted  the  Church  of  Ireland.  The 
commission  appointed  to  iaqiiire  fw  tbe 
means  of  leroedyiog  tbem  poioted  oat 
cases  where  tbe  evils  of  enion  might  bo 
leatoved.  Sir  Robert  Peel  was  now  ia 
power:  the  ooUe  Lord  opposite  was  in 
power;  and  yet  the  very  first  of  tbeaa 
cases  wfaieb  arise  eitder  tlieir  Goverament 
was  taken  oot  of  the  principle,  and  ibe 
deliberate  and  eipresa  recommendatiottB 
of  the  commisaion  were  set  aside.  And 
oo  what  gronnds?— that  such  was,  he  pie- 
SQtned,  Ike  ponnj  of  tbe  Chmcb  of  lie- 
So  insofficient  wen  the  tamm 
■h  it  pfoanitad  ot  nmntimg  diitia*' 
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guished  merit,  that-— assuming  that  the 
rev.  Mr.  Stokes  was  what  he  was  repre- 
sented to  be,  a  most  meritorious  person, 
eminently  able  to  discharge  the  duties 
of  an  archdeacon  of  the  Church  of  Ire- 
land— no  other  means  -were  open,  save 
those  furnished  by  the  archdeaconry 
of  Armagh,  for  adequately  rewarding  him, 
without  violating  the  pledges  of  the  Prime 
Minister,  and  the  declarations  of  every 
party  in  the  House  of  Commons,  and  the 
authority  of  the  law  itself,  which  had  in 
the  intervening  time  stepped  in  since  the 
affair  of  the  deanery  of  Down,  the  ap- 
pointment to  which,  by  the  way,  was 
instantly  abandoned,  not  only  by  the  Go- 
vernment, but  by  the  individual  preferred, 
who  would  not  for  a  moment  stand  in  the 
way  of  any  contemplated  important  re- 
form. All  the  principles  professed  by  the 
head  of  the  present  Government  were  to 
be  sacrificed,  for  the  sake  of  giving  100/. 
or  200/.  a  year  more  to  Mr.  Stokes,  while 
3,000  Protestants  of  Aghaloo  were  to  be 
left  without  an  adequate  ministry.  Let 
him  not  be  told  by  noble  Lords  opposite, 
after  this,  that  it  was  essential  to  the 
interests  of  Irish  Protestants  that  well 
endowed  ministers  should  reside  amongst 
them.  So  certain  was  the  principal  pro- 
prietor of  the  parish  of  the  recommenda- 
tion of  the  commission  being  carried  into 
effect,  and  that  whenever,  by  lapse  or 
otherwise,  an  opportunity  should  occur, 
a  separate  clergyman  would  be  appointed, 
that  be  had  built  a  church  at  his  own 
expense  ;  and  there  it  now  stood,  waiting 
that  arrival  which  her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment had  deferred  causing  for  an  indefi- 
nite time,  to  administer  the  rites  of  reli- 
p;ion  to  the  «),000  Protestants  of  Aghaloo, 
It  was  by  such  acts  that  the  interests  of 
the  Church  of  Ireland  were  weakened. 
Let  him  not  be  told  of  what  was  frequently 
and  improperly  called  doing  justice  to 
Ireland,  but  let  him  be  shown  a  case  in 
which  greater  injustice  was  done  to  the 
Church  of  Iieland.  He  did  not  mean 
injustice  to  those  who  considered  that 
Church  merely  as  a  means  of  providing 
for  themselves  and  their  families,  but  to 
that  much  larger  body  of  the  Church, 
including  the  laity  as  well  as  the  clergy, 
who  were  bent  upon  the  reception  of  spi- 
ritual assistance,  and  who  did  conceive 
that  there  should  be  a  minister  in  every 
parish  where  there  was  a  means  of  main- 
taining a  competent  clergyman.  They 
often  beard  it  said  that  an  income  of  less 


than  200/.  a  year  was  not  svflficieiit  to 
maintain  a  clergyman  in  that  respecto- 
bility  which  his  situation  required;. bat  if 
in  this  case  they  had  thought  it  proper  to 
make  an  unequal  severance  of  the  princi- 
ple, they  might  have  given  the  archdeecoa 
600/.  per  annum,  and  thus  have  left  4XM. 
or  nearly  so,  to  the  clergyman  who  vaa  to 
minister  to  the  3,000  ProtettanU  of  Agh^ 
loo.  By  setting  such  a  precedent  aa  Uw 
present  case  afforded,  they  woald 
the  confidence  of  many  in  the  gofemi 
of  Ireland,  and  they  strengthened  the 
hands  of  the  enemies  of  the  Caareh  of 
Ireland  by  enabling  them  to  hold  op  ila 
benefices  as  not  so  much  intended  to 
afford  spiritual  advice  and  asaistancn  to 
the  people,  as  to  enable  convenient  private 
arrangements  to  be  made  for  enjoying  jla 
revenues.  He  believed  that  the  noUa 
Duke  was  ignorant  of  some  of  the  fads  of 
the  case ;  because,  if  the  right  hon.  Bn» 
ronet  at  the  bead  of  the  Government  «m 
sincere  in  thinking  these  unions  to  be  the 
great  plague-spots  on  the  Chnrch  of  be^ 
land,  if  he  had  thought  so  for  yean, 
held  up  their  extinction  in  answer  to 
other  remedy  proposed  for  the  Chnrch  dlr 
England — then  he  did  say  that  not  many 
days  should  have  elapsed  after  he  hM 
been  placed  in  the  situation  in  which  kt 
now  stood  withoQt  special  instmctionB 
being  addressed  by  him  to  the  Lord-Kan- 
tenant  somewhat  to  this  effect.  *' Atlani 
to  everything  for  the  good  of  the  conntij, 
attend  to  everything  for  the  good  of  tte 
Church,  but,  above  all,  attend  to  those  in- 
commendations  being  carried  into  cAci 
for  the  good  of  the  Church,  poinfli 
out  by  its  bishops,  advised  by  ita  eon^ 
mission,  and  which  yon  most  knoar  I 
have  at  all  times  contended  lo  he  aert 
important  considerations  —  touching  the 
existence  of  the  Church.  Whetner  il 
were  still  too  late  for  the  Government  to 
retrace  its  steps — whether,  consic 
what  th^  were  told  of  the  rev.  Mr.  ~ 
— a  successful  appeal  could  be 
him  upon  the  subject,  and  his  atl 
drawn  to  the  example  set  by  the  pre. 
to  the  Deanery  of  Down— he  knew 
He  hoped  that  it  the  rev. 
could  be  induced  to  act  as  had  tlie 
gentleman  appointed  to  the  deaneij  of 
Down,  and  so  get  rid  of  the  precniait 
now  being  unfortunately  act,  thai  kt 
would  not  suffer  thereby,  bat  that  it  wnplt 
require  no  great  meuure  of  inymniqMp 
to  manage  the  Church  patronage  m  Inlgg^ 


1661  ^reUaocmfy  (Junk  16} 

that  one  archdeacon  could  be  provided  for 
without  sacrificing  the  principles  or  llie 
Church,  violating  the  declarations  of  the 
Premier,  and  all  at  the  expense  of  the 
three  thouaaud  Proteatanta  of  the  parish 
in  question.  But  if  this  could  not  be, 
what  beneRls  could  in  future  be  eipected 
to  flow  from  any  commission,  when  its 
moat  diitinct  recommendations  were  set 
aside  for  the  purpose  of  making  one  con- 
venient appointment  ?  He  hoped  that 
the  subject  would  be  again  biou^lit  before 
the  House  when  the  papers  now  moved 
for  were  produced. 

The  Earl  of  Ripon  said,  that  the  nnble 
Lord  who  had  first  spoken  on  this  subject 
from  the  other  side  of  the  House  had  said, 
that  the  whole  of  this  trinsoction  was 
covered  with  a  good  deal  of  suspicion  ;  and 
the  noble  Marquess  who  lind  lust  sat  down 
expressed  a  hope  that  the  Lord -lieu  tenant 
of  Ireland  would,  on  occasiona  of  this  kind, 
rather  consider  the  recommendations  of 
the  ecclesiastical  commissioners,  as  to  what 
it  would  be  advisable  tu  do,  under  the 
circumstancea,!  than  do  that  n-hich  might 
he  recommended  only  to  bim  as  couve- 
uienL  The  noble  Marquess,  then,  ab- 
solved the  Lord-lieutenant  from  any  di- 
rect chur^  of  having  been  guided  by  con- 
venience in  this  matter.  All  he  should 
say  was,  that  if  the  Lord-lieutenant's  case 
could  not  stand  for  itself,  against  any  such 
imputations  or  suspicions  as  this,  it  would 
not  be  worth  his  while,  or  that  of  any  one 
else,  to  say  anything  in  his  defence.  Whe- 
ther his  noble  Friend  had  acted  right  or 
wrong  in  what  he  had  done,  he  had  de- 
clared that  he  took  the  whole  rraponaibility 
upon  himself,  although,  as  one  of  the 
Ministers,  he  thought  they  were  hardly 
justified  in  allowing  him  to  do  so.  His 
belief  was,  that  the  arrangement  which 
bad  been  proposed  would  prove  more  ad- 
vantageous to  the  interests  of  the  Church 
than  if  the  separation  between  the  two 
parishes  had  been  carried  into  efiect.  He 
found  that  the  Intal  income  of  the  two 
livings,  instead  of  amounting  to  1,7801., 
had  been  reduced  to  a  little  more  than 
half  that  amuunt.  One  thousand  a-yeur 
had  been  recommended  by  the  commisston- 
ers,  as  the  proper  remuneration  for  an 
archdeacoo ;  but  his  noble  Fiiend  who 
spnkc  last  had  turned  this  idea  into  ridi- 
cule, stating  that  in  England  there  were 
archdeacons  who  had  only  as  much  200/, 
»-year.  His  noble  Friend  admitted  that 
the  recommendation  of  the  commissioners 
was,   that   the  ttipend  of  an  archdeacon 
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should  be  a  thousand  a  year;  and  thus  he 
should  have  agreed  with  the  commisBitmera 
as  to  the  separation  of  livings,  but  not  as 
to  the  amount  of  remunerations  for  the 
duties  of  tlie  archdeacon.  He  must  say, 
that  he  thought  the  two  noble  Lords  op< 
poaite  had  very  much  magnified  the  caae 
which  they  had  attempted  to  establish 
against  bis  noble  Friend.  If  there  ap- 
peared any  reason  to  believe  that  in  this  or 
any  other  act  of  his  Government,  the 
Lord -lieutenant  had  acted  from  interested 
motives,  either  personal  or  political,  with 
any  view  to  election  purposes,  or  other 
unworthy  motives,  then,  indeed,  thoae 
noble  Lords  might  have  been  justified  In 
using  much  stronger  language  in  reference 
to  it  than  they  had  done  to-night.  He 
was  anxious  that  the  motives  of  the  Lord- 
lieutenant  should  stand  fully  justified.  He 
was  convinced  that  the  principles  on  which 
his  Lonlship  had  acted  were  lair  and  right 
ones.  He  thought,  moreover,  so  far  as  his 
own  opinion  was  concerned,  that  the  Lord- 
lieutenant  had  exercised  a  wise  discretion 
in  (he  course  which  he  had  adopted  in  this 
particular  case.  He  could  not  think  that 
in  taking  this  course  the  Lord- lieutenant 
bad  done  anything  calculated  to  injure  t[ie 
Protestant  Church  in  Ireland,  or  to  com- 
promise the  interests  of  the  great  and 
important  community  over  which  he  pre- 
sided, either  in  ibis  or  any  other  act  of 
his  Government. 

'  The  F.arl  of  Wicilno  said,  simply 
judging  from  the  facta  which  had  come 
before  the  House,  he  was  perfectly  con- 
vinced that  the  Lgrd- lieutenant,  in  the 
disposal  which  he  had  made  of  this  arch- 
deaconry, had  not  fallen  into  the  error 
which  his  noble  Friend  had  admitted  the 
late  Government  had  fallen  into  when 
they  had  filled  the  deaconry  of  Down  im- 
mediately  following  the  advice  of  the  com- 
mission not  to  make  the  appointment. 
[The  MaTquesiofZafuc/otirne, — They  im- 
mediately abandoned  it,]  Because  the 
individual  ihey  had  appointed  bad  been 
willing  to  surrender  the  donation,  and 
make  it  void,  and  of  giving  them  an  op- 
portunity of  remedying  the  error  they  had 
made.  He  thought,  therefore,  the  noble 
Lord-lieutenant  might  have  been  excused 
by  those  who  bad  fallen  into  auch  an  error 
tbetnaelvei.  But  judging  from  the  man- 
ner in  which  the  present  Lord- lieu  tenant 
bail  made  hit  church  appointments,  of  his 
examination  and  disinterested  choice  of 
claimants,  without  reference  to  any  inter- 
esl  whatever  other  than  the  leainiiig,  at- 
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tiiiniiMnU,  and  qaaUficUioni  of  (be  ap- 1 
plicanU,  lie  wu  confident  that  the  nme 
care  and  aiiention  muat  hB?e  been  given 
tu  ihi>  case.  It  waa  stated  that  the  Fri- 
male  had  been  consulied,  and  bad  aci|ui- 
esiMd  in  the  appaintment  as  toon  as  the 
reasons  for  it  had  faeen  given.  His  noble 
Friend  had  stated,  that  (his  appointment 
hod  caused  suspicion  ;  it  might  occasion 
Huspicton  amongst  those  who  sat  around 
his  noble  Friend.  Knowing,  as  the;^  did, 
how  appointments  had  been  made  by  tlieir 
Friends— considering  how  the  very  a(^ 
pointment  now  referred  lo  had  been  made, 
and  how  that  Gentleman  had  afterwards 
been  elevated  to  ■  bishopric— considering 
the  removal  of  a  Lord  Chancellor  of  Ire- 
land, and  the  appointment  made  of  on 
'  Attorney-General  to  the  Txrd  Chancellor 
ship,  he  was  not  surprised  that  some  sur. 
picion  might  arise  in  their  mind*  si  this 
appointment,  though  he  denied  that  any 
such  suspicion  would  be  felt  in  the  Church 
in  Ireland.  There  was  one  circumstance 
cannected  with  this  case  to  which  he 
wished  local!  attention.  The  gentleman 
appointed  to  this  archdeaconry  was  con- 
sidered as  one  of  the  fittest  persons  for  it. 
It  was  a  situation  of  great  responsibility 
aud  of  importance  to  the  Church,  and  it 
was  necessary  to  get  a  gentleman  capable 
to  fill  the  of&ce.  The  noble  Lord  asked 
would  he  not  have  been  willing  to  do  the 
duty  with  the  anioluinent  of  one  lifing 
instead  of  two?  The  gentleman  appointed 
had  been  removed  from  another  diocese 
where  he  held  a  living  worth  from  700/. 
lo  800L  a  year,  and  he  had  received  very 
little  increase  of  income  by  the  change ; 
and  without  the  appointment  of  both  pa- 
rishes he  could  not  have  been  obtained. 
There  was  no  reason  whatsoever  to  infer 
from  this  appointment  that  divisions  ac 
cording  to  the  lecommendaiion  of  the 
commissioners  would  not  take  place  in 
other  esses. 

Fjirl  Forlescuc  saiil,  ibat  the  noble  Lord 
who  had  just  «at  down,  in  hia  seal  fur  his 
friend  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  had, 
in  his  opinion,  tukcn  awav  the  only  excuse 
that  could  have  ticcit  muilc  for  him  in  rc- 
ajiet^  to  this  npnointmciit,  namely,  that  it 
h:ut  been  made  inadvirtcntly  ;  and  in  the 
absence  of  tliis  excuse,  he  fully  concurred 
in  atl  ihnt  hail  been  s.iid  by  his  noble 
Friends  below  him  in  reference  to  thii 
priK¥eding ;  indon],  it  waa  only  mit  o 
rps|>ect  III  their  l.»nlahi]is'  hiiiiite  tlint  he 
did  not  oipress  hiius(-lf  still  mure  Ntningly 
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bad  made  io  Ireland,  and  bad  illeaMl  tkift 
his  objec-t  is  nukiDS  it  wis  to  aJLtifte 
Lord  Chancellor  for  uothcz.  Hb 
^ed  to  rcmaii:,  that  when  be  aaaim  tkit 
Appointment  be  bad  scarcely  anired  at  Ae 
seat  of  Ills  Government.  In  factit  wM  tkt 
very  first  act  of  bis  Government.  So  uttcrif 
inaccurate  was  the  noble  Eari  upon  aD  that 
referred  to  hiscnnduct  in  the  fiiiiiiiiiiii 
r  Ireland,  Whatever  hit  otriact  in  p»> 
loting  the  Dean  of  Down  to  the  Bitho| 
of  Tuam,  and  whatever  nigbt  hare  k 
said  on  the  subject,  he  felttbat  there  i 
no  grounds,  either  prirate  or  public,  ■>!■ 
which  he  had  tn  feel  ashtMed.  He  itaSei, 
.  that  there  was  any  Ur  amlon  |»> 
twcen  the  conduct  of  tne  late  tnmC^ 
rernment  in  the  amnititnMkt  ta  At 
deanery  of  Down,  and  the  psweat  twm. 
What  were  the  fiuita  of  the  CUeP  Tie 
commlsuonen  in  their  report  h«l  tmam- 
mended  that  the  beneficea  ittat^ed  to  At 
deanery  of  Down,  abould  be  aeretod.  Ik 
deanery  fell  vacant  immedialdraftecWHdi 
and  then  no  great  blauM  oould  alticli  li 
the  Government  if  they  were  not  Imm^ 
diately  and  accurately  informed  of  all  Ac 
contents  of  the  report  of  tbea>mmiKiaMi& 
But  the  moment  that  it  waa  called  to  Ike 
recollection  of  the  Lnrd  Cbaacdlor  AM 
the  preferment  which  be  had  gina  talk 
son  nad  been  reoonnendcd  bf  the  mm- 
misdonot  to  be  abridged^  than  As  Mk 
Incumbent  detlied  that  the  aerceiMi 
should  be  conridered  to  hate  takea  flili 
before  he  had  accepted  the  upoiataaik 
and  that,  if  neeeatan,  a  bill  ihoald  te 
brought  in  to  carry  the  teeOBBcadMiiM 
of  tbc  commiasionera  inte  eflect.  Ilia 
consecjuence  was,  that  aa  long  M  ha  l^ 
mnined  in  the  deanery  of  Down,  that  gn> 
tleman's  income  wai  ansidenUy  law 
than  it  bad  been  bebr&  Waa  not  Aa 
conduct  of  the  Goremment  in  Aia  CMIb 
who  carried  into  effect  at  the  very  eaiibM 
moment  the  recommendatlaoa  of  the  eaM> 
missioncr?,  very  different  tna  that  ef  At 
present  Lord-Iteiiienant,  who  flew  fa  Aa 
face  nf  the  recorded  recommendatiMl  if 
the  commissioners,  leanng  a  tova,  ei^ 
taining  3,000  I'roteiunta  (not  aa  ViAa- 
quent  occurrence,  by  the  way.  In  IrdMaA 
to  the  care  of  a  curate  of  lOCM.  a-j«ar.  fi 
seemed  tn  be  assumed  that  the  lara-TMBl^ 
nant  waa  completciv  at  liberty  to  aetadb 
the  rectHnmendutiiKisof  (be  EcdeaiaalW 
Commissioners,  lie  knew  that  until  I|mi 
were 
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they  had  not  the  force  of  law ;  but  he 
certainly  always  considered  it,  in  his  own 
case,  that  all  their  recommendations  as  to 
the  severances  of  Krings  were  fully  as 
binding  upon  him  as  if  they  had  been  con- 
firmed by  Act  of  Parliament.  He  would 
refer  to  the  sole  case  of  the  linng  of 
Buenchurch,  which,  on  falling  vacant,  he 
had  given  to  a  party,  under  a  distinct  un- 
derstanding that  it  should  be  subject  to  any 
bill  brought  in  for  f he  purpose  of  dissolving 
the  union  of  the  two  parishes  of  which  it 
was  composed.  He  was  quite  sure^  more- 
over, that  if  it  was  the  wish  of  the  Lord- 
lieutenant  that  the  Church  should  stand 
well  in  Ireland,  he  should  not  disregard 
the  recommendations  of  the  commissioners 
upon  this  point.  The  distance  between 
parishes,  the  vast  tracts  of  country  par- 
tially or  wholly  unprovided  with  spiritual 
cure,  had  long  been  a  matter  of  scandal 
and  reproach  ;  and  all  who  wished  well  to 
the  Insh  Church  should  be  forward  to 
remedy  an  abuse  so  loudly  and  justly 
complained  of.  If  the  House  refused  to 
step  forward  on  this  occasion  in  vindica- 
tion of  this  principle,  a  very  heavy  charge 
would  lie  at  their  door. 

f^rd  Monteagle,  in  reply,  said  that  he 
had  had  no  intention  of  imputing  any 
jobbing  or  unworthy  motives  to  the  Lord« 
lieutenant  in  making  this  appointment. 
Nothing,  however,  which  had  been  said 
justified  the  continuance  of  a  system 
which  had  been  already  on  all  hands  pro- 
claimed a  nuisance,  and  which  must 
impair  the  efficiency  of  the  Church  of 
Irelaud. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

The MiLLBANK Penitentiary.]  Lord 
Wharncliffe  moved  the  Order  of  the  Day 
for  going  into  committee  on  the  MHlbank 
Penitentiary  Bill. 

The  Duke  of  Richmond  did  not  rise 
with  a  view  of  opposing  the  bill,  but  to 
point  out  one  or  two  objections  to  matters 
of  detail  in  it,  to  which  he  would  bring 
the  noble  Lord*s  attentive  consideration. 
He  objected  to  this  measure  that  it  did 
away  with  the  control  of  the  inspectors  of 
prisons;  this  was  the  iirst  time  in  which 
any  prison  was  attempted  to  be  founded  in 
which  the  authority  of  visiting  justices 
was  not  provided  for.  There  was  one 
point,  also,  which  he  thought  would  op- 
erate very  unfairly  upon  the  payers  of 
county  rates,  who  were  often  the  poorest 


labourers  in  the  county,  namely,  that  if  a 
prisoner  was  sent  from  gaol  to  the  bulks, 
the  expense  of  his  journey  was  paid  oot  of 
the  county  rates :  but  there  was  no  provi- 
sion to  refund  that  money  out  of  the  fix- 
chequer. 

Lord  Wharncliffe  said,  with  respect  to 
the  obiection  as  to  the  payment  of  the 
expenses  of  the  transfer  of  prisoners  out  of 
the  county  rates,  he  admitted  that  it  was 
a  mistake,  arising,  probably,  from  the  fact 
that  this  clause  was  taken  from  the  Pen- 
tonville  Prison  Act.  Being  a  money 
clause,  however,  he  was  doubtful  whether 
it  were  competent  to  their  Lordships  to 
alter  it.  But  he  would  give  the  subject 
his  best  consideration. 


Bill  went  through  committee, 
port  to  be  received. 

The  House  adjourned. 


The  re- 


HOUSE   OF   COMMONS, 
Thursday^  June  15,  1843. 

Mnrons.!    Biixa.     PsMo.— !*•    Prin«M  Augnita^  An- 
nuity ;  Miuiid|MU  Carpoffstioot. 

2*-  Grand  Jury  Preientmenti ;  Sugar  Duties. 

Reforted, — Church  Endowmait. 

8*-  and  paMed:— Wheat,  ate.  (Canada)t  Roman  CaUiofic 
Oathf  (Ireland)  I  Awawed  Taxeii  Cofvyhold  and  Cuito- 
mary  Tenure. 

PHiMifr.— !*•  MarqpieM  of  Abenom*f  Estate. 

Kqwrfwfr-lfaryport  and  CadU*  Railway. 

3*-  and  paMd:—6utherlwd  Roads ;  Grwt  North  of  BiHS- 
land  Railway  s  Edtaiburgh  Water. 

PBTinoHs  PftBaiMTBD.  By  Mb  HattODb  ftom  Weslbid, 
i^iiait  tt)«  Ama  BilU-By  Masm.  fidholelMd,  Ball, 
BusfeOd,  Strutt,  Pusey,  Heathoote«  Ewart,  T.  Dunoomfae, 
CardweO,  Broadley,  Manglaa*  Hawes,  DldUmon,  Bro- 
therton*  Evans,  Bowes*  Bettatt,  O.  Berfcaley,  Hardy. 
Chraenall,  Pandarres,  H.  Beikdey,  Fenand,  Banaid, 
Lambton,  Waddington,  Hindley,  Lahonchere,  Forstnr, 
Chapman,  R.  Vorke>  Captain  Pedidl,  Sir  J.  R.  Reid, 
Or.  Bowrli^,  Lord  Wooley,  Sfar  J.  mnner.  Lord  H. 
Vana,  Sir  G.  Strickland*  Lord  Ebringtoo,  Oolonel  G. 
Langtoo,  and  Sir  G.  Staunton,  from  an  enormous  nvm- 
ber  of  plaoes,  agafaist  the  Paotories  Bffl.  —By  Mr.  H. 
Berkeley,  from  the  MedMvU^  Instilnte  of  Bristol,  Sor 
ExempUon  from  the  Payment  of  Rates  and  Taxes. — By 
Mr.  Christopher,  from  Epworth,  i^nst  a  farmer  Petition 
fbr  the  Repeal  of  the  Corn-laws.— By  Dr.  Bowring,  from 
Woieester,  i^^ainst  the  ftirtber  Pftymcot  of  flie  Wk%  ot 
Hanover^  Pensiao*  and  from  Montrose,  te  the  Carryii^ 
out  of  Rowland  HilTi  plan  of  Postoflloe  Reform.~By 
Mr.  S.  Cawftird,  from  Loughgffly,  fbr  amending  the 
Law  alftetiqg  Laodkml  and  Tttant.  —  By  Mr.  Puaey, 
from  Henley-oo-Thames,  for  appropriating  Waste  Lands  to 
the  Uae  of  the  Poor.-^9y  Lord  Ebrington,  fbr  carrying 
out  Rowland  HilTh  pin  of  FQSt.oflloe  Reibrm.^By  Mr. 
Marithinnn,  from  MetropoJitm  Parishes,  in  flavour  of  the 
HealUi  of  Towns  BilU^  Mr.  S.  O'Brien,  Arom  MeaUi, 
against  the  Irish  Poor-law.— From  slxpiaoes.  In  fkvoor  of 
thePaelasiesBUL— FlomBaldoek,  and  the  West  Riding 
(York),  fbr  Shortening  further  the  Hours  of  Labour  in 
Factories.— From  Highworth,  against  the  Canada  Com 
Bil].^From  Lanewter,  in  flivour  of  the  CaronenT  BIIL— 
From  Rottingdean  and  other  plaoes,  agaimt  the  Turnpike 
Roads  Bill.— From  Tadcarter  and  Kirby  Whaif.  for 
Altering  the  Drainage  of  Lands  BilL— From  Newport 
(Monmoiitti),  fisr  MitigaCing  Uie  TreaUnent  of  Glwtiit 
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Pritooen  In  Stattxd  Gaol.— From  Bimitaple  and  Perth,  | 
for  Inquiry  into  the  Tmtmcnt  of  tiie  nunc,  and  ftom 
Kettering,  for  Shortening  the  Term  of  Imprisonment*— 
Frcmi  Several  Medumic^s  lutitutioas,  in  favour  of  the 
Sdentiflc  Societiet  BilL— From  Plymouth*  against  the 
County  Courti  BilL 

The  Factories— Education.]  Sir 
J.  Graliom :  In  consequence  of  a  question 
which  was  yesterday,  in  my  absenre,  put 
to  my  right  hon.  Friend  at  the  head  of 
the  Government,  I  will  take  this  opportu- 
nity of  stating  the  course  which  it  is  in- 
tended to  pursue  with  respect  to  the 
Factories  Bill.  The  House  will  do  me 
the  justice  to  recollect  that  when  I  brought 
forward  the  educational  clauses  of  the 
Factories  Bill,  I  stated  that  the  proposi- 
tion I  then  made  was  defensible  on  ac- 
count of  special  circumstances  connected 
with  the  compulsory  education  of  a  por- 
tion of  the  people  under  the  Factories  Act 
as  it  now  stands  upon  the  statute  book. 
The  House  will  also,  I  am  sure*  not  fail 
to  remember  that  I  stated  that  the  propo- 
sition which  I  submitted  on  the  part  of  the 
Government  was  framed  in  no  sectarian 
spirit,  that  we  did  not  regard  it  as  a  mea- 
sure connected  with  party  feelings,  and 
that  I  hoped  and  believed  it  would  not  be 
discussed  in  a  party  spirit  in  this  House, 
or  be  so  received  and  considered  in  the 
country.  1  am  bound  to  say  that,  as  far 
as  this  House  is  concerned,  the  proposi- 
tion was  received,  if  not  with  favour,  at  all 
events  with  forbearance  on  the  part  of 
those  opposed  to  the  Government  for  which 
1  beg  to  tender  my  most  cordial  acknow- 
ledgments. It  was  received  in  a  manner 
worthy  of  the  vast  importance  of  the  sub- 
ject which  far  exceeds  all  the  transient 
considerations  of  party.  It  would  be  im- 
pertinent in  me,  the  sense  of  the  House 
never  having  been  ascertained  by  any  di- 
vision, to  speculate  on  what  might  be  the 
opinion  of  the  House  with  respect  to  the 
educational  clauses  as  they  now  stand,  in 
their  modified  form.  I  stated  distinctly 
that,  in  my  estimation,  the  success  of  the 
measure  must  mainly  depend  upon  it  being 
received  generally  throughout  the  country 
as  a  measure  of  concord.  I  hoped  it  would 
be  so  received ;  I  endeavoured  to  frame  it 
so  as  to  impart  to  it  that  character  and,  hi 
that  light,  after  the  best  deliberation  1 
can  bestow  upon  the  subject,  I  still  ^  * 
tinue  to  regard  it.  It  was  evident 
ever,  that  the  great  body  of  the  di^ 
of  this  country  entertained  insnpor 
jections  to  the  bill  in  its  origii 


and,  by  the  perminion  of  the  Roan  I 
was  allowed  to  propose  exteniive  modiS- 
cations  which  I  hoped  woald  have  ob- 
viated the  objections  urged  by  the 
ing  body.  I  am  bound  to  tay  that  io 
hope  I  have  been  entirely  disappoialed; 
the  objections  to  the  measure  have  aea 
been  removed  or  even  mitigated  by  cha 
modifications  and  the  oppotitioD  to  mt/ 
plan  continues  unabated.  On  the  pert  m 
the  church  there  has  been  exhibited,  m 
the  hope  of  obtaining  concord  and 
a  willingness  to  make  a  cooaidermhie  i 
fice  of  preconceived  opinions,  but  I 
not  say  that  the  measure  itself  baa 
regarded  by  the  Church  with  peculiar 
vour,  or  that  it  has  met  with  very 
support.  What,  then,  is  the  duty  of  Cha 
Government  under  such  circnnutaacaat 
I  cannot  conceal  from  mvtelf  that  the 
great,  the  undoubted  evil  which 
sure  was  intended  to  counteract  if 
overcome  still  exists  to  an  alarming  es* 
tent.  The  statement  made  by  my 
Friend,  the  Member  for  Dorsetshire, 
respect  to  the  unhappy  ignorance  in 
a  large  portion  of  the  rising  generatioe  ie 
the  manufacturing  district!  is  inielfej, 
remains  undisputed.  The  measure 
intended  to  meet  and  overcome  that 
tional  evil  with  which  individual 
unaided  by  Legislative  and  pnblie 
have  hitherto  been  found  inauA 
cope.  The  Government  wai  ansioea 
bring  Legislative  powers  and  pnblie 
to  the  aid  of  local  exertion,  but  I 
fied,  as  I  stated  when  I  first  brought 
question  forward,  that  unleu 
obtain  general  assent  and  willing 
at  ion  in  our  mode  of  effecting  tbia 
ject,  though  we  might  carry  the 
through  Parliament,  practically  it 
be  inoperative ;  whilst,  at  the  saan 
it  would  embitter  the  religious  discoid 
prevailing,  and  increase  rather  than 
nish  the  evil  we  are  anxious  to  rei 
Having  given  to  the  subject  the  beat 
sideration  in  my  power,  I  have  to 
nounce  to  the  House,  on  the  part  of  cha 
Government,  that  we  have  come  to 
decision  that  it  will  be  most 
with  our  public  duty  not  to  preaa 
educational  clauses  of  the  Facloriea 
If  I  might,  for  'Mie  moment,  be 
to  speak  ^'  "  and  to  expreaa  M 
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ject.  I  thought  it  my  duty,  from  my  pe- 
culiar position,  if  possible  to  grapple  with 
its  well-known  difficulties.  I  have  been 
accused,  I  beg  the  House  to  believe  that 
I  allude  to  the  circumstances  without  one 
particle  of  angry  feeling— of  framing  the 
educational  clauses  in  a  partial  and  secta- 
rian spirit*  I  can  assure  the  House  that 
these  clauses  were  framed  by  me  in  a 
spirit  entirely  opposite  to  this  imputation. 
I  hoped  that  it  might  be  possible  to  obtain 
concurrence  in  a  scheme  of  national  edu- 
cation based  on  the  principle  of  teaching 
the  holy  scriptures  without  an  attempt  to 
inculcate  peculiar  tenets.  In  that  hope  I 
have  been  wholly  disappointed ;  I  looked 
for  peace,  and  I  have  encountered  the 
most  angry  opposition,  therefore  I  with- 
draw the  educational  clauses,  although  I 
take  that  step  with  deep  regret,  and  with 
melancholy  forebodings  with  regard  to  the 
progress  of  education,  and  I  hope  that  the 
House  will  do  me  the  justice  to  believe 
that  I  framed  these  clauses  honestly  and 
sincerely,  and  in  a  tolerant  spirit,  consci- 
ous that  I  had  to  deal  with  a  state  of 
things  in  which,  whilst  on  the  one  hand, 
we  have  a  religion  favoured  by  the  state, 
on  the  other,  perfect  liberty  of  conscience 
is  not  only  tolerated,  but  established  by 
law.  These  were  the  feelings,  which 
guided  me,  when  the  clauses  were  framed. 
This  is  the  spirit  in  which  I  now  withdraw 
them.  I  never  discharged  a  public  duty 
with  greater  pain,  but  I  hope  that  my 
present  decision  will  conduce  to  religious 
peace,  and  to  the  public  good.  I  do  not 
regret  this  effort  I  have  made  with  refer- 
ence to  the  important  subject,  and  I  will 
add  that,  notwithstanding  all  the  obloquy 
which  has  been  cast  upon  my  motives,  and 
all  the  misrepresentations  to  which  I  have 
been  exposed,  I  do  not  feel,  towards  any 
portion  of  my  fellow-countrymen,  the 
slightest  panicle  of  resentment  or  of  dan- 
ger. It  only  remains  for  me  to  say,  that  as 
many  of  the  most  important  of  the  other 
clauses  of  the  bill  were  framed  with  refer- 
ence to  the  educational  clauses,  it  will  re- 
quire consideration  on  the  part  of  the 
Government  whether  we  shall  proceed 
with  the  remaining  clauses,  and  if  so,  in 
what  shape  they  shall  be  proposed.  Upon 
Monday  I  will  state  definitively  what  are 
the  intentions  of  Government  upon  that 
point. 

Lord  J.  Russell  wished  to  ask  a  ques- 
tion of  the  ri^ht  hon.  Gentleman.  Per- 
haps he  mi^ht  be  permitted  to  say  that  he 

V0L.LX1X.    {3?^} 


thought  the  Government  had  exercised  a 
wise  discretion  in  withdrawing  the  mea- 
sure. At  the  same  time,  without  at  all 
saying  that  he  thought  they  had  succeeded 
in  framing  the  clauses  in  the  most  unob- 
jectionable shape,  he  must  again  repeat 
what  he  had  before  said,  that  he  was 
ready  to  give  them  credit  for  a  desire  to 
frame  the  bill  in  such  a  manner  at  to  con- 
ciliate at  once  the  fair  claims  of  the 
Church  and  of  religious  liberty.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  recollect  the 
proposal  made  by  one  very  important 
body — the  Wesley ans— that  the  clauses 
should  be  withdrawn  for  the  present  year, 
and  that  Government,  during  the  recess, 
should  endeavour  to  frame  some  plan 
which  might  meet  with  more  general  con- 
currence. Now,  he  thought  it  would  be 
of  great  importance  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  should  state  to-day,  or  on 
Monday,  whether  those  clauses  were  with- 
drawn definitively  on  the  part  of  the  Go- 
vernment, deeming  their  plan  impractica- 
ble, or  whether  it  would  be  their  endeaf  our 
to  modify  that  plan,  or  frame  another, 
with  a  view  to  the  introduction  of  a  mea- 
sure next  Session.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman would  allow  him  to  say  that  he  did 
not  put  the  question  from  any  indiscreet 
curiosity,  but  he  thought,  if  Government 
abandoned  the  scheme,  then  some  other 
Member,  who  would  not  otherwise  think 
himself  entitled,  might  frame  some  plan 
and  submit  it  to  the  House,  as  an  inde- 
pendent Member  of  Parliament. 

Sir  James  Graham  said,  if  he  were 
called  upon  at  that  moment  to  say  whe- 
ther her  Majesty's  Government  had  an-  ' 
other  measure  to  propose,  having  only 
very  recently  adopted  the  decision  he  had 
just  announced  to  the  House,  he  mutt 
give  for  answer  that  their  attention  had 
been  confined  exclusively  to  the  measure 
he  introduced  on  behalf  of  his  colleagues, 
and  therefore  that  they  were  not  prepared 
to  bring  forward  any  other  measure.  But 
as  he  had  stated  to  the  House,  that  on 
Monday  he  would  declare  the  intentions 
of  Government  with  respect  to  the  remain- 
ing clauses  of  the  bill,  it  would  be  more 
convenient  if  the  noble  Lord  would  allow 
him  to  take  till  that  day  to  consider. 

Subject  at  an  end. 

Princess  Auousta  of  Cambridge- 
Queen's  Message.]     On  the  question, 
that  the  Order  of  the  Day  be  read  for 
receiving  the  report  of  the  resolution  for 
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graotiog^  an  aDnuity  to  the  Princess  Au- 
gusta of  Cambridge^ 

Mr.  Hume  complained  of  the  attack 
which  had  been  made  on  him  last  night 
by  the  right  hon.  Baronet  for  making  use 
of  certain  expressions.  The  right  hon. 
Baronet  had  denied  the  accuracy  of  h» 
calculations  with  respect  to  the  pension 
granted  to  the  Prince  of  Mecklenburg 
Strelitz  forty-five  years  ago,  and  also  with 
respect  to  the  grant  now  under  consider- 
ation. The  former  pensbn  he  repeated 
had  cost  the  country  335,000/.  calcu- 
lating  it  at  compound  interest ;  and  the 
grant  now  proposed,  supposing  it  to  con- 
tinue for  forty-five  years,  would  amount 
on  the  same  principle  to  503,000/.  The 
right  hon.  Baronet,  however,  had  asserted, 
that  the  sum  would  not  amount  to  more 
than  one-fifteenth  of  what  he  had  suted  ; 
and  as  there  was  this  dispute  about  the 
fact  he  trusted  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  agree  to  the  return  which  he  had 
asked  for.  A  calculation  of  a  similar  na- 
ture, extending  to  twenty-two  pages,  had 
on  a  former  occasion  been  Jaid  on  the 
Table,  and  he  could  not  conceive  what 
objection  could  be  made  to  the  return 
which  he  asked  for. 

Sir  R,  Peel  could  not  imagine  that  he 
had  said  anything  calculated  to  ruflfle  the 
temper  of  the  hon.  Gentleman,  who  in 
one  comprehensive  sentence  bad  accused 
him  of  intending  to  throw  every  possible 
reflection  upon  the  hon.  Member.  Tbe 
hon.  Member  last  night  made  that  sweep- 
ing anathema,  and  was  now  angry  because 
he  bad  quoted  the  hon.  Member's  phrase, 
"  preceding  precedeots.**  He  did  not 
quote  it  lor  the  purpose  of  inducing  the 
House  to  ridicule  the  hon.  Member,  for 
it  was  an  error  into  which  any  hon.  Mem- 
ber might  have  fallen,  the  hon.  Member 
no  doubt  meant  former  precedents.  It 
was  very  bard  to  make  him  responsible 
for  that  expression  having  been  laughed 
at.  With  respect  to  the  return  asked  for 
by  the  hon.  Gentleman,  he  had  not  the 
least  objection  to  give  the  dste  of  the 
year  when  the  pension  was  first  granted  to 
the  Prince  of  Mecklenburg  Strelitz ;  but 
he  did  not  object  to  the  production  of  any 
calculation  with  respect  to  a  psrticular 
pension  on  the  arbitrary  assumption,  that 
the  money  with  which  it  had  been  paid 
had  been  borrowed  at  the  rate  of  5  per 
rent,  interest.  There  was  a  material  dif- 
ference lietween  a  calculation  made  by  an 
accountant    to  determine    the  efitct    of 


some  great  financial  plan,  aad  the  aelee* 
tion  of  this  one  pension  by  the  hoo.  Gctt* 
tieman.  The  hon.  Member  assaaed,  thU 
the  present  grant  was  to  eoDt»«e  far 
forty-five  years,  and  that  the  HMNwy  It- 
pay  it  would  be  borrowed  at  5  per  oaat.  s 
but  this  was  not  a  fair  aasanptkNi.  If 
the  grant  were  to  be  eooverted  ioto  •' 
capital  sum  it  would  not  amomC  to 
than  one-fifteenth  of  the  amoant 
lated  by  the  hon.  Member;  and  lie  (fit 
R.  Peel)  had  been  positively  asanrad  Iqf  a 
Gentleman  who  had  nsade  some  im|«iij 
on  the  sulyject,  that  an  iHiiraBce*nSn 
would  not  give  more  than  2&fl00L  or 
26,000/.  Having  made  these 
he  trusted  the  hon.  Member  and 
might  now  part  in  good  hnmoor. 

Mr.  Huwte  said,  the  right  hon. 
was  quite  correct  in  stating  the 
be  26,000/. ;  but  he  had  overlooked 
perpetual  interest  to  be  provided  far 
sum,  and  the  necessity  of  bonowieg 
to  pay  it. 

The  Order  of  the  Day  feed,  and 
report  received. 

On  the  question  that  the  reaoletiott  he 
read  a  second  time, 

Mr.  Htme  said,  that  having  hat 
given  the  House  an  opportunity  of 
pressing  its  opinion,  and  having 
supported  by  only  fifty-nine 
of  668,  he  thought  he  should  best 
the  convenience  of  the  Hoeae  Iqf  not 
tinning  bis  oppositkMi,  bet  by  meicly  ea* 
cording  his  opinion  againal  the  gnaib 
If  the  right  hon.  GentleaMn  wee  oeMb 
mined  to  make  a  proviaion  fsr  the 
cess,  let  him  propose  a  aaai  ef 
once. 

Mr.  W.  WaUoMM  said,  the 
before  tbe  House  bad  occasieeed  a 
deal  of  conversation  out  of  dooii^ 
great  deal  of  dissatisftietion  ia  the 
mind ;  and  he  was  of  opiniona 
committee  ought  to  be  appointed 
quire  wliether  tbe  Deke  ofCeaihtid|ps 
the  means  of  providing  (or  hn 
without  pensioning  them  on  the 
If  the  Duke  of  Cambridge  had 
considerable  wealth,  it  vaa  bigUy 
proper  for  the  Government  to  Maf 
waided  such  a  propositkm  ea  the 
A  few  days  ago  a  similar  claim  had 
pCit  forth  by  a  noble   Earl  for 
branch  of  the  royal   family,  aad  if 
claim  of  one  was  ai  thcte  msM  fet 

no  just  ground  for  reiui        the  other.  T^ 
hon.  Baronet,  ihe  '  for  Ike  lifi^ 
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versity  of  Oxford,  last  night  made  a  state- 
ment of  the  roost  astounding  nature — 
namely,  that  the  hereditary  revenues  of 
the  Crown,  from  the  year  1761  to  1837, 
amounted  to  117,000,000/.,  whilst  the 
amount  received  for  the  purposes  of  the 
civil  list  was  only  69,000,000/.  leaving  a 
Imlance  of  47,000,000/.  in  favour  of  the 
Crown.  He  denied,  that  these  were  the 
hereditary  revenues  of  the  Crown.  They 
were  taxes  granted  by  Parliament  to  the 
Crown  for  particular  and  specific  purposes 
connected  with  the  public  service.  The 
hon.  Baronet  said,  that  these  1 1 7,000,000/. 
were  hereditary  revenues  of  the  Crown. 
What,  however,  were  those  items  ?  They 
were,  first,  customs,  excise,  and  post- 
ofiBce,  which  only  amounted  to  about 
3,248,000/.  Ke  wm  sure,  that  the  hon. 
Baronet  had  never  looked  into  these  Ac- 
counts, or  ascertained  how  these  figures 
were  put  together,  or  he  would  not  have 
made  such  a  statement. 

Viscount  Dungannon  rose  to  order. 
He  wisl)ed  to  ask  the  Speaker  whether  it 
were  competent  for  any  hon.  Member  to 
take  up  the  time  of  the  House  by  allusions 
to  speeches  that  had  been  delivered  in  a 
different  debate  altogether  from  the  pre- 
sent, and  such  as  were  totally  unconnected 
witli  the  issue  now  before  them.  Re 
wished  to  know  whether  Che  hon.  Member 
for  Coventry  wM  now  entitkd  to  be  heard 
when  he  was  following  such  a  oouise? 

The  Speaker  taid,  according  to  the  rule 
of  the  House,  it  was  no  doubt  irregular  for 
any  hon.  Member  to  allude  to  any  Mng 
that  had  taken  place  in  a  former  ddwtet 
but  there  was  certainly  a  degree  of  latittide 
allowed  to  hon.  Members  when  such  allu- 
sions were  connected  with  the  Ouestioo 
immediately  under  discussion.  Itnadnol 
then  been  the  practice  to  interfere*  and 
the  strict  rule  of  the  House  Wat  only  ad« 
hered  to  when  the  subjects  of  the  delMtes 
were  of  a  totally  different  nature. 

Mr.  Williams  resumed  his  observations 
amid  the  impatience  of  the  House.  He 
said  he  hoped,  that  the  hon.  Baronet  was 
now  satisfied  that  the  jtatement  he  had 
made  was  most  erroneous.  He  would  noC 
have  troubled  the  House,  but  for  the  obu 
servations  of  the  hon.  Baronet. 

Sir  R,  H.  Inglis  contended,  that  in 
substance  hig  statement  was  correct.  As 
a  sample  of  the  inaccuracy  of  the  hon. 
M(  iifbcr  for  Coventry,  he  would  remark 
upon  one  statement  he  had  made.  The 
hon.  Member  said,  that  the  amount  de* 


rived  from  the  customs,  the  excise,  and 
the  post-office,  in  1837,  was  3,248,800/. 
That  was  composed  of  special  items  only. 
The  aggregate  amount  from  those  items 
amounted  nearly  to  32,000,000/.  The 
hon.  Member,  by  his  speech,  almost  de- 
signated the  royal  family  as  pauper  reci- 
pients of  the  public  bounty.  [Mr.  W. 
Williams:  I  have  never  used  any  such 
language.]  He  did  not  mean  to  assert, 
ihat  the  hon.  Member  had  used  such 
words,  but  his  language  certainly  appeared 
to  imply  that  meaning.  He  was  glad  to 
hear  the  hon.  Gentleman  disclaim  them, 
iHit  he  appealed  to  the  House  if  the  sub- 
stance of  the  hon.  Gentleman's  opposition 
to  this  grant  was  not,  that  the  royal 
family  were  asking  for  what  they  were  not 
entitled  to  receive.  He  thought,  that  it 
was  most  indecorous  to  introduce  the  per- 
sonal character  of  the  Duke  of  Cambridge 
into  the  debate  upon  this  question.  He 
would  assert  the  justice  of  the  claim  by 
the  Government  in  respect  to  the  royal 
famil) . 

Viscount  Dungannon  could  not  for- 
bear deeply  regretting,  that  when  a  mea- 
sure as  remarkable  for  iti  moderaiioa 
as  for  its  justice,  had  been  introduced  to 
this  House-^wben  it  was  proposed  to 
make  a  provision  of  this  kind  upon  the 
death  of  the  Duke  of  Cambrklge,  for  the 
gVand«daughtef  of  one  of  the  bnl  and  tbe 
greatest  Sovereigns  that  had  ever  swayed 
tbe  sceptre  of  this  country,  whose  memory 
must  live  tn  tbe  vsepact  of  every  good  and 
ealighleued  nan,-^ha  could  not,  he  re- 
peated, but  regret  the  tone  vhicb  had 
been  taken  by  certain  him.  Members  on 
the  opposite  side  of  the  House,  who  in* 
dulged  to  the  moat  unfair  and  invidious 
observations.  He  should  be  tbe  last  indi- 
vidual among  the  hoti.  Members  of  tbia 
House  who  would  ever  be  found  to  op- 
pose any  grant  to  tbe  royal  family,  that 
was  deemed  neeesMry  to  place  then  in 
that  situation  which  they  had  a  right  to 
fill. 

Resolution  read  a  second  time.  Bill  to 
carry  it  into  effect  brought  in  and  read 
a  first  time. 

Cavada  Corv  Law.]  Lord  Stanley 
moved  the  third  reading  of  the  Canada 
wheat  bill. 

Colonel  Sibthorp  moved  that  it  be  read 
a  third  time  Ihat  day  six  months. 

Mr.  Hume  said,  that  since  this  bill 
passed  its  last  stage,  accouufs  had  been 
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received  from  Canada  of  the  death  of  Sir 
Charles  Begot,  In  his  opinion,  no  man 
had  done  more  to  meet  the  wishes 
of  the  community  over  whom  he  pre- 
sided, or  had  succeeded  better  in  turn- 
ing a  discontented  population  into  a  quiet 
and  satisfied  people.  The  thanks  of  the 
public  of  Canada  had  been  conveyed  to 
Sir  Charles  Bagot  in  formal  addresses; 
and  he  deeply  regretted  that  the  hon. 
Gentleman  bad  not  survived  to  witness 
the  eiTect  which  must  have  been  derived 
from  the  sound  and  excellent  constitu- 
tional principles  which  he  had  himself 
acted  upon.  He  cared  not  who  originated 
the  policy  of  that  excellent  man.  It  was 
enough  for  him  to  know  that  it  had  been 
adopted,  and  that  that  policy  had  tended 
to  the  happiness  of  the  whole  community. 
It  was  a  course  of  Government  calculated 
to  win  the  affections  of  the  people,  and 
he  trusted  it  would  be  followed  out  by  all 
succeeding  Governments. 

Mr.  Labouchere  expressed  a  hope  that 
the  intention  of  her  Majesty's  Government 
should  be  distinctly  made  known  as  to 
their  future  course  with  regard  to  the 
colonies  of  New  Brunswick  and  Nova 
Scotia. 

Lord  Stanley  said,  that  the  present 
measure  was  one  which  affected  Canada, 
and  Canada  alone.  Canada  stood  upon  a 
different  footing  from  New  Brunswick  and 
Nova  Scotia ;  and  he  felt  himself  entirely 
free  from  any  pledge  with  respect  to 
bringing  in  a  similar  bill  at  any  future 
Session  in  reference  to  those  colonies. 
Nothing  could  be  more  inconvenient  than 
to  call  upon  Government  to  give  a  pled^re 
as  to  any  future  measure  in  any  future 
Session  upon  so  important  a  subject  us 
that  of  the  Corn-laws,  especially  when 
the  object,  after  all,  was,  comparatively 
speaking,  an  insignificant  one.  The  ques- 
tion would,  of  course,  remain  open,  and, 
if  necessary,  might  be  made  the  subject  of 
a  distinct  discussion ;  at  the  same  time, 
relating  as  it  did  to  so  important  a  matter 
as  the  Corn -laws,  it  ought  not  to  be 
treated  lightly. 

Lord   Worsley  said,   the  bill  had  now 
arrived  at  its  third  rending,  and  from  1^' 
sentiments  expressed   by  those  nicm^ 
who  represent  more  particularly  the  r 
n)ercial  interest  in  this  liousc,  ami  i 
those  of  the  noble  Lord,  he  ( Ijoni  Wor« 
i'oU   justified  in   saying  that  it  was  co 
(iered  of  but  little  advantagi'.     The  M' 
bers  representing  the  agricultural  inters 


declared  that  their  cooitiiaenU  fdt 
d  read  of  the  meuure.    When  t  bill 

to  this  was  introduced  by  the  hoD. ^ 

gallant  Member  for  Dartmouth  (Sir  Jobs 
Scale),  an  objection  to  it  was  ezuntmi 
by  one  who,  whatever  the  npinwi  tf 
Members  might  be,  matt  always  deservsdlj 
carry  much  weight  in  the  House.  Tht 
right  hon.  Baronet  at  the  head  of  ihs 
Government,  on  the  occasion  of  iho 
second  reading  of  that  bill,  spoke  u  IbL 
lows : — 

"  To  come  to  a  fair  dedsioD  upon  the 
sure  before  the  House,  I  am  oblifed  to  _ 
pare  the  benefit  which  it  will  confer  on 
commercial  interests,  with  its  probable  eC 
on  tlie  interests  of  the  agriculturists.    Now 
my  opinion,  the  benefit  which  the  eoinai 
classes  will  derive  from  the  present  billy  ii 
tremely  small,  but  I  will  not  on  that 
oppose  it,  but  I  will  do  so  Iwcasse  I 

that  if  it  do  pass,  the  discontent  and 

faction  which  it  will  create  throagliouttheMt 
cultural  community  will  more  than  eonotmio* 
lance  any  advantage  which  it  is 
yielding," 

For  these  reasons  thus  eipressed 
right  hon.  Baronet,  he  (Lord  W( 
felt  justified  in  moving  that  the  Bill 
read  a  third  time  that  day  six  monthe. 

The  House  divided  on  the  questioD 


) 


the  word  **  now"  stand  pert  of  the  qi 
tion.    Ayes  160;  Noes  75 :  Majorbj  7& 

Liii  of  ike  Atis. 
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"^ruce,  C.  L.  C 

'tev>  1^. 
C. 

HrJ.  ^ 
k*.  I 


Clive,  hon.  R.  H. 
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Corry,  rt.  boo.  H. 
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Cresswell,  B. 
Cripps,  W. 
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Douglu,  J.  O.  & 
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Dugdale,  W.  S. 
Egerton,  W.  T. 
Egerton,  Sir  P. 
Eliot,  Lord 
Ellice,  E. 
^mitt,B. 
nconrt,  T.  G.  Bb 
W. 

^■rJ•        n 
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Graham,  rt.  hn.  Sir  J. 
Granger,  T.  C. 
Greenall,  P. 
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Halford,  H. 
Hamilton,  G.  A. 
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Hampden,  R. 
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Lincoln,  Earl  of 
Lockhart,  W. 
Lord  M  ay  or  of  Lond  on 
Lowther,  J.  H. 
Lygon,  hon.  Gen. 
Mackenzie,  T. 
Mackenzie,  W.  F. 
Mc  Geachy,  F.  A. 
Mainwaring,  T. 
Marsham,  Visct. 
Martin,  C.  W. 
Master,  T.  W  C. 
Masterman,  J. 
Maxwell,  hon.  J.  P. 
Meynell,  Capt. 
Milnes,  R.  M. 
Morgan,  O. 
Morris,  D. 
Mundy,  £.  M. 


Newry,  Visct. 
NichoU,  rt.  hon.  J. 
Norreys,  Lord 
Northland,  Visct. 
Packe,  C.  W. 
Peel,  rt.  hon.  Sir  R. 
Peel,  J. 
Polhill,  F. 
Pollock,  Sir  F. 
Powell,  Col. 
Pringle,  A. 
Reid,  Sir  J.  R. 
Rice,  E.  R. 
Roche,  Sir  D. 
Round,  J. 
Russell,  C. 
Ryder,  lion.  G.  D. 
Sandon,  Visct. 
Sheppard,  T. 
Smith,  rt.  hn.  T.  C.  B. 
Smollett,  A. 
Somerset,  Lord  G. 
Sotheron,  T.  S.  H. 
Stanley,  Lord 
Stewart,  J. 
Sturt,  H.  C. 
Sutton,  hon.  H.  M. 
Tennent,  J.  £. 
Trench,  Sir  F.  W. 
Trotter,  J. 
Vane,  Lord  H. 
Verner,  Col. 
Vernon,  G.  H. 
Vesey,  hon.  T. 
Vivian,  J.  E. 
Wall,  C.  B. 
Ward,  H.  G. 
Welby,  G.  E. 
Wilbraham,  hn.  R.  B. 
Williams,  W. 
Wood,  Col. 
Wortley,  hon.  J.  S. 
Yorke,  hon.  E.  T. 
Young,  J* 

TELLERS. 

Fremantlf,  Sir  T. 
Baring,  H. 


List  of  the  Noes. 


Henley,  J.  W. 
Horsman,  E. 
Hoskins,  K. 
Howard,  hn.  C.  W.G. 
Howard,  Lord 
Howard,  hon.  H. 


Pechel),  Capt. 
Pusey,  P. 
Redington,  T.  N. 
Rushbrooke,  Col. 
Smyth,  Sir  H. 
Stanley,  E. 


Labouchere,  rt.  hn.  H.    Stanton,  W.  H. 


McTaggart,  Sir  J. 
Martin,  J. 
Miles,  W. 
Mitcalfe,  H. 
Morison,  Gen. 
Murphy,  F.  S. 
Murray,  C.  R.  S. 
Neeld,  J. 

Norreys,  Sir  D.  J. 
O'Brien,  A.  S. 
O'Brien,  J. 
O'Conor  Don 
Ossulston,  Lord 
Paget,  CoU 
Palmer,  G. 
Palmerston,  Visct. 


Stuart,  W.  V. 
Strickland,  Sir  G. 
Tollemache,  J. 
Towneley,  J. 
Trelawny,  J.  S. 
I'rollope,  Sir  J. 
Tuite,  H.  M. 
Tumor,  C. 
Waddington,.H.  S. 
Worsley,  Lord 
Wyndham,  Col.  C. 
Wyse,  T. 


Allix,  J.  P. 
Arundel  and  Surrey, 

Earl  of 
Bailey,  J.  Jun. 
Bankes,  G. 
Baring,  ri.  hn.  F.  T. 
Barnard,  E.  G. 
Baskerville,  T.  M.  B. 
Benett,  J. 
Blackstone,  W.  S. 
Blewitt,  R.  J. 
Broad  ley,  H. 
Buck,  L.  W. 
Busfeild,  W. 
Carew,  hon.  R.  S. 
Chetwode,  Sir  J. 
Craig,  W.  G. 


Darby,  G. 
Dennistoun,  J. 
D*Eyncourt,rt.hn.C.T 
Duncan,  G. 
Dundas,  D. 
Dungannon,  Vbct. 
Du  Pre,  C.  G. 
Eaton,  R.  J. 
Ebrington,  Visct. 
Farnham,  E.  B. 
Ferguson,  Sir  R.  A. 
FitzToy,  Lord  C. 
Forster,  M. 
Fuller,  A.  E. 
Grey,  rt.  hon.  Sir  G. 
Hawes,  B. 
Heathcote,  G.  J. 


TELLERS. 

Sibthorp,  Col. 
Ferrand,  R.  B. 

Main  question  agreed  to. 

BiU  read  a  third  lime  and  passed. 

Arms  (Ireland)  Bill.]  On  the 
motion  that  the  House  resolve  itself  into 
committee  on  the  Arms  (Ireland)  BiH. 

Mr.  Wyse  said,  that  if  in  the  course  of 
the  discussions  which  had  already  lakea 
place  on  .this  bill,  he  had  heard  any  reason 
given  to  show  either  the  justice  or  the  po- 
licy of  the  measure,  he  might  have  been 
disposed  to  take  a  different  course  from 
that  which  he  was  determined  to  pursue 
on  the  present  occasion.     He  considered 
the  people  of  Ireland  to  possess  every  con« 
stitutional  right  equally  with  the  people  of 
England,  and  that  if  any  iDfringement  of 
those  rights,  or  any  suspension  of  Ibeaiy 
were  proposed,  it  was  his  duty  to  ascer- 
tain the  ground  upon  which  such  infrinfi;e- 
ment  or  suspension  was  required.    During 
the  debate  on  this  measure,  be  had  not 
heard  any  sufficient  ground  urged  in  sup- 
port of  this  bill.     So  far  from  an  increase 
of  crime  in  Ireland,  there  had  been  a  con- 
siderable decrease,  and  he  could  not,  there- 
fore, understand  why  such  a  bill  as  this 
should  be  introduced,  unless  it  were  upon 
the  philosophical  principle  of  the  Chancel- 
lor of  the  Exchequer,  who  considered  it  to 
be  the  duty  of  the  Legislature  to  pretent 
the  occurrence  of  crime.     If  this  were  a 
restrictive  bill  (and  who  would  say  that  it 
was  not  ?),  why  had  not  cases  been  stated^ 
or  proved  to  the  House  justifying  restric-. 
tion  ?     Why  had  it  not  been  establiahed, 
that  arms  had  been  used  in  defiance  of  the 
law  ?    Above  all,  why  was  this  measure  to 
apply  to  the  whole  of  Ireland*  when  even 


act  upon  the  principles  bud  down  in  a 
clamation  issued  by  the  repmentativs  of 
this  country  to  the  Chinese^  in  which  tke 
most  ample  protection  and  freedom  in 


pie  would  speedily  become  peaceable,  liawy, 
and  contented.    He  hoped  that  the  rrana 
ation  of  the  desire  entertained  iur  a  paAcI 
equalization  of  the  rights  and  lawi  of  the 
two  countries,  might  ere  long  take    ~ 
and  then  they  might  see  the  pleanng 
ture  of  Britannia  and  Erin  walking  ~ 
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been  without  its  influence  on  the  military  as  those  to  which  he  had  refeired.  The 
churacter  of  the  people.  Let  them  not '  noble  Lord  the  Secretary  for  Ireland  had 
forget  then  the  gallantry  and  courage  of  shown,  that  since  the  year  1838  there  had 
Irishmen.  Who  had  led  the  most  forlorn  i  been  a  considerable  diminution  of 
of  our  ''  forlorn  hopes  ?"  By  whose  valour  :  Ireland,  and  yet  in  the  face  of  thii 
had  the  most  glorious  of  our  victories  been  ;  of  amendment  in  the  habita  of  the  ^ 
achieved?  Had  not  Irishmen  ever  been  I  this  measure*  more  strinsent  than 
conspicuous  in  the  display  of  military  en-  I  before  in  operation,  was  introduced.  He 
terprise  and  valour  ?  Why,  one-haJf  of  thought  the  Government  would  do  well  la 
the  military  forces  of  this  country  con- 
sisted of  Irishmen ;  and  yet  they  proposed 
to  treat  the  nation  to  which  they  looked  to 
supply  the  ranks  of  the  army  with  scorn 

and  ignominy, — to  refuse  to  the  great  ma-    and  religious  matters  was  promind  to 
jority  of  the  people  the  possession  of  arms.    If  the  Government  acted  towards  " 
He  thought  this  was  not  a  step  calculated  j  in  the  spirit  of  that  pmclamation^  the 
to  maintain  that  martial  spirit  which  had 
hitherto  been  manifested  by  our  Irish  fel- 
low subjects.     Mr.  Macgregor  stated,  in 
his  report,  that  a  strong  passion   existed 
among  the  Irish  for  the  possession  of  fire- 
arms, and  there  was  scarcely  any  risk  they 
would  not  incur  to  obtain  them.     This 

statement  was  corroborated  by  Colonel  |  in  hand,  partaking  the  same  joya  and 
Miller's  report.  Colonel  Miller  said,  that  I  prepared  to  encounter  the 
the  most  ardent  desire  for  the  possession  of 
firearms  existed ;  and  in  consequence,  the 
timid  farmer  who  had  firearms  was  com- 
pelled to  lend  them  to  others,  and  in  the 
event  of  a  refusal  houses  were  frequently 
broken  into,  and  they  were  forcibly  taken 

away.  These  outrages  proceeded  from  the  speech,  extending,  as  it  did,  firom  Iidani 
bad  passions  excited  by  the  present  odious  ;  to  China ;  and  he  should  confine 
law.  If  it  was  admitted  that  the  Irish 
people  were  not  naturally  prone  to  acts  of 
theft  and  robbery,  and  if  il  was  found  that 
they  were  constantly  stealing  arms,  to 
what  cause  were  they  to  attribute  the  pre- 
valence of  offences  of  this  nature?  Uc 
believed  the  people  were  excited  to  the 
commissicm  of  these  oilences  bv  a  sense  of 

w 

deprivation,  and  that  if  this  deprivation 
was  removed,  such  outrages  would  cease. 
The  tendency  of  this  measure  was  to  excite 
envy,  mulice,  and  unchoritablcncss  in  the 
minds  of  the  people.  Partiality  would 
be  shown  or  suspected.  Persons  who  ob- 
tained licences  for  the  possession  of  a/ms 
woulil   be   regarded   by    their   neighbours 

with  jealousy  and  envy  ;  and  those  t(«  whom  i  his  full  share  in  the  responsibility 
the  privilege  of  |K)sscsshig  arms  was  refused  { to  every  act  of  that  Government,  and 
would  entertain  a  deep  and  bitter  sense  of    "    " 
injustice,    not   soon    to   be  removed.     He 
considered    that   the  lirst  and  ))araniount 
object  of  all  law   was  the  prevention   of 
crime.     He  advised  the  rij;ht  lion.  B-.ironet 

and  hon.  (lontlcnian  opposite,  to  consent  to  \  whether  the  House  would  go  into 
the  re|)eal  of  all  laws  similar  to  that  now  |  luittcc  on  a  bill  which  was  subrtai 
under  consideration,  and  he  believed  they  |  similar  to  what  had  been  the  law  of 
would  then  hear  no  more  of  such  outrages  |  land  for  half  a  century  |  and  the 


splendid  example  of  national  unanimi^ 
prosperity  not  to  be  equalled  in  the 

L^rd  Eliot  would  not  yield  to  Aa 
temptation  of  following  the  hon.  Gcnda- 
mau  through  the  extraordinary  aeiiei  af 
topics  he  had  chosen  to  embrace  in  kb 


to  the  question  really  befine  the 
When  tnc  policy  of  the  Irish 
came  in  any  manner  appropriately 
the  House»  he  should  be  perfectly  prepenl 
to  vindicate  the  general  conduct  of  tke 
Administration  or  the  particular  acta  af 
the  Executive ;  and,  sensible  aa  he  waa  af 
the  kindness  with  which  personally  he  waa 
occasionally  mentioned  by  hon.  GentlcaMB 
opposite,  and  feeling  as  he  did, 
ccrelyy  that  the  differences  of  party 
never  produce  personal  hostility,  he! 
firmly  to  declare  that  he  could  not 
a  compHnient  paid  to  himself  at  thei 
of  the  Government  to  which  be  hfilni^gnil 
He  was,  he  repeated,  quite  ready  to 


fitting  occasion  he  should  be  found 
to  defend  to  the  utmost  of  his  atali^  i 
Irish  policy.     But  the  present  he 
not  deem   that  fitting  opportunity; 
question  before  the  House  being 
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would  not  press  the  clause  requiring  the 
certificate  of  two  householders,  concerning 
which  the  noble  Lord  (Viscount  Clements) 
the  Member  for  Leitrim,  had  given  a 
notice,  nor  those  concerning  blacksmiths. 
As  to  the  cry  about  "equal  laws"  io 
the  two  countries,  surely  every  one  must 
be  aware  that  there  were  a  variety  of 
instances  in  which  the  law  was  neces- 
sarily, unavoidably  different.  Thus,  when 
the  Member  for  Waterford  had  confessed, 
that  because  he  had  declared  against  Re- 
peal he  had  to  be  escorted  to  the  hustings 
by  cavalry,  who  could  pretend  that  there 
could  be  applied  to  Ireland  the  exclusion 
of  troops  from  the  neighbourhood  of  towns 
during  elections?  And  again,  with  re« 
spect  to  party  processions,  restrictions 
wholly  unnecessary  in  England,  had,  with 
the  consent  of  all  parties,  been  imposed  on 
Ireland,  so  the  statutes  against  whiteboy 
offences.  All  these,  and  the  bill  before  the 
House,  were  restraints  on  the  liberty  of 
the  subject,  rendered  justifiable  only  by 
the  necessity  of  the  case.  And  if  he  were 
asked  how  long  that  necessity  might  con« 
tinue,  he  must  reply  that  it  was  not  pos- 
sible to  tell,  though  he  earnestly  hoped 
that  the  progress  of  education  and  enlight- 
enment in  Ireland  would,  in  the  course  of 
no  very  long  time,  dispense  with  that  ne- 
cessity. At  present  the  Irish  constabulary, 
excellent  and  efficient  as  it  was,  could  not 
duly  exercise  its  powers  for  the  prevention 
and  detection  of  crime,  and  could  not, 
unless  empowered  by  some  such  bill  as  this, 
examine  suspected  persons  as  to  the  man- 
ner in  which  they  became  possessed  of  arms. 
Surely  powers  like  these  were  essential  to 
the  preservation  of  the  peace  the  protection 
of  property  and  life.  Again  he  declared 
that  although  the  measure  was  not  needed 
by  the  Government  for  its  own  security 
yet,  they  were  bound  to  take  every  precau- 
tion to  prevent  the  consequences  likely  to 
arise  from  the  exciting  language — the 
seditious  harangues— continuuly  employed 
at  meetings  of  100,000  or  200,000  persons ; 
and  to  provide  for  the  protection  of  the 
peaceably  disposed  of  her  Majesty's  sub- 
jects from  the  sudden  ebullitions  so  probaUe 
in  gatherings  of  such  a  character.  Thoee 
who  had  already  under  former  Grovemments 
agreed  to  measures  substantially  the  same 
as  the  present  might,  if  they  pleased, 
object  to  different  clauses ;  but  they  ooold 
not  with  consistency  and  propriety  oppow 
the  going  into  committee,  unless,  indeed, 
it  were  consistent  with  their  ideas  of  pro* 
priety  to  declare  that  measora  fit  mi 


point  to  be  considered  whether  the  state  of 
Ireland  was  now  so  altered  as  to  render 
such  a  measure  unnecessary.  The  ac- 
counts of  crime  which  had  been  alluded  to 
were  not  at  all  exclusively  in  the  hands  of 
the  Government,  but  were  laid  monthly 
before  the  House  ;  and  though  the  number 
of  murders  in  Ireland  had  lately  decreased, 
there  had  been  an  increased  number  of 
offences  arising  from  the  possession  of  arms. 
These  returns  were,  also,  let  it  be  re- 
collected, not  returns  of  offenders,  but  of 
offences :  so  that  very  often  each  offence 
would  really  comprise  twenty  or  forty 
offenders.  The  constabulary  never  re- 
ported a  case  but  one  of  actual  mischief—- 
of  committed  crime.  [Mr.  Roebuck  **  No."] 
[]Mr.  Hume,  "They  are  only  charges."] 
The  hon.  Members  were  entirely  in  error ; 
they  were  not  returns  of  charges,  or  com- 
mittals, or  even  of  convictions,  to  each  of 
which  some  objection  might  be  made,  but 
they  were  returns  of  crimes  actually  com- 
mitted, and,  of  course,  wholly  independent 
of  questions  of  number  as  regaided  of- 
fenaers.  Each  case  in  the  returns  was 
one  of  a  distinct  crime,  whatever  the  num- 
ber of  the  criminals.  Now,  he  had  been 
astounded  to  hear  Members  of  the  preced- 
ing Government,  like  the  hon.  Member 
who  spoke  first  complain  of  the  bill  gene- 
rally, as  though  they  had  not  actually 
supported  measures  almost  entirely  the 
same ;  and  he  thought  the  opposition  of 
those*Gentlemen  could  not  possibly  be  de- 
fended, unless  they  could  make  out  that 
the  circumstances  of  the  country  had  so 
changed  as  to  render  any  such  measure  no 
longer  necessary.  The  measure  was  not 
desired,  nor  defended,  as  at  all  necessary 
for  the  sake  of  the  Government,  but  for 
the  protection  of  the  peaceably  disposed 
people  of  Ireland  against  robbers  and  mur- 
derers. That  was  the  only  ground  on 
which  he  would  rest  the  bill,  and  if  he 
failed  to  establish  that,  he  failed  altogether 
in  justifying  it.  Upon  the  concurrent 
testimony  sJmost  of  every  Irishman,  he 
believed  he  might  declare  the  necessity  for 
some  such  measure.  He  believed,  that  at 
present  there  were,  however,  no  real  re- 
strictions upon  the  possession  of  arms  in 
Ireland  by  respectable  and  peaceable  peo- 
ple ;  and  he  would  defy  its  being  shown, 
that  the  proposed  bill  would  at  all  increase 
the  difficulties  or  impose  any  new  restric- 
tions. And  certainly  (to  show  the  dis- 
position of  the  Government  not  to  persist 
in  the  retention  of  provisions  unnecessarily 
stringent),  he  might  mention^  tiiat  they 
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proper  under  a  Whig  Goyernmeut  were 
moustrouB  and  unconstitutioDal  in  the 
hands  of  a  Conservative  Administration. 
He  trusted  the  House  would  now  go  into 
committee  when  a  full  and  fair  oonsidera* 
tion  would  bo  given  by  the  Government 
to  the  various  amendments  that  might  be 
proposed. 

Mr.  Ward  thought  that  the  noble  Lord 
had  placed  the  question  on  very  ftiir 
groundsy  when  he  said  that  those  who  had 
supported  an  Arms  Bill  in  1841,  were 
bound  to  assign  some  better  reason  for  not 
supporting  it  now,  than  the  mere  fact 
that  their  own  friends  were  no  longer  in 
power.  He  was  quite  ready  to  join  issue 
upon  these  grounds.  His  objections  to 
the  measure  of  the  Government  were  two- 
fold— first,  that  additional  stringency  had 
been  given  to  some  of  the  worst  clauses  of 
the  old  law;  and  secondly,  that  the 
general  policy  of  the  present  Government 
towards  Ireland  rendered  such  a  measure 
unwise  and  unjust.  He  admitted  that, 
like  many  other  hon.  Members,  he  bad 
supported  the  Arms  Bill  passed  by  the 
late  Government.  If  he  had  not  voted 
for  it,  he  had  given  it  a  tacit  assent,  and 
he  had  done  so  because  he  considered  it 
part  of  a  system,  a  bad  system,  no  doubt, 
but  a  system  which  that  Government  was 
doing  all  in  its  power  to  improve.  The 
bill,  as  it  was  now  presented  to  the  House, 
was  placed  before  them  as  the  whole  es- 
sence of  the  policy  of  the  (jovernmenl 
towards  Ireland,  and  it  was  put  forward 
as  the  only  measure  which  they  had  to 
suggest  to  satisfy  the  people.  He  feared 
that  it  would  only  add  to  that  long  score 
of  injustice  which  they  had  to  settle  with 
Ireland  already,  lie  had  hiuself,  when 
he  first  came  into  Parliament,  voted  for 
the  Coercion  Bill, — he  said  it  to  his  own 
shame>  for,  it  was  the  act  of  his  public 
life  which  he  most  deplored,— -the  avowed 
object  of  which,  was  to  put  down  even  the 
semblance  of  civil  liberty  in  Ireland,  with- 
out the  slightest  justification  in  the  then 
state  of  that  country  for  such  a  step.  But 
he  did  this  in  ignorance  of  the  past  history 
of  Ireland,  and  in  blind  reliance  upon  a 
blind  guide — lie  meant  the  present  Secre- 
tary for  the  Colonies,— -who,  with  all  his 
abilities,  was  the  blindest,  and  most  dan- 
gerous, of  guides  wherever  Ireland  was 
concerned.  Subsequent  events  had  proved 
that  it  was  conciliation,  not  coercion,  that 
was  wanted  in  Ireland — justice,  not  force ; 
for,  if  ever  tlicre  was  a  people  keenly,  and  | 


gratefully,  sensible  of  any  ihiog  like  iaipar- 
tiality,  and  fairnesSt  iu  thoae,  wlio  wen 
trusted  with  the  managerucat  of  its 
it  was  the  people  of  Ireland,  and  tbey 
proved  it  by  their  coudact  from  1835  Id 
1841.  llie  adminiatratkm  of  hie 
relative  Lord  Normanbyy  of  Lord 
peth,  of  Lord  Forteacue,  was  %  proof 
little  Coeroion  bilb  were  waated  to  ■ 
tain  tranquillity.  Wbaiefor  mighl  ImmiA 
of  their  English  policy,  that  was  a  aaUe 
page  in  the  history  or  the  Whigs.  Aad 
why  were  thiap  now  relapsiaf  mUr 
very  state  from  which  they  kad 
emerged?  Why  was  England  fowad  la 
pour  troops  into  Ireland,  ami  to  bloAads 
Its  coasts  with  war-steamefs,  whaa  Lsid 
Normanby  had  reduced  the  ansy  If 
10,000  men,  and  oAied  to  spare  Bon^  if 
wanted  here  ?  He  did  not  Uasaa  Minislsn 
for  taking  proper  precautions.  Tbavan^ 
be  necessary  in  the  unhappy  state  or  iseB^ 
that  had  arisen,  and  if  coupled  with  a  ~ 
termination  to  grapple  with  tba 

S[uestion  of  Irelano,  and  to  adapt 
iiture  policy  to  its  wants,  he  would 
say  that  they  might  be  wise.     But  csa- 
ciliation  must  accompany  the  proof  af 

Mbedeae 


superior  strength.  Nothing  con 
in  Ireland  by  brute  force.  He 
that  the  right  hon.  Baronet  at  the  head  af 
the  Government  was  as  little  dtipoead  Is 
adopt  a  harsh,  or  oppressive,  policy  aa 
man  alive ;  and  as  to  his  noble  Pri^od 
Secretary  for  Ireland,  he  had  known 
all  his  life,  and  he  never  knew  any  on 
a  more  conciliatory  character,  or  of  a 
thoroughly  honourable  mind.  By 
fatality  was  it  that  two  men,  indiTidn% 
the  least  disposed  to  comoiit  iojaBlifie» 
were,  politically,  the  least  able  to  do  r^|^? 
It  was  the  curse  of  their  party  coaaae- 
tions  that  was  weighing  upon  thenu  Ik 
goodness  of  their  intentions  was  neui 
by  the  badness  of  the  instnuneDta 
which  they  had  to  work.  The  aobla 
the  Secretary  for  Ireland  was  idratifisi  ia 
the  minds  of  the  Irish  people  with  aa  m^ 
popular  party  and  an  unpopular  chassb; 
and  the  right  hon.  Baronet  hunseirbon  lia 
odium  which  justly  attached  to  man^ 
Colleagues.  It  was  most  aaAirtaaala 
the  Governmeot  should  count 
members  men,whosespeecbes  had  balmal 
the  bitterest  hostility  towards  IreloBd.  Wa 
found  in  a  speech  of  Mr.  O'CooDeinb  at 
Kilkenny,  an  allusion  to  this,  iriiach 
well-wisher  to  this  country 
He  did  not 
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0*Conneirs  sentiments  or  language.  On 
the  contrary,  he  repudiated  both  in  the 
strongest  terms.  He  thought  the  attempt 
to  array  Celt  against  Saxon  was  a  step 
back  into  barbarism — a  prostitution  of 
his  vast  influence  unworthy  his  position, 
and  more  likely  to  lead  to  a  war  of  exter- 
mination between  two  hostile  races,  than 
to  a  struggle  for  equal  political  rightSi  in 
which  both  countries  might  rationallyi  and 
honourably,  join.  But  what  was  the  ex- 
cuse of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork?  It 
was,  that  he  had  not  begun  this  species 
of  hostility — that,  by  a  person  high  in 
station  in  this  kingdom,  the  people  of 
Ireland — seven  millions  of  her  Majesty's 
subjects — had  been  declared  to  be  '*  aliens 
in  blood,  in  language,  and  in  religion.^ 
\}liT.  Borthwick;  It  was  explained.]  The 
explanation  had  come  too  late.  When 
it  came,  the  mischief  was  done, — the  blow 
had  been  already  struck,  and  the  words 
themselves  were  never  denied.  How  did 
Mr.  O'Connell  use  them?  Ho  said  at 
Kilkenny, — 

'*  1  want  to  know  whether  a  man  in  the 
House  of  Lords  did  not  say  that  the  Irish  were 
aliens  in  blood,  in  language,  and  in  religion  ? 
I  will  tell  you  why  I  Uiink  the  man  said  it  \ 
because  I  was  listening  to  him  myself.  It 
may  be  said,  that  he  was  some  every-day  talk- 
ing agitator;  but  no,  the  roan  who  used  that 
phrase  is  now  Lord  High  Chancellor  of  Eng- 
land. How  dare  you  say  that  Irishroeo  and 
Englishmen  are  of  the  same  race,  when  your 
Lord  High  Chancellor  pronounced  his  decree 
that  they  are  not,  and  you  have  since  rewarded 
him  with  a  salary  of  14,000/.  a  year,  aod  an 
annuity  of  6,000/.  a  year  after  he  ceases  to  be 
Chancellor  ?  Oh,  how  I  hke  to  hear  one  of  the 
miscreants,  that  belong  to  that  party,  come  out 
on  me,  and  charge  me  with  making  distinc- 
tions between  the  people  of  the  two  ooantries. 
I  did  not  make  that  distinction,  but  it  is  as 
good  as  if  it  were  my  own  child,  for  I  adopt 
it." 

What,  then,  was  to  be  done  ?  Was  the 
Government  to  negotiate  with  Mr.  0*Con- 
nell?  No.  He  would  disarm  him — he 
would  strip  him  of  his  powers,  by  doing 
what  was  right — what  all  Europe  would 
say  was  right,  and  by  dealing  promptly, 
and  boldly,  with  the  two  questions,  which 
were  put  most  prominently  forward  as 
the  cause  of  the  agitation  for  Repeal — 
he  meant  what  was  called  the  fixity 
of^lenure  question,  and  the  Church.  As 
to  the  first,  there  was  little  difficulty. 
Mr.  O'Connell  himself  had  never  defin^ 
what  he  meant  by  fixity  of  tenure.  He 
had  spoken  loosely,  and  largely,  a&out  it 
at  meetings^  but  he  had  been  Yery  guvdcd 


in  print.  In  the  address  of  the  Repeal 
Association,  he  said,  that ''  somethimg  must 
be  done  for  the  occupying  tenantry  of  ire- 
land,"  and  that  that  sofMthina  must  be 
conciliated,  so  for  as  possible,  with  existing 
proprietary  rights.  Could  there  be  a  fitter 
question  for  the  Government  to  take  up, 
as  had  been  suggested  by  his  bon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  ICildarc  ?  They  alone  had 
power  to  bring  it  to  any  beneficial  con- 
clusion, and  the  sooner  they  attempted  it 
the  better.  As  to  the  Church,  he  Hn«v 
the  difficulty  with  which  this  question  was 
surrounded,  but  he  meant  to  speak  out. 
He  saw  no  use  in  mincing  the  matter.  In 
1834,  had  Parliament  been  inclitied  to  act 
upon  the  motion,  which  he  brought  for- 
ward, very  moderate  concessions  would 
have  sufficed.  The  bills  of  1835  and 
1 836  proved  this,  for  very  little  was  done 
by  them,  yet  the  Irish  Members  gave  them 
their  unanimous  support.  But,  Parlia- 
ment chose  to  reject  these  measures,  and 
to  buy  off  the  Appropriation  clause,  by  sa- 
crificing 25  per  cent,  of  the  tithe  ;  not  an 
unreasonable  return  to  the  landlords  of  Ire- 
land for  the  risk,  and  responsibihiy,  of  col- 
lecting the  rest.  It  was  his  deliberate  belief, 
that  the  remaining  75  per  cent,  must  now 
be  given  up  at  the  price  of  peace.  He  be- 
lieved that  it  would  be  utterly  impossible  to 
maintain  the  Eistablishment  in  Ireland,  find 
the  Union  between  the  two  countries ;  and 
he  distinctly  asserted  his  conviction  that 
any  Government  which  dealt  with  this  ease 
must  regard  Tithes  as  a  fund,  which  could 
only  be  preserved  for  Religious  purposes, 
provided  it  were  distributed  on  terms  of 
perfect  equality  between  the  working 
Clergy  of  all  denominations.  He  said,  1^ 
them  get  rid  of  their  Bishops  and  Arch- 
bishops. His  firm  conviction  was,  that 
the  Establishment  must  be  given  up  as  the 
condition  of  future  peace.  It  was  very 
well  to  taunt  him  with  this,  as  if  it  were  a 
novel  doctrine :  but  what  had  their  own 
leader  said  in  1817  ?  In  perbapt,  the  nsoat 
sagacious  speech  ever  made  hj  that  most 
sagacious  man,  he  had  predicted  every 
thing  which  had  since  occurred.  He  said — 

*^  You  propose  toopen  to  theCatbolics  Parlia> 
ment,  and  to  invest  them  with  political  power ; 
— to  make  them  capable  of  acting  in  the  nigfaett 
offices  of  the  state,  and  of  being  the  responsible 
advisers  of  the  crown.  You  tell  us  that  the 
Roman  Catholics  of  Ireland  are  advancing  In 
wealth  and  education,  and  that,  as  you  remove 
the  disabilities  under  which  they  labour, 
their  advance  will  be  the  more  rapid,  and  they 
will  become  more  ipfluential  in  the  l^ate.  Do 
yott  iMau  then  Imdjidi,  (o  give  them  u|Ii9- 
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land  the  practical  advautages  oF  the  eligibility 
you  propose  to  confer  upon  them  ?  Do  you 
mean  to  give  them  that  fair  proportion  of  po- 
litical power,  to  which  their  numbers,  wealth, 
talents,  and  education,  will  entitle  them  ?  If 
you  doy  can  you  believe  that  they  will,  or  can, 
remain  contented  with  the  limits  which  you 
assign  to  them  ?  Do  you  think  that  when  they 
constitute,  as  they  must  do, — not  this  year,  or 
the  next,  but  in  the  natural^  and  therefore  cer- 
tain order  of  things, — ^by  far  the  most  powerful 
body  in  Ireland  ;— the  body,  roost  controlling, 
and  directing  the  goyernment  of  it ; — do  you 
think,  I  say,  that  they  will  view  with  satisfac- 
tion the  state  of  your  Church,  or  of  their  own  ? 
Do  you  think  that,  if  they  are  constituted  like 
other  men,  if  they  have  organs,  senses,  affec- 
tions, passions,  like  yourselves — if  they  are,  as 
no  doubt  they  are,  sincere  and  zealous  profes- 
sors of  that  religious  faith  to  which  they  belong 
— if  they  believe  your  *  intrusive  church*  to 
have  usurped  the  temporalities  which  it  pos- 
sesses ;— do  you  think  that  they  will  not  aspire 
to  the  re-establishment  of  their  own  church,  in 
all  its  ancient  splendour  ? — Is  it  natural  they 
should?— If  I  argue  even  from  my  own  feel- 
ings, if  I  place  myself  in  their  situation,  I 
answer  that  it  is  not.'* 

Could  they  have  a  more  correct  anti- 
cipation of  the  results  of  his  own  measure, 
than  that  which  the  right  hon.  Baronet  had 
shown  in  three  words  ?  The  right  hon. 
Baronet  then  went  on  to  notice  the  case 
of  Scotland, 

''  The  history  of  Scotland  is  referred  to  as 
proving  the  policy  of  granting  those  privileges, 
which  we  are  now  called  on  to  grant,  and 
though  I  reject  is  as  affording  any  precedent  at 
all  analogous  to  the  present  case  of  Ireland,  I 
cannot  help  feeling  that  it  may  be,  at  some 
future  time,  with  great  force,  appealed  to  in 
favour  of  establishment  of  the  Roman  Catholic 
religion  in  Ireland.  What  was  the  policy  to- 
wards Scotland  ?  After  vain  attempts  to  im- 
pose on  the  people  a  form  of  religious  worship, 
against  which  they  revolted,  you  abandoned 
these  attempts,  and  established,  permanently, 
and  inviolably,  the  Presbyterian  Church,  its 
doctrine,  discipline,  and  government.  Scot- 
land with  her  Presbyterian  Church,  has  been 
united  to  England  with  her  Episcopal  Church ; 
all  jealousies  are  buried  in  oblivion,  and  the 
political  union  is  complete.'* 

Could  they  have  anything  to  mark  more 
distinctly  the  incompleteness  of  the  polit- 
ical Union  in  Ireland,  than  the  existence  of 
an  Establishment,  which  was  looked  upon 
with  feelings  of  national  dislike,  and  anti- 
pathy, and  which,  whether  the  payment  was 
saddled  on  the  landlord,or  the  tenant,  con- 
stantly reminded  the  people  of  what  was 
once  theirs,  and  what  they  had  lost  ?  He 
hoped  that  he  bad  stated  distinctly  his  rea- 
son for  the  vote  he  was  about  to  give.  He 
meant  to  be  diitinct.    He  law  nothing  in 


the  present  slate  of  Ireland,  which  did 
fill  him  with  anxiety,  and  alarm.  NoCtte 
he  doubled  the  present  power  of  Engbad 
to  put  down' the  Repeal  mofelllent^ 
to  make  the  Union  permanent,  thej 
put  it  on  reasonable  grounds.  They 
assimilate  the  general  spirit  of  legbhtuM  it 
the  two  countries^.  They  had  nerer 
to  do  so  honestly,  and  they  never 
do  80  effectually,  whilst  they  had  conni 
with  them  an  Established  Charch  o[ 
to  the  national  sentiments  of  the  IriA. 
They  might  refuse  to  deal  with  it  mnt, 
but  if  they  neglected  to  do  so.  his  beBef 
was,  that  though  it  might  not  be  this 
or  next  year»  yet  in  the  event  of  an 
pean  war,  or  of  any  distarbancea  at 
we  should  find  that  we  had  converted 
the  source  of  our  greatest  weakness,  a 
try,  which,  if  properly  managed,  B^ghtp 
and  would  be,  the  source  of  onr 
strength. 

Mr.  T.  B.  C.  Smith  thanked  the 
Gentleman  for  the  openness  with 
he  had  avowed  his  opinion.  As  tolkt 
question  before  the  House,  there 
three  courses  open  to  the  Oovemi 
One  was  to  allow  the  existing  law  to 
pire ;  the  second  was  simply  to  rei 
and  the  third  was  to  consolidate 
amend  the  laws  upon  the  subject. 
last  was  the  course  which  it  had 
thought  proper  to  adopt  as  the  best 
of  bringing  distinctly  under  the  coi 
ation  of  the  House  the  nature  of  the 
ment.  He  had  scarcely  expected, 
the  majority  by  which,  upon  the 
reading,  the  principle  of  the  bill  had 
adopted,  that  a  new  discussion  woaMi 
upon  it.  Such  a  measure  as  the 
was  no  longer  than  two  years  ago,' 
dered  just  and  right  by  hon.  Gcnci 
opposite,  who  were  now  opposed  lo  IL 
But  admitting  the  possibility  that 
was  just  and  right  in  1841  might  not 
so  in  1843,  he  would  refer  to  the 
laid  on  the  Table  of  the  House  to 
that  circumstances  now  rendered 
measure  more  imperative  than  in  I  ML 
The  class  of  crime  to  which  the 
applied  had  increased  since  1841. 
resi)ect  to  fixity  of  tenure,  be  mast 
the  hon.  Member  for  Sheffield,  thgt  la 
1835  and  183f>,  a  measure  on  thk 
ject  was  brought  before  the  House. 
1836,  the  measure  was  read  for  the 
time,  but  it  never  reached  a  second 
ing.  If  the  measure  were  so 
for  the  welfare  of  Ireland,  why 

taken  up  by  the  Gofenunant  of 
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or  why  was  it  not  ursed  od  by  hon,  Oea- 
tlemen  opposite?  On  the  propoial  for 
the  Kcond  reading  of  (he  bill,  ao  araend- 
ment  was  moved  that  it  be  read  a  second 
time  that  day  aix  montha,  aad  nothing 
had  been  heard  of  it  Bince.  The  hon. 
Member  fur  Sheffield  had  adverted  to 
another  matter  with  respect  to  which,  he 
■aid,  it  was  neceuary  to  conciliate  the 
Irish  people,  and  certainly  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber had  spoken  out  distiticilv  enough  on 
the  subject.  He  said  they  must  sacrilice 
the  archbiBhops  and  bishops  of  the  Irish 
Church,  and  the  remaining  three-fuuiths 
of  the  income  of  that  establishment,  or 
they  could  not  expect  to  maintain  the 
Union,  and  to  render  the  Iriih  people  well 
disponed  towards  England.  Now,  he 
could  tell  the  hon.  Member  that  even  these 
concessions  would  go  but  a  short  way  tn 
conciliate  those,  atleaGt,  nbo  were  endea- 
vouriug  at  the  present  moment  to  separate 
the  two  countries.  As  the  sense  of  the 
House  had  been  so  decidedly  expressed  on 
a  former  occasion  with  respect  to  the  prin- 
ciple of  this  bill,  he  thought  it  desirable 
that  the  House  should  now  go  into  com- 
millee  to  consider  its  details.  He  would 
remind  the  Houee  that  the  expediency  of 
an  Arms  Bill  was  urged  at  a  meeting  in 
Kings  County  on  the  6tb  of  June  last,  at 
which  magifitrates  and  gentlemen,  of  all 
political  opinions,  attended. 

Mr.  D.  R,  Pigot  said,  that Govei omen t 
had  no  reasou  to  complain  of  the  course 
taken  by  his  hon.  Friend,  the  Member  for 
Waterford.  The  Irish  representatives 
were  bound  to  record  their  opioions,  and 
would  do  so,  without  o3ering  anything 
like  a  factious  opposition.  Some  had  as- 
sumed, and  others  had  directly  asserted, 
the  identity  of  this  bill  with  some  others 
which  had  formerly  been  before  Parlia- 
ment;  but  it  was  becituse  this  bill  pro- 
fess<;d  to  iniioduce  material  changes,  that 
they  who  opposed  it  were  desirous,  be. 
tore  it  was  adopted,  lo  have  it  placed 
upon  an  intelligilile  and  reasonable  fouo> 
dalion,  and  for  that  purpose  to  have  a  full 
inquiry.  The  lirst  Arms  BiU  was  intro- 
duced in  1796,  but  it  was  not  introduced 
to  prevent  assassination.  Tlie  recital 
showed  the  intention  uf  the  Legislature  in 
passing  it ;  namely,  to  check  the  traitoroua 
insurrection  which  was  then  latent  io  Ire- 
land. It  was  (irsi  passed  when  Ireland 
was  in  a  stale  of  rebellion,  and  the  flame 
broke  out  two  years  after  this  enacinient. 
It  was  accompanied  by  pruviaions  for  pro- 


clniming  districts,  and  to  preveat  the 
inhabitants  from  being  out  of  their  dwetl> 
ings  between  certain  hours,  which  were 
afterwards  introduced  as  a  separate  mea- 
sure; and,  indeed,  the  act  was  known  a* 
the  Insurrection  Act.  In  1798,  afler  the 
rebellion  bad  broken  out,  the  act  was 
renewed,  and  the  provision  was  first  in- 
troduced  relating  to  piket  and  other 
weapons,  which  had  then  come  into  use 
The  act  was  afterwards  renewed  from  time 
lo  time,  but  was  never  a  permanent  mea- 
sure. In  1807,  a^er  the  country  had 
gone  through  iwo  rebellions,  Mr.  Grattaa 
declared  his  opinion  that  for  temporary 
purposes,  and  in  the  then  exigencies  of 
the  country,  Parliament  ought  not  to 
allow  those  provisions  to  expire,  and  it 
was  re-enacted  for  three  years.  In  the 
year  I8I0,  the  provision  for  enabling  (wo 
magistrates  to  depute  the  power  of  making 
domiciliary  visits  was  deliberately  aban- 
doned by  the  Government.  The  then 
Secretary  for  Ireland,  who  was  the  bro- 
ther of  a  noble  Duke,  who  now  held  high 
office  in  her  Majesty's  Government,  Mr, 
Weliesley  Pole,  in  introducing  an  amended 
bill  said— 

"There  was  another  act  alio  (o  which  he 
wished  to  call  the  attention  of  the  House — an 
act  which  was  brought  in  at  the  same  time 
with  the  present  Iniurreclion  Act,  and  which 
had  caused  much  discussion  in  that  House — 
he  meant  what  was  called  the  Arms  Act.  He 
believed  that  every  genilemaD  would  admi( 
that  iha  provisions  for  roistering  of  anus 
should  not  be  given  up,  and  thB(  the  power  of 
searching  Tor  arms  saould  exist  somewhere. 
But  the  act,  as  it  a(  present  stood,  was  liable 
to  very  great  objections,  which  he  proposed  10 
obviate.  By  the  act,  as  it  now  stood,  an;  two 
magistrates  might,  upon  suspicion,  search  the 
house  of  anj  individual  for  arms,  at  any  hour, 
and  one  magistrate  might,  upon  iufoniMtioo, 
search  iu  the  same  manner,  or  delegate  a 
power  to  another  person  to  make  the  search. 
These  were  unquestionably  strong  powers, 
which  might  iu  their  execution  become  the 
source  of  much  vexation  and  individual  hard. 
ship,  and  ought,  therefore,  not  to  be  suffered 
list,  if  the  object  of  enacting  them  could 
ttaiued  without  resorting  to  such  harsh 
IS.  It  appeared  to  him,  that  this  act 
might  be  so  modified  as  to  remove  these  olb 
jections,  and  to  prevent  its  trenchrog  upon  the 
liberty  of  the  subject  more  than  the  absolute 
necessity  of  the  case  required.  He  should 
propose  that  no  magistrate,  or  number  of 
magistrates,  should  have  the  power  to  search 
except  upon  information  on  oath,  or  in  a  ease 
(hat  they  had  such  erouod  of  sDipieion  as 
ight  make  it  desirable  to  search  a  district  for 
ms ;  and  that  rn  that  case  they  aboold  send 
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their  infonnatioD  to  Gofernment,  in  order  that 
it  might  determine  whether  the  search  should 
be  made  or  not.  If  OoTemment  should  deter- 
mine that  a  search  ought  to  be  made,  then  he 
stiould  propose  that  a  warrant  should  be  sent 
by  the  Lord-lieutenant,  authorizing  and  di- 
recting such  search.  This  provision  would,  in 
his  opinion,  be  sufficient  to  guard  the  sub- 
ject from  any  wanton  exercise  of  autliority.'' 

The  multiplicity  of  domiciliary  visits 
was  done  away  with,  and  the  power  was 
given  only  to  two  magistrates,  who,  bv 
their  presence,  would  show  that  the  visit 
was  necessary,  and,  by  their  acting,  were 
a  direct  check  on  the  perpetration  of 
abuses.  Yet  the  provision,  which  was 
abandoned  thirty  years  ago,  was  now 
renewed.  The  provisions  in  the  former 
act  which  repealed  the  domiciliary  visits 
were  to  be  re-enacted  by  the  present  bill. 
The  Government  in  1810  gave  way  with 
regard  to  the  former  severe  enactments, 
and  made  it  necessary  that  at  any  search 
two  magistrates  should  attend  personally  ; 
but  this  bill  proposed  to  give  tne  power  to 
any  one  magistrate,  not  to  make  a  perso- 
nal search,  but  to  authorise  any  one  in- 
spector or  head  constable  of  the  constabu- 
lary force  that  he  chooses  to  name  to  make 
domiciliary  searches.  This  was  not  an 
immaterial  consideration,  bat  it  was  a 
matter  that  would  be  most  deeply  felt  in 
Ireland.  When  two  magistrates  wer<^  re- 
quired to  be  present  at  these  domiciliary 
visits,  there  was  something  like  a  feeling 
of  security,  in  oomparison  with  entrusting 
the  power  to  a  policeman,  and  be  need 
hardly  say,  that  when  this  oower  was  left 
to  inferior  fanctionaries,  the  feding  became 
most  galling  to  the  people  of  Ireland.  But 
this  extreme  power  was  abandoned  in 
1810,  and  it  was  now,  after  a  lapse  of 
thirty-three  years,  proposed  to  revive  it. 
Was  Ireland,  he  would  ask,  more  dis- 
Bgured  by  crime  now  than  between  the 
years  1810  and  1830,  during  which  period 
those  were  in  power,  who  represented  the 
opinions,  and  who  belonged  to  the  party 
which  be  saw  opposite.  Indeed,  many 
Members  of  the  present  Government  were 
then  in  office.  The  right  hon.  Baronet  at 
the  head  of  the  Government  had,  during  a 
considerable  portion  of  that  period,  been 
Secretary  for  Ireland,  and  afterwards  suc- 
rceded  to  the  office  of  Secretary  for  the 
Home  Department,  in  which  ho  was  re- 
sponsible for  the  peace  of  the  empire,  and 
while  the  right  hon.  Gvntleman  held  tliese 
otfitvs,  was  any  attempt  msdr  to  re-ennrl 
these  offensive  provisions,  or  to  increase 


the  stringenoy  of  the  code?  Certainly  noL 
The  Insurrection  Act,  he  believed,  «m  h 
force  in  1814,  id  1815,  and  iD  1816.  bat 
during  these  years,  no  attempt  was  made 
to  make  an  alteration  in  the  modified  hw 
of  1810.  Upon  what  prnieiple»or  ttpoa 
what  show  of  necessity,  or  apott  nmt 
question  of  policy  then  should  the  Hi 
be  called  upon  to  enter  upon  thia 
scheme  of  legislation.  No  provisiGiis  of 
this  character  had  ever  been  thought  of  m 
1835,  or  1839,  or  1841,  for  the  hws  IhiM 
were  passed  on  the  subject  In  those  yeun, 
only  continued  the  mitigated  epactmeuto 
of  1810.  His  right  hon.  and  kanel 
Friend  had  alluded  to  the  state  of  ci 
in  Ireland.  But  was  the  state  of 
such  as  to  justify  them  in  enaeting  tkis 
measure,  which  the  people  of  IrelaM 
would  justly  believe  was  the  adoplioD  of  ■ 
part  of  the  system  of  coennoQ  ?  His  right 
hon.  Friend  was  fully  aware  of  the  aee«- 
racy  and  value  of  the  returns  relative  !• 
the  state  of  Ireland,  whieh  had  boM 
prepared  by  the  late  lamented  Mr.  Drnm* 
mond.  That  gentleman  took  the  peflai 
of  the  three  years,  1828,  1827,  1898,  mi 
contrasted  it  with  thoae  of  Lord  NoraMB- 
by's  administration,  namely,  1896,  ISST, 
1838.  The  result  was,  that  eompnif 
the  former  period  with  the  latter, «  ft* 
garded  muider  and  manslangliter,  tht 
decrease  in  number  was  fiAy-aix,  oT 
per  cent ;  shooting  and  stibbn^ 
by  forty-two,  or  46  per  eent ;  eenspiiii'y 
to  murder,  7,  or  29  per  eent;  imfjjimf 
163,  or  66  jpef  cent ;  aMemUin^  mimm, 
and  appeanng  armed  by  nif^t,  9S  " 
cent ;  house  breaking,  fte.,  54S,  or  86 


cent ;  cattle,  horse,  and  aheep  Had&f; 
298,  or  34  per  cent ;  aasaulting,  iiS 
intent  to  rob,  54  per  cent.  Conpera  tht 
state  of  Ireland  now  with  the  stale  ef 
Ireland  even  at  the  latter  period,  nad  It 
would  ask  whether,  as  regarded  the  taaoni 
and  magnitude  of  crime,  there  was  taw 
ground  for  increasing  the  aeverilyo''' 
provisions  in  the  Arras  Bill.    What 

there  to  induce  them  during  Ihe  pi 

between  1810  and  1826,  to  retort  to  ikt 
mitigated  enactments,  eontimied  ifltN 
wards  to  the  period  of  1836,  when  Mt^ 
Drummond,  in  his  magnificent  evidtMib' 
showed  that  such  a  great  diminatte  ef 
crime  had  taken  place,  and  now,  wfhn 
there  had  been  a  still  greater  decraaae  to 
crime,  what  was  there  to  justify  then  it 
resorting  to  a  more  stringent  law.  ~ 
rriorns   before    the    House,   it    «nt 
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lowed,  gave  sufficiently  correct  indica- 
tions as  to  the  state  of  the  country, 
and  he  was  sure,  that  no  Member  of 
the  Government  would  dispute  their 
general  accuracy.  He  had  just  referred 
to  a  document,  in  which  they  found  the 
state  of  crime  in  Ireland  at  one  period 
contrasted  with  what  it  was  ten  years 
afterwards.  He  would  again  take  a 
period  of  three  years,  after  the  period  he 
had  last  referred  to,  and  the  reason  he 
took  that  time  was,  that  Mr.  Drumroond 
had  made  his  returns  on  the  average  for 
three  years.  He  begged  the  House  then 
to  contrast  the  state  of  crime  in  Ireland  in 
1837  with  what  it  was  in  1841,  and  to 
see  the  great  improvement  that  had  taken 
place  during  that  period.  He  perhaps 
should  observe  that  he  had  taken  the 
year  1 837  as  the  mean  of  the  three  years 
referred  toby  Mr.  Drummond,  but  he  had 
no  objection  to  take  either  1836  or  1838 ; 
in  the  latter  year,  however,  a  small  in- 
crease of  crime  occurred,  but  still  the 
result  would  fully  bear  out  what  he 
wished  to  show.  It  appeared  then,  that 
homicide,  which,  by  the  by,  he  believed 
was  the  offence  which  this  bill  was  parti- 
cularly directed  against,  had  diminished 
to  such  an  extent  as  to  fully  justify  the 
Government  in  mitigating  the  provisions 
of  any  bill  of  this  kind.  lo  1837  the 
number  of  homicides  in  Ireland  was  230, 
in  1841  the  number  was  105.  He  referred 
to  the  official  returns,  and  those  for  last 
year  showed  a  similar  resnit,  and  the 
noble  Ix>rd  was  perfectly  right  In  what  he 
said  as  to  the  great  accuracy  with  which 
they  were  prepared.  In  1837  the  number 
of  aggravated  assaults,  and  assaults  en- 
dangering life,  such  as  cutting  and  maim- 
ing the  person,  was  936;  in  1841  the 
number  was  reduced  to  798.  In  1837 
the  number  of  offences  of  firing  at  the 
person  was  91  ;  in  1841,  it  was  66. 
Then,  again,  in  1837  the  number  of 
assaults  on  the  police — and  this  was  an 
offence  affording  a  tolerably  fair  indica- 
tion of  the  state  of  feeling  on  the  part  of 
the  people — was  91 :  in  1841  it  was  58. 
Assaults  on  bailiffs  or  process  servers,  in 
1837,  24 ;  and  in  1841  only  3.  This,  be 
it  remembered,  was  a  serious  offence,  as  it 
manifested  a  disposition  to  resist  the  pro- 
cess of  the  law.  In  1837  the  number  of 
cases  of  resistance  to  legal  process  was 
60;  in  1841  it  was  37.  In  1837  the 
cases  of  rescue  of  property,  a  crime  which 
prevailed   to  a  very  great  extent  at  one 


time,  was  38;  in  1841  it  was  18.  In 
1837  the  number  of  cases  of  rescue  of 
prisoners  was  34;  in  1841  it  was  5  for 
the  whole  of  Ireland.  In  1837  the  num- 
ber of  incendiary  fires  was  453;  in  1841 
it  was  390.  In  1837  the  number  of  cases 
of  illegal  shearing  of  sheep,  was  133; 
in  1841  it  was  84.  Administering  un- 
lawful oaths,  in  1837,36;  in  1841,60. 
Threatening  notices  or  letters,  in  1837, 
685;  in  1841,  752.  Pound-breaking, 
in  1837,  33;  in  1841,  15.  Levelling  in 
1837,78;  and  in  1841,  54.  The  next 
offence  to  which  he  would  refer,  was  one 
of  a  most  serious  character,  and  he  would 
beg  the  House  to  mark  the  great  change 
that  had  taken  place.  In  1837  the  num- 
ber of  cases  of  attacking  houses  and  firing 
into  houses,  was  627;  and  in  1841,  the 
number  was  reduced  to  366.  Faction 
fights  at  one  time  prevailed  to  a  frightful 
extent  in  Ireland,  they  uniformly  excited 
the  very  worst  feelings  of  the  people,  and 
constantly  endangered  the  public  peace ; 
but  by  the  rigour  and  prudence  of  the 
government  of  Lord  Normanby,  and  by 
the  assistance  of  the  people  themselves, 
this  offence,  which  formerly  almost  uni- 
formly disgraced  all  the  meetings  of  the 
people,  and  made  their  fkirs  and  markets 
and  races  general  scenes  of  riot  and  con- 
fusion, diminished  from  18  in  1837,  to  8 
in  the  year  1841.  Now,  he  thought, 
after  showing  thb,  that  he  was  justified  in 
calling  for  tome  plaia  and  intdligible 
grooi^  for  such  enactments  as  were  now 
proposed.  Had  there  been  such  an  alter- 
ation in  the  position  of  Ireland  within 
the  last  year  or  two,  as  to  justify  the 
House  in  adopting  such  a  measure  ?. 
Was  it  right  to  tamper  with  the  feelings 
of  the  people  oo  a  matter  of  this  kind  } 
Had  the  noble  Lord  shown  any  necessity 
for  this  severe  bill?  If  there  was  any 
necessity  for  this  bill,  let  him  grant  a 
committee,  and  adduce  his  proofs.  If 
there  was  anything  in  the  retoms— the 
accuracy  of  which  he  was  sore  the  noble 
Lord  wooM  admit—iorely  the  evideoee 
on  the  subgeci  ooold  be  adduced  wrtboot 
delay.  The  fact,  however,  was,  that  these 
returns  afforded  proof  demonstrative  of 
the  improved  habits  of  the  people^  He 
had  heard  something  like  this  admitted 
by  some  hon.  Gentl^en  on  the  opposite 
Benches,  and  were  they  (o  leave  this 
matter  out  of  aeconnt  in  legislating,  re* 
spectingr,  and  dealing  with  matters  so 
t  materially  affecting  the  habits  and  feelings 
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of  the  people  of  Irelaod.  At  one  time 
tbs  adaicUoD  of  the  Irith  people  to 
strong  driok  was  a  matter  of  gcDeial 
notoriety,  and  some  years  ago  hardly  a 
comedy  was  produced,  or  a  tale,  in  which 
this  propensity  of  the  people  was  not 
made  a  subject  of  jest  and  ridicule.  But 
a  few  yean  ago  the  celebration  of  the 
natal  day  of  the  saint  of  Ireland  was 
devoted  by  almost  all  clashes  to  de- 
battGhen ;  but  a  change  had  recently 
taken  place  which  no  exertions  of  any 
Government  could  ever  have  succeeded 
in  hiiiiging  about.  There  hud  been  some- 
thing going  on  with  lespect  to  the  condi- 
tion of  the  people,  which  prepared  them 
(or  much  (hat  had  taken  place.  Wai  it 
the  result  of  any  sudden  bunt  of  enthu- 
siasm? No  such  thing.  They  bad  bad 
the  experience  of  the  beneficitd  change 
(hat  had  taken  place  during  the  last  three 
years,  and  he  could  call  a  witness  to 
attest  the  extent  and  magnitude  of  the 
change  which  had  taken  place,  whose 
evidence  he  was  sure  would  not  be  called 
in  question.  Not  many  days  ago,  the 
Minister  of  finance  in  that  House,  for  he 
was  the  person  who  had  to  calculate 
how  much  the  public  cofiers  had  gained 
by  the  inebriety,  or  lost  by  the  temperance 
and  sobriety  of  the  people,  made  the  fol- 
lowing remarkable  declsration,  as  descrip- 
tiveofthechangelhathad  taken  place: — 

"  If  the  House  will  look  at  the  paper  on  the 
Table  they  will  find  a  reduction  to  (he  amount 
of  1,300,000  galloDs  in  (he  quaDti(y  of  ipiriti 
produced  in  Irelaad,  This  is  not  a  novel 
circumilaoce  in  the  fiscal  conccnia  of  that 
couolry,  quite  independent  of  any  alterations 
of  doty.  In  the  year  antecedent  ihere  was  a 
reduGlion  in  tliequantity  of  spirits  of  3.400,000 
gallons.  But  I  shall  be  told  lliat  this  reduc- 
liDii  was  owing  to  the  duty  of  id.  imposed  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite.  I  will, 
however,  go  back  (o  a  year  when  oeidier  the 
Ad.  duty,  nor  the  It.  duty  were  in  operation. 
In  the  year  1840  there  was  a  reduc.ion  in  the 
quantity  of  spirits  to  (he  amount  of  1,400,000 
gallons.  So  that  in  the  years  where  no  duly 
applied,  Ihere  was  a  diminution  equal,  if  not 
greater,  than  lliat  which  was  now  complained 
of  i  if,  indeed,  it  could  be  considered  a  cause 
of  complaint.  And  what  is  the  slaicroent 
witi)  respect  (o  this  reduction  i  There  is  a 
growing  spiril  or  tempet-ance  there  which  has 
led  (he  people  (o  abandon  ihe  consumplioD  of 
ardeHt  spirits ;  and  any  one  conversant  wiih 
ttie  south  and  west  of  Ireland  must  be  aware 
that  (hat  is  a  sulhcient  cause  for  llic  diminished 
consumption  of  spirits.  Wiiliin  the  l;istyenror 
iwii  (he  temperance  system  lias  extumleil  iiwlf 
Iroin  (he  soudi  and  west  or  Ireland  (o  (lie  niore 
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northerly  parts  of  the  cow  y  ;  Hi  1  aHM 
that  circumstance  alone,  in  tptaiat^fim 
considerations  arising  O"'  tte  imfm^mM 
additional  duties,  is  si««^^Bt  toHn^ll 

the  decreasing  consnmptian  atwfUm^ 

Would  the  House  pann  fbr  ■  ■■■> 
to  reflect  on  the  grnt  impmnHH^^ 
r^arded  habita  of  tempenaeib  ^i 
must  have  taken  place  m  Iidn^  W^ 
which  had  been  going  on  far  Iht  lii 
three  years,  and  wbicb  had  kd  Is 
duction  in  the  consnnptioa  of 
spirits  during  that  time  to  •■  ■ 
upwards  of  5,000,000  e^Iom.  Ite^l 
hon.  Gentleman  proceeded  to   ■'■■™    ' 

"  Various  circumstaucea 


--SS 


hat  HlMaiM 


toAawAt 

decreased  consumption  in  a^riti  ialatal 
anses  rather  from  altered  habila  OK  ihajMII 
the  people,  tlian  from  the  iaaena  «  Hft 
distnialion.  I  have  made  caraM  nqiMBij 
to   the  conduct  of  the  people  n 

tinblic  meetings  aad  other  BMi^HagMi 
ai^e  bodies  of  men  are  bne 

the  result  of  those  inquiriea 
that 

lob  

have  isvariably  followed  Iba  inoaaM  «f ■ 
distillation,  namely,  rlmnfcannnM,  aal  art 
quent  on  that,  riot*  and  diatniliaaeiL   1 
reports  which  I  have  recetvad,  wp  ta  ihelB 
period,  uniformly  concur  in  ilaliii|  thai  h 
of  sobriety  are  extending  amoofat  IT 
of  Ireland  to  a  most  eiiraordinan  d 
is  reported  to  me  that  on  Si.  Pa* — *■ 
a  sin^e  man  was  seen  drank  ii 
several  laif  e  lovros.    Tliat  u  1 
evidence  of  (be  change  whieb  t 
in  the  habits  of  the  people  of  [raUnd. 

these  facts  before  me,  I  eanoot  adail 

imposition    of  an    additional    duty    oa  MA^ 
spin(s  has  led  (o  an  Increase  of  illicit  dhBt 

Then  what  was  the  state  of  ac 
what  was  the  character  of  tbc  p 
they  had  now  to  deal  within  Ircla: 

idencc  would  the  noble  Lord  MddM||S 
would  not  say  the  iweeariMh 
ipediency  of  mortiiiE  to  MhRI. 
most  stringent  enactmeota,  wfaich  a^p. 
abandoned  on  account  of  their  aavertelt 
I8I0.  He  would  not  call  upoo  the  bMHR 
Lord  [0  show,  for  that  in  itself  woaU  ||| 
a  moat  difficult  I  task,  that  a  rcgiUniiaa  ||[, 
arms  would  be  the  means  (^  diaii""~  ~ 
or  preventing  crime,  but  hi 
to  point  cutwhat  (herewaiintbeai 
habits  of  the  people  that  I 
him  to  call  upon  the  II(^u■e  to  ■ 
such  coercive  measures. 
shown  th.it  former  U 
amcliuratcd  the  law  witli  the  ¥iew  ft&T 
ducing  the  |ieople  ,io  place  coDMfaa||EI 


justify,  1 
but  the 


itdSffi. 
waMNM 
aid  m^am- 
lo  nnrt  H. 
•  hwlabMC 
rDonutit 
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the  protection  of  the  Government,  and  to 
prevent  its  trenching  on  the  liberty  of 
the  subject  more  than  was  deemed  abso- 
lutely necessary,  and  he  had  already 
quoted  the  language  used  by  Mr.  Wei- 
lesley  Pole  in  1810,  when  the  state  of 
Ireland  afforded  an  awful  contrast  to  its 
present  condition.  Will  you  requite  the 
people  of  Ireland  for  the  general  improve- 
ment that  had  taken  place  in  their  moral 
condition,  by  the  restoration  of  the  abro- 
gated code  of  coercion,  and  superadd  to 
it  the  stringent  provisions  which  you 
abandoned  in  IS  10.  Surely  the  noble 
Lord  must  be  aware  that  already  a  strong 
disposition  existed  in  Ireland  to  quarrel 
with  British  legislation ;  and  could  he 
expect  that  such  a  measure  as  the  present 
would  diminish  or  alter  that  feeling.  Did 
the  noble  Lord  see  nothing  in  the  past 
history  of  the  country  which  accounted 
for  the  state  of  things  which  he  had  just 
adverted  to?  Was  not  the  noble  Lord 
aware  that  the  delay  that  had  taken  place 
in  passing  the  Emancipation  Act  had 
tended  to  foster  a  feeling  against  a  strong 
party  in  England,  which  had  grown  into 
great  jealousy  of  the  spirit  in  which  they 
proposed  to  legislate?  Did  the  noble 
Lord  not  know  that  the  inevitable  result 
of  delaying  a  measure  of  justice  was  that 
it  ceased  to  be  regarded  as  a  boon.  Had 
the  noble  Lord  not  now  before  him  preg- 
nant proofs  of  the  evil  to  which  he  had 
adverted,  which  should  prevent  his  tam- 
pering with  the  feelings  of  the  people ;  and 
in  this  state  of  things  was  this  the  time  to 
venture  to  introduce  his  bill.  It  was  vain 
to  deny  it,  that  however  you  might  en- 
deavour to  explajfi  your  measure  away, 
that  the  people  of  Ireland  would  feel  and 
regard  it  as  a  test  of  a  coercive  measure. 
To  those,  therefore,  who  wished  to  cling 
to  existing  arrangements  between  the  two 
countries,  the  measure  of  the  Government 
would  be  productive  of  something  more 
than  inconvenience.  They  might  warn 
the  Government  that  its  proceedings  were 
not  merely  attended  with  danger  to  them, 
but,  if  persisted  in,  would  be  productive 
of  the  utmost  peril,  he  would  not  say  to 
the  connection  between  the  two  countries, 
but  to  the  harmony  which  should  exist 
between  them.  It  was  impossible  to 
pass  such  a  measure  in  the  present  temper 
of  the  people  of  Ireland,  without  increasing 
in  a  tenfold  degree  those  unhappy  feelings 
which  now  existed.  If,  therefore,  the 
noble  Lord  had  not  committed  himself  to 
VOL.LXIX.    U^} 


this  measure,  he  ujged  him  to  pause,  and 
consider  whether  the  mere  reports  of  cer* 
tain  officers  of  the  constabulary  were 
sufficient  to  justify  this  measure.  No 
one  could  entertain  a  higher  opinion  than 
he  did  of  the  merits,  and  talents,  and 
character  of  Colonel  Macgregor,  and 
Colonel  Millar,  but  he  did  not  think  that 
the  noble  Lord  was  justified  in  referring  to 
the  opinions  of  these  officers  of  the  con- 
stabulary as  authorities  which  should  guide 
the  Government,  and  lead  the  House  to 
adopt  such  a  grave  scheme  of  legislation. 
He  knew  that  it  was  almost  a  natural  feel- 
ing of  persons  in  the  situation  of  these 
gentlemen  to  recommend  the  adoption  of 
such  measures  as  they  thought  would  re- 
lieve them,  and  the  force  with  which  they 
were  connected,  from  certain  onerous 
burthens.  He  could  understand  either 
Colonel  Macgregor  or  Colonel  Millar  say- 
ing we  find  difficulties  here  or  there — re- 
peal this  or  enact  that — so  as  to  give  us 
greater  facilities  in  carrying  on  our  proceed- 
ings. The  same  arguments  were  urged 
to  Mr.  Wellesley  Pole,  when  he  proposed 
the  modified  law  of  1810,  and  when  he 
proposed  that  a  search  for  arms  should 
take  place  in  the  presence  of  the  magis- 
trates, and  then  only  when  the  Govern- 
ment issued  an  order  authori^ng  and 
directing  such  search.  In  adverting  to 
this  kind  of  reasoning,  Mr.  Wellesley  Pole 
said : — 

'^  He  was  afraid,  liowcver,  that  one  great 
objection  would  be  made  to  this  regulation — 
namely,  that  by  the  delay  which  it  would  oc- 
casion, the  opportunity  of  preventing  the  mis- 
chief might  be  lost.  He  did  not,  however, 
think  that  the  delay  would  be  so  great  as  to 
prevent  a  sufficient  and  effectual  search  from 
being  made,  and  he  trusted  that  the  law  was 
not  so  weak  that  it  could  not  remedy  any  evil 
that  might  result  from  the  adoption  of  the 
measure  (which  he  should  propose.  He  was 
convinced  that  the  advantages  which  would 
result  from  showing  the  people  that  Govern- 
ment determined  to  give  them  as  much  liberty 
as  possible,  consistent  with  the  precautions 
which  were  necessary  for  tlie  general  safety, 
would  more  than  counterbalance  any  evil  that 
might  result  from  this  provision. '' 

He  would  take  the  liberty  to  counsel 
the  noble  Lord,  that  when  a  constabulary 
officer  or  stipendiary  magistrate  recom- 
mended him  to  depart  from  these  wise 
and  moderate  regulations,  which  should 
characterise  a  Government,  that  it  was 
extremely  dangerous  so  far  to  trific  with 
the  feelings  of  the  people,  as  to  allow  the 
wanton  invasion  and  search  of  their  dvreU 
3F 
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g«lvei  by  referring  to  tha  praccailMp  af 
Farnier  KovernmeiitsutjiutifiulkM.  Ht 
Ibund  B  airiking  iaitaaca  of  tbit  Ju  the 
irial  of  Lord  Sua0brd  in  1640,  trho  m(» 
Lainly  wa«  an  eQergetic  Lord-L 
and  who  would  oot  ham  b 
with  merely  diimiuiDg  mtgutntaa.  Lm4 
Strafibrd,  in  bi>  defence  u  to  the  c' 
of  the  cmeltiea  bo  bad  inf 
people  of  Ireland  in  1639,  nid, 

I  date  appeal  to  ihoM   that  know  Am 

iKiuntry,  wheiFier,  id  formar  tinea,  many  aaa 

liave  not  been  commitled,  and  eiacniM  Igr 

iha  dcputiEs'  namnt  that  were  not  lliiaiM 

;beU,  but  aach  aa  went  up  and  dsm 

untiy.    If  iliey  conld  not  |in  a  nal 

It  of  ihemKl*et,  the  pravoM  maAi^ 

by   direetion  of  iha  depntict,  laad  ■  Hdl 

CBKt  to  hang  Ihem  np.    I  * 

hundreda  of  exam  plea  of  ti 

He  did  not  know  •rbelher  the  aoUe 
Lord  could  justify  hii  bill  by  hnndradi  af 
examplca.  Without  enterii^  at  ln|tk 
into  a  compariaon  of  the  preaent  withpt^ 
vioua  goveramentt  in  Iieland,  bo  amll 
remiud  the  noble  Lord  that  if  iho  Uta 
Government  propoaed  bllla  of  ihia  kii^ 
they  alao  thowea  a  ditpoaition  to  aoMi^ 
pany  them  with  meaaorea  of  eondlnllM 
and  kindneet.  He  would  jnat  twB  Ai 
attention  of  the  Houie  to  two  chMH  h 
thia  bill — the  eighth,  by  which  am*  «■■ 
ordered  to  be  branded ;  and  tba  MAi,  If 
which  penoni  having  pikea  in  tbair  M»> 
■caaion  were  made  liaUe  to  tbe  pwMA 
ment  of  tranapoTtalioD.  On  the  U  <( 
July,  1831,  Mr.  SUnler,  tbtn  SMnMf 
for  Ireland,  mo?ed  for  rbto  Id  briifh 
an  Arma  Bill.  Tbe  rigbl  boa.  Ovd*' 
man  Ihenaaid, 

"  Of  the  new  provisiem  of  ihia  Wi,  tta 
Ibllowing  were  the  only  onea  which  bo  Mi^ 
it  would  be  neeeaaary  for  hiai  u  mmmmtt. 
Id  ibe  finl  place,  tha  biU  wovld  anogl  A« 
there  ahould  be  a  geaoial  ramatraiiaa  oC  dl 
BTQu  in  Ireland,  and  that  each  lodindaal  vifr 
pon  should  be  itaniped  and  brandad,  n  AM 
arms  might  be  raiily  tnioed  ihroogh  wiMfr 
ever  hand*  they  might  poa.  Adj  |i^iV 
liaviog  onregiilercd  ata»  ia  Ua  povMriM 
woatd  not  be  lulgedcd  to  a  peeaiaHiy  y» 
iially,  ai  at  prcMnt,  which,  fran  iht  pVHiV 
of  ihc  peiaoni,  wai  never  aafaaca^  tM 
would  bebcld  to  be  Eoiltyof  aniadaaaasHb 
and  liable  to  be  puuitheo  accordinftf." 

Now  these  cnaclmeDtawaeeiaelhi^ 
milar  to  tlioie  propoaed  by  tlieSlbaadMA 
clauKS  of  the  preaent  bill ;  }mX  wbM  w^ 
then  done  with  the  propovd  CM 
Theic  ctausea  were  moat  aueai 
poaed  by  tbg  boo.  ud 
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lings  by  an  infeiior  functionary.  Ho 
called  ujion  ihc  noble  Lord  to  reconsider 
his  course.  If  the  noble  Lord  passed  thii 
l>ill,  he  would  greatly  increase  the  mii- 
cbicf  which  now  eaiated,  and  it  would 
inevitably  lead  to  a  state  of  ihingi  which 
;iDy  one  friendly  to  the  conlinuaoce  of 
the  Legislative  Union  must  deplore. 

Captain  Jonet  wished  to  know  whether 
the  24lh  clause  of  thia  bill  did  not  give 
exoctly  the  same  powers  that  were  given 
in  Mr.  Wdlesley  Pole's  bill.  The  charge 
of  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
wus,  thai  the  Government  had  increased 
the  stringent  clauses  in  the  present  bill, 
but  he  feared  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  not  referred  to  the  former  acts 
of  this  kind.  If  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man would  look  to  the  24lh  section  of  the 
acts  which  pitssed  in  1830  and  1834,  he 
would  there  find  it  enacted  thai  any  justice 
of  the  peace  might  enter  and  search  any 
house  for  aims,  on  the  issue  of  a  warrant 
for  that  purpose,  on  receiving  information 
on  oaih.  Now,  the  clause  in  the  present 
bill  (lid  nut  j;d  beyond  this.  The  whole 
effect  of  the  light  lion.  Gentleman's  speech 
de|>ended  on  the  accuracy  of  his  atalcment 
as  to  the  clauses,  He  thought  that  some 
Aims  Bill  was  absolutely  necessary  for 
Ireland,  and  lie  confessed  that  it  appeared 
to  him  tliai  the  present  bill  was  precisely 
the  lamc  with  farmer  acts  on  the  subject. 

Captain  Bental  did  not  intend  to  oc- 
cupy  the  time  of  the  House  with  going 
into  an  examination  of  the  provisions  of 
the  Arma  Bill,  lie  thought  that  it  waa 
the  duty  of  the  Government  to  ahow 
something  like  stringent  reasons  for  the 
adoption  of  sucli  a  measure  before  it  cal- 
led upon  the  House  to  pass  it.  The  House 
was  induced  to  pass  the  Arms  Bill,  which 
was  introduced  by  Sir  A,  Wellesley  in 
IK07,  because  there  was  a  French  party 
I'xistiiii!;  in  Ireland  at  that  time.  Thia 
was  admitted  by  Mr.  Grattnn,  who  de- 
servedly possessed  great  influence  in  that 
House.  lie  stated  that  the  persons 
ui:aindt  whom  the  Arms  Act  was  chiefly 
tlircclcd  were  entirely  devoted  to  the 
Liicniy.  It  had  been  inicircd  by  Gentle- 
men opposite  that  iMcausc  a  Whig  Go- 
viTrimcni  piisscd  a  certain  measure  thai 
it  was  a  suHlcicnt  reason  to  press  for  a 
niiitinuanco  of  it.  It  would  appear  thai 
tliis  was  a  common  defence  of  all  Iri»h 
i;ovcrninenij,  fur  if  complaint  were  made 
in  any  matter  with  respect  to  their  pro- 
ccidmgs,  they  uniformly  defended  them- 
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for  Cork,  and  the  right  hon.  Hembir  Tot 
DoDgaTtan,  tad  on  a  lubieqiunt  ovening, 
when  Mr.  GoalbgiD  asked  the  riglii  boa. 
OenUeman  when  be  intended  to  proceed 
wiih  hU  bill,  Mt.  Stanley  said, 

"  That  as  such  ilraog  aentiments  had  been 
ftpresRd  respecting  (he  penaliies  or  the  Mil 
whirh  had  b«en  described  as  disproportionaie 
lo  the  ofTence,  in  deference  (o  the  opinion  of 
Genllemen  connected  with  Ireland,  for  whose 
judgment  he  had  a  great  respect,  he  should 
state  at  once  that  he  should  not  think  it  tiglit  lo 
preserve  that  ctnuse  in  the  bill  nhich  rendered 
the  possetsioD  of  anlanful  arms  a  ttaiuporlable 
offence." 

Again,  on  the  23d  of  September  of  the 
same  year,  Mr.  Stanley  brought  the  sub- 
ject forward.  On  that  occnsion  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  at  the  head  of  Ihe  Gorem- 
ment,  who  nt  thai  time  did  not  ait  on  the 
same  bench  with  the  noble  Lord,  rc- 
roaikeJ— 

''Tliat  10  propose  measures  of  unusuat 
seterily,  and  then  withdraw  them,  saroured  of 
le»itj  and  inconsistency." 

Mark  the  reply  of  (he  noble  Lord.  He 
said, 

"  nil  Majesty's  Goremmant  thought  it  in- 
expedient to  retort  lo  uncoustilulianal  mea- 
sures, whicli  had  formerly  been  brought  into 
opeialLon.  I  am  now  ready  to  admit  that  I 
withdraw  the  measure  I  submitted  to  llie 
House,  in  consequence  of  the  decided  oppo- 
sition of  those  hon.  Members  Mnnected  with 
Ireland,  lo  whose  otnnioos  I  am  in  tbe  habit 
of  looliing  with  defereuce  and  respect." 

Snch  wai  the  opinion  of  the  noble 
Lord  in  1831 :  but  how  conid  he  reconcile 
it  10  himseir  that  then,  although  with 
such  strong  feelings  of  deferetice  lo  Iriih 
Memtwrs,  and  with  so  little  deference  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  that  he  could 
bring  himself  to  support  the  two  da  Dies 
to  which  he  had  referred.  He  would  now 
parliciitarly  call  the  altention  of  the  right 
hon.  the  Secretary  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment to  a  document  which  he  held  in  his 
hand,  which  would  show  what  an  import- 
ant effect  ihe  disposilion  and  proceedings 
of  the  Government  might  ha»e  in  allaying 
agitation.  The  paper  he  referred  to  was 
an  address  lo  Lord  Normanby,  In  1836, 
from  a  borough  in  Cork,  from  a  large 
body  of  persons  who  had  formerly  lup- 
poned  a  repeal  of  the  union.     It  «tated 

"  Msy  it  please  your  Excellency — We  stand 

liiiiiilivrl  itioiisaiid,  und  the  ttrealtr  part  of  us 
avow  ourselves  as  having  belongeil  to  that 
pulntcal  party  in  this  country  who  adfocaltd 


the  repeal  of  the  Legiitative  union  between 
Great  Britain  and  Iteland,  in  liie  e^er  pur- 
suit of  which  we  dismissed,  or  aided  in  dis- 
missing from  the  repienentaiion  of  this  great 
county  and  borough  in  Parliament,  individuals 
who  in  oiher  public  questions  were  entitled  to 
our  respect  and  confidence ;  we  thought  that 
the  only  remedy  that  could  be  devised,  in  llie 
evils  of  long  established  oppression  and  mis- 
rule, u'li;  a  recurrence  to  a  domestic  legis- 
lature, when  the  laws  would  emanate  from  our 
countrymen,  under  (he  control  of  the  opinions 
and  feelings  prevailing  in  Ireland,  but  the 
experience  we  have  had  of  your  Excellency's 
wise,  just,  and  paternal  gover&menl,  carrying 
into  effect  ibe  liberal  and  enlightened  prin- 
ciples of  his  Majesty's  present  advisers,  has 
taught  us  otherwise ;  and  we  uow  acknowledge 
tlial  English  statesmen,  sent  by  and  repre- 
senting fairly  the  people  of  England,  would 
do  fulland  ample  justice  to  this  long-afflicted 
country.  From  the  hope  ihal  we  entertain, 
and  on  condition  thai  the  principles  indi- 
cated by  your  Excellency's  government  will 
he  carried  into  effect,  we  tender  to  youi 
Kxcellenoy  our  solemn  abju ration  of  the 
question  of  the  H«peal  of  the  Legistalive 
Onion,  and  of  every  other  qoesiion  calcu- 
lated to  produce  an  alienation  of  feeling 
between  llie  inbabiiaols  of  Great  Britain  and 
Ireland." 

What  was  the  present  state  of  feeling 
in  the  borongh  of  Mallow,  from  whence 
this  address  csme  which  he  bad  read.  He 
would  remind  bon.  Gentlemen  that  Mr. 
Grattan  had  laid  that  if  they  wished  to 
ameliorate  the  condition  of  Ireland,  they 
muat  improve  Its  agrlcnltare,  place  the 
people  on  a  footing  of  religious  equality 
with  tlie  Cnglisb,  and  educate  (hem.  He 
would  not  refer  to  the  two  first  poinis ; 
but  he  would  ask  whether  it  were  not  no- 
torious, as  regarded  the  education  of  the 
people,  that  the  very  large  proportion  of 
the  Protestant  clergy  id  Ireland  were  op- 
posed to  the  national  system  of  educalian. 
He  recollected  the  learned  Recorder  of 
Dublin  saying  that  hardly  any  clergyman 
in  Ireland  who  looked  to  be  raised  to  (he 
episcopal  bench,  was  favourable  to  that 
system.  He  knew  an  instance  of  a  Pro- 
testant gentleman  in  the  north  of  Ireland 
who  wished  to  establish  a  school  on  his 
property  in  conformity  with  the  national 
system,  but  he  met  with  the  most  strenu- 
ous opposition  from  ihe  Protestant  cle^y, 
and  it  waa  only  by  means  of  the  Roman 
Catholic  clergy  that  he  was  enabled  to 
establish  his  sehool.  Again,  the  attempt 
to  eitablish  Protestant  ascendancy  ha<l 
bfen  productive  of  the  greatest  miicliipf 
from  the  time  of  Lord  Deputy  Gray  to 
the  present  time;  aud  as  Ihe  Queen  was 
3F2 
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told  in  1579  that  she  would  have  little  to  had  murdered  the  woinen  of  WcxIM. 

reign  over  in  Ireland  but  ashes  and  car-  The  statement  might  be  very  ridicnloM 

casscs,  so  he  feared  that  continued  mis-  in  that  House,  but  hou.  Memben  uimI 

chief  must  result  from  the  continuance  of  remember  that  it  was  originally  addrasMd 

the  present  system  of  coercive  govern-  to  a  physical   foice  assembW*  equal  in 

ment.  number,  as  Mr.  O'Connell  declared,  to 

Mr.  P.  Borthwick  referred  to  the  use  ^^e  "  combined  armies  of  Wellingloa  Mad 

made  in  the  course  of  this  debate,  of  a  re-  Bonaparte  at  the  field  of  Waterloo,'- 

markable  expression    attributed    lo    the  assembly  of  whicl^  he  said  that 

Lord    Chancellor,  who   was  said   to  have  <' Every  man  present  was  wholly  at  his 

called  the  Irish  people  ''aliens  in  blood,  and  nod,"  and  that  *' under  his  ipstractic— 

in  lant^uage,  and  in  religion."  The  speech  they  would  march  to  the  music  of  their  baod 

in  which    that  expression   was  used  was  ^^  follow  the  repeal  wardens  as  orderly  as  wmf 

delivered  in   the  House  of  Lords,  in  the  army  m  Europe. 

course  of  a  debate  on  the  Irish  Municipal  With  such  a  speech  as  that  in  his  oyCp 

Corporations  Bill,  on  the  26th  of  April,  he  was  astonished  that  so   iotelligeDt  a 

1836.     On   the  27th  of  June  following.  Member  as  the  representative  of  Sheffield, 

Lord  Lyndhurst  took  occasion  to  give  an  should  attempt  to  find  an  excuse  for  tke 

explanation  of  his  observation,  and  made  agitation  in  Ireland  on  the  gronnd  of  m 

use  of  the  following  words : —  expression  said  to  have  been  used  by  tke 

,,  ^,           ...      1         ..    ir    I      •   '  0  ^^^^  Chancellor,  which  that  noble  Loid 

"  Now,  as  to  the  charge  itself,  what  is  it  y,^^  ^^^-^^  ^^^  explained.     He  waa  aalo. 

it  IS  this  :  that  I  stated  as  a  reason  for  not  -^^  i   .       .u  *     a     .i.  *  j     •  i       j 

granting  municipal  institutions  to  the  Irish,  "shed,  too,  that  aOer  that  denial  aod  a- 

that  they  were  aliens  by  descent,  that  they  planalion  any   one  should  ventuie  npoo 

spoke  a  different  language,  and  had  different  a  repetition  of  the  charge.     With  respeet 

Irahits  from  ours,  that  they  considered  us  to  be  to  the  bill  before  them  he  did  not  ioieBd 

invaders  of  their  soil,  and  were  desirous  of  re-  to  address  the  House,  but  he  had  DO  hmh 

moving  us  from  their  country.    I  made  no  tation  in  expressing  his  opiuion  that  tke 

such  statement,  iior  did  1  say  anything  at  all  ..gg^t  ^^^^^  ^^  j^^j^^j   so  far  from  at 

rcsemblmg  It      No  expression  ever  fell  from  ^^^^j                                     •    discontin»a«» 

me  upon  which  any  person,  not  of  a  weak  in-  -       »       J  •^«»»""  *^*  *"«  ^-wvwmmuimw 

tellect,  or  not  disposed  to  misunderstand  and  ^V.  •  protection  lo  property  and  to  life^ 

misrepresent  what  I  stated  could  have  put  afforded  the  strongest  reason  for  iiiaiolaii^ 

such  a  construction.    That  this  was  the  case  is  ing  this  measure  in  operation,     Whethaf 

obvious  from  the  conduct  of  the  noble  Viscunt  the  objects  of  the  agitation  were  for  BOed 

opposite(ViscountMelbournc.)  What  did  the  or  for  evil,   it  was  quite  clear,  that  iha 

noble  Viscount  do  on  the  occasion  when  it  is    monn£>r  ^f  -««i,: .ul «u: •-  . i 


i.ome  vncouni uu  on  i.  c  ucl.  =..ua  «„e,.  u  »  manner  of  seeking  those  obiecu  »u 

said  these  words  were  uttered  by  me  f    lie  re-  __.„...  ,_               *    .            '     »     .t 

maincd  perfectly  quiet  in  his  place,  and  n.adc  K*'°"»  '«  properly,  dangeroui  to  the 

no  comment  whatever  on  what  are  now  consi-  ??'V"y» ,""''  dangerous  lo  the  llTM  Of 

dorcd  as  most  extraordinary  and  most  unjusti.  Majesty  s  subjects.     But  he  would  not 

fiablc  expressions."                                  ,  into  that  part  of  the  questioa.     He  1 

rr,         II    T     I  .1             .        .  °"'y  reason  to  repeat  Lord  Lvndhvnirs 

The  noblo  Lord  then  went  on  to  .ay.  explanation,  and  irexprew  e  k>pe 

that  he  had  not  usetl  the  language  in  an  „,e  ^.^,^^  ^^^^^^j  ^^  y^^^  ^y^^  ^j^  ^ 

oHensive  sense  but  had  .luolcd  the  word  quoted  for  the  last  time ;  and  tbit  Mi 

alien    from  the  speech  of  an  Irish  .g.ta-  ^,„^  ^n  the  other  side  would  not  put  i^ 

tor,  and  had  employed  ,t  in  pcrlcct  good-  ,he  mouths  of  their  oppoucnU  leDgwn 

humour,  and  in  order  to  render  his  ar^u-  .i.^^  „,,^,^  ^^,  employed  in  the  koV^ 

mont  more  d  c<-  ive.     But  after  all,  when  «,,ic,,  ^y,      construed  it. 

Cenllomcu  lifted  up  their  hands  in  pious  ji^.  JfLc  thought  that  If  then  Ui 

horror,  at   an  expression   to  which   they  previously   been  any  doubt  M  to   Lnd 

gave  a  wrong  construction,  what  was   hat  Lyndhursfs  words,  the  hon.  GentlcMB 

expression  lo  some  use.    at  this  Mallow    opposite   had  done  ail   in  bit  po 

meH.ng.  and  of  which  the  ho...  Me.nbci  establish  their  authenticity.     Bel 

!or  Wycombe  had  said.  "Ihat  he  shud-    ,ho  i iii^_.i.„  i,_  i L 


!or  «ycomi)e  nan  saiii.  ••  mat  he  shud-  ,hc  |,o„.  Member  he  beiieed  toiek 

ilcied  to  re;i(l  iheni.       « hy,  the  Member  it   .       _ui     '.i    »    .1.  u     u  *i 

,.      ,-111      .11        '    .    i     .   .1    .  "  "..reasonable  that  thcv    tboald  I 

lor   KA»k   linu  nct.ia  Iv    asserted    at   Ihat  mn  .  ■   r       ..-       1    r       li. 

,,    .  .,      .,  ■  '    ...  ■  .       ,,,  ""Ore  inrurmat.on  before  they  proce 

mt'cti.ii' that  (hi-  Innie  ni.n.sicr  of  r,ii<'-  f,,..         -.i   .■■    ■•m    •         '•  '• 

,      ,    "  f  III  "  '"rther  will,  this  lull;    As  an  inducei 

In..    wa<sn..l.ngov..r.o    rrh„Ml  t,.;.ssas-  ,0  n,,   ,^^t  ^f  i;„i„      ,^g„ 

s,..a.e  the  wona..  of  Wallow  as  (roinwill  p^^j^j^^j  ^^  „,^  ^^^p,^  ^  ,^,^^ 
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him  ask,  was  this  bill  one  of  the  benefits  ? 
Were  the  Irish  to  consider  as  a  boon  a 
measore  that  was  a  badge  of  slavery  and 
of  degradation,  that  ought  to  make  every 
Inshman  ashamed  of  himself  and  of  his 
country,  and  that  took  away  the  best  pri- 
vileges of  a  free  people  ?    For  his  own 
part,  he  alike  blamed  Whigs  and  Tories 
for  the  share  they  had  in  this  measure. 
The   Whigs  were  most  culpable  for  not 
having  altogether   removed   it   from   the 
statute-book.      It  was    not  because  the 
measure  was  ancient  that  it  was  venera- 
ble ;  and,  as  for  the  argument  that  it  had 
existed  for  so  many  years,  that  argument 
rather  told  in  favour  of  its  rejection  than 
otherwise,  for  those  years  had  been  years 
of  misgovernment  and  disquietude.    ^He 
had  hoped  that   when  the  Tories  came 
into  office  better  things  were  prepared  for 
Ireland.     The  appointment  of  the  noble 
Lord  opposite  (Lord  Eliot)  he  had  always 
considered  a  good  one — the  best,  indeed, 
that  the  Prime  Minister  had  made.     He 
regretted  that   that  noble  Lord  had   not 
been  left  to  himself.     If  he  had  been  al- 
lowed to  carry  out  his  own  opinions,  or  if 
he  had  only  been  allowed  to  carry  out  the 
opinions  of    the  right   hon.   Baronet  as 
stated  in  1817,  he  believed  that  Ireland 
would  have  been  as  quiet  now  as  it  was 
four  years  ago,  and  perhaps  even  quieter, 
for,  expecting  a  different  treatment,  the 
Irish  would  have  been  anxious  to  display 
their  gratitude.     But  the  noble  Lord  had 
not  been  allowed  to  carry  out  those  opi- 
nions, and  the  consequence  was,  that  he 
came  down  to  the  House  with  statements 
ihat  were  anything  but  satisfactory.     The 
noble  Lord  was  not  able   to  show  that 
there  was  the  slightest  increase  of  crime 
or  violence  in  Ireland  to  justify  such   a 
measure  as  this.    The  returns  quoted  by 
the   hon.    Member   for  Clonmel  indeed, 
were  such  ** damning  proofs"  to  the  con- 
trary, that  every  allegation  of  the  noble 
Lord,  and  of  the  Irish  Attorney-general, 
must  be  considered  to  be  completely  over- 
thrown.   The  noble  Lord  had  said  he  had 
fears  for  the  future  but  those  fears  would 
probably  turn  out  as  visionary  as  his  state- 
ments of  the  past  had  turned  out  erroneous. 
Visionary  or  not,  however,  they  were  not 
to    ])roceed  upon  a   mere  suggestion  of 
*'  fears,"  and  the  most  they  were  autho- 
rized to  do  under  such  circumstances  was 
to  refer  it  to  a  committee  to  inquire  whe- 
ther those   fears  were  well   founded    or 
roundless.     They  should  recollect  that 


or 


Ireland  was  now .  to  be  governed  after  a 
different  fashion  from  theGoverament  of 
former  times.  Experienchad  taught  ut 
now  that  it  was  not  by  acts  of  aggression 
or  by  treating  the  Irish  as  *•  aliens'"  that 
we  could  quiet  them ;  but,  that,  on  the 
contrary,  it  was  by  acting  towards  them 
honestly  and  justly.  When  they  saw 
thousands,  and  tens  of  thousands  of  sol- 
diers he  might  say,  sent  to  Ireland,  and 
the  fleet  of  England  sent  over  there, 
what  did  it  mean  ?  Let  them  not  fancy 
that  they  could  deal  with  Ireland  as  they 
formerly  did,  when  the  people  of  that 
country  were  treated  as  savages  and 
hunted  as  wild  beasts.  They  had  bee  ome 
a  sober  people — they  would  become  a 
thinking  people.  Their  habits  were  al- 
tered. Let  the  House  then  not  commence 
a  plan  of  dragooning  them  by  acts  such 
as  this.  He  wished  that  no  law  should 
exist  in  Ireland  that  did  not  exist  in 
England  and  he  was  confident  that  none 
would  be  necessary  if  they  treated  Ireland 
as  they  did  England  and  Scotland.  The 
giant  grievance  of  Ireland  was  the  church 
ascendency.  Twenty  years  before  he  had 
ventured  to  lay  before  the  House  a  state- 
ment of  that  grievance,  and  he  would 
now  state,  as  the  result  of  twenty  years' 
experience,  that  he  was  satisfied  there 
would  be  no  peace  in  Ireland  until  that 
grievance  was  redressed.  Were  he  an 
Irishman  he  never  would  be  satisfied  until 
at  was  effected.  In  proportion  to  the 
Protestants  of  that  country  an  establish- 
ment should  be  kept  up  and  should  be 
liberally  paid,  but  let  them  look  to  the 
sinecure  church  there.  For  the  service  of 
1,000,000,  more  than  ten  times  was  paid 
than  for  the  service  of  7,000,000.  Let 
them  look  also  to  the  state  of  degradation 
in  which  the  Catholic  clergy  were.  He 
agreed  with  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Sheffield  that  that  was  one  of  the 
grievances  to  which  the  Government 
ought  to  direct  itself.  But  what  be 
wanted  now  was,  information  as  to  the 
state  of  Ireland  requiring  this  coercion 
measure.  This  bill  ought  not  to  be 
passed  until  they  had  such  information. 
The  Attorney  .general  for  Ireland,  poor, 
simple  man,  was  so  little  acquainted  with 
the  conduct  of  Irish  bills,  that  he  thought 
this  would  proceed  as  an  ordinary  mea- 
sure ;  but  he  would  venture  to  assure  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  that  if  he  were  ten 
years  in  that  House  he  would  find  it  very 
difficult  to  state  what  progress  could  be 
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ble.  They  had  been  so  mixed  together, 
that  the  two  races  were  now  in  reality  one 
nation.  No;  the  Repeal  of  the  Union 
would  not  remedy  the  evils  of  Ireland. 
Absenteeism  and  the  conduct  of  the  Irish 
landlords  had  properly  been  mentioned  as 
great  causes  of  her  distress,  and  to  these 
should  be  added  the  domination  of  a 
Church  opposed  to  the  feelings  and  belief 
of  a  majority  of  the  nation.  Alter  and 
improve  these  things,  and  the  agitation 
now  unhappily  raging  would  die  away. 
He  looked  upon  the  present  bill  as  part 
of  a  false  and  impolitic  system,  and  he, 
therefore,  should  give  it  his  most  decided 
opposition. 

Viscount  Hotvick  had  not,  without  con- 
siderable difficulty,  made  up  his  mind 
upon  the  vote  be  should  give.  On  the 
one  hand,  he  certainly  considered  the 
principle  of  these  Arms  Bills  objection- 
able, or  at  least  questionable,  and  believed 
that  they  must  either  be  ineffective  or 
annoying,  or  both  ;  and  he  was  of  opinion 
^hat  the  latter  was  really  the  case ;  and 
that  the  effect  of  such  measures  was  to 


annoy  the  peaceably  disposed  without  ef- 
fectually answering  the  end  in  view.  But, 
on  the  other  hand,  looking  to  the  present 
condition  of  Ireland,  and  to  what  was 
passing  before  his  eyes  there^  he  was  not 
prepared  to  withdraw  from  the  Govern- 
ment powers  that  had  been  hitherto 
granted ;  for  the  very  fact  of  the  with- 
drawal of  power  that  had  so  long  been 
possessed  by  Government  in  Ireland 
would  have  a  bad  effect  on  the  evilly  dis- 
posed in  that  country.  But  he  was  not 
prepared  to  consent  to  rendering  the  mea- 
sure more  restrictive  than  the  law  at  pre^ 
sent  was.  He  certainly  should  not,  even 
if  he  opposed  the  bill,  vote  for  an  amend- 
ment so  much  against  constitutional  prin- 
ciple and  precedent  as  referring  so  im- 
portant a  measure  to  a  select  committee. 
But  he  was  quite  prepared  to  go  into 
committee  upon  the  bill,  when  he  hoped 
some  of  the  objectionable  clauses  would 
be  got  rid  of  or  modified. 

The  debate  was  adjourned. 

House  adjourned  at  half-past  twelve 
o'clock. 
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-       ,199 


EbringtoDy  Viscount  {Plj/mouth) 
ConfLaws,  Abolition  of  the,  313 

I'xclesUutiad  CowrU,  U  666;  Rep.  984 

Edinburgh  and  Glatgow  Vnioaa  Omalj  r.  Uep.* 
426,  686 ;  3tt.*  804 ;  /.  iR.*  921  ;  2R.* 
1153;  Rep.*  1221, 1396;  3R.»  1549 

■■  Water,  c.  Rep.*  187,  1444 ;  3R.* 

1566 

Educaiion,  'Natumd^  c.  530,  [[A,  60,  N,  156, 
M,  96]  564  ;— see  Factories 

{Jrdani)  L  1226 

EduHUits^  Prituxt  Isltmdf  c.  688 

Egerton,  Mr.  W.  T.  (Cheshire,  N.) 
KnuUford   Gaol,  Com.  moved  for,  819,  826, 
836 

Egerton,  Right  Hon.  Lord  F.  {Lancashire,  5.) 
Mines  and  Collieries  Amendment,  Leave,  470 

Eglwifsrhos  Sfc.  IncioswCf  c,  2R.*  330 ;  Rep.* 
938, 1523 

Electortf  IRegistraikm  of,  see  B^tration  of 
Voters 

Kliot,  Right  Hon.  Lord  {Cormvali,  £.) 
Arms  (Ireland),  3R.  996 ;  Com.  1584 
Dungannon,  Klots  near,  1301, 13()2 
Military  Preparations  (Ireland),  1396 
Poor-Latr (Ireland), Com.  1368  ;  c/.  I,  1318 
Watcrford,  Expedition  to,  1303 
Yeomanry  (Iretand),  979 

Ellenborough,  Lord,  see  Af^hamsUm 

j''.llicc,  Mr.  R.  {St,  Andrewt,  4^.) 
Corn-lAws,  Abolition  of  the,  313 

Kllice,  Right  Hoo.  £.  {Coventry) 
Corn-Laws  (Canada),  691 

Enchiwt,  see  Im:losure 

Ewart,  Mr.  VV.  (Dumfria,  Jj-c.J 
ClAritable  Trusts,  2R.  847 
(  orn.Law!i,  AlK>lition  uf  the,  304;  Adj.  311, 

338 ;  Com.  moved  for,  1506 
Kducation,  National,  562 
Militiry  Prrpjimtions  (Irrland)  1394,  1.396 
Monte  Video  and  Buenos  Ay  res.  244,   1250. 

1251 

Exchequer,  Chancellor  of  the,  sec  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer 

Fjcchcquer  hilh,  I.  Royal  Assent,  1 

Exrtcr,  Dishop  of 

Errlcsianiical  Courts,  666,663,  669,  670,671, 
672,  673 


Faoenham  NavigaHMfe.  Rep.*  93  ;  3R.*  187 ; 
/.  IR.*  174 ;  2R,*  316 ;  Bep.*  5^9  ;  3R.* 
663;  Royal  AsseDt  1153 


FergusioD,  Sir  R.  A.  {ImhmiM  i j  Ctfy) 
Poor»Law  (Irelind)i  Con.  1300 ;  el.  1,  A 
1318, 1380 

Fcrrand,  Mr.  W.  B.  rJJGwrvifanwV 
Parliamentary  Reform,  LeAve,  884 

FJrench,  Lord,  Dismissal  qf  Ihtkmi),  L  im^ 

1289 

Fielden,  Mr.  J.  (OMom) 
Parliamentary  Reform,  Leave,  111 

Fmes  and  PemlOes  ilreiami),  c.  2R,*  573 


Fitzmaurice,  Hon.  CapUio  W*  £.  ( 
AoMiAtrt.) 
Com-Uiro,  AboliCum  oTiIm,  183 


Fitzwilliam,  £ai1  of 
Com«Lawa— BockinnUmayw  Mnrli^i^ 
Distress  (Ireland),  933, 935, 933, 397 
Malt  Tax,  412 

Repeal  of  Ike  Uiiioii  (f  rttaftd)  SM 
St.  Asaph  and  Bangor,  Sees  ii^  Non 
ofthc,2R.739 

Flmw,  see  Com-Laws 

Follett,  Sir  W.  W.  jw  Solicitor 


Forbes,  Mr.  {Stirlii^;shire) 
Mines  and  CoUi 


Foreigners^  NatkraUuiim  of,  Mt 
tion 


Fortescue,  Earl  of 
Armafcb,  Archdeaoonirtf  1333 
Auinista,  Princess,  of  Cambridge  •»  Qms^ 

Message — AddicM»  1337 
Magistrates,  Dlsaksal  of  (inlMi)«  1883 

Forth  Navigiakm,  c.  3R.*  573;  I.  IR.* 
2R.*  921 ;  Rep.*  1368  ;  3ft.*  1J3I 


Fox,  Mr.  S.  L.  (J(pnndO 

O'Connell,  Mr., 


Iar*i£ifafo,/.  1R.*1333 

French,  Mr.  F.  (RoscotntROii) 
Absentee  PreUtes  (Ireliuid),  1333 
Anti-Com-Unr  Lesgue.  343 

Gainsboroiigh\  Beri  of,  Atafc^  /.  iB.*  iMit 

2R.*  1396 


Gas  Companies,  see 
pcrial — Leeds^^Ikewpori 


Gibson,  Mr.  T.M.<^ 
Beenos  Ayies  nd  Monte  YMto^ 


JJM 


OIB. 


—        GRA. 


GibsoQ,  Mr.  T.  M^^-Hioniinued. 
Business,  Public,  State  of,  1523 
Corn-LAV7s,  Abolition  of  tbe^  A<1j.  903,  31?. 

359,  402 

■  (Canada),  Report,  Amend.  988 

Oaths  in  tbe  Upiversitief,  AboliUoa  of,  l^vt, 

880 

Gisborne,  Mr.  T.  {Nottingham) 
Corn-Laws,  Abolition  of  tbe,  142 

• Canada,  244 

Nottingham  ElecUon,  1322 

Gladstone,  Right  hOQ.  W,  £•  (Neiuark-upon 

Trent) 
Bubble  Companies — Merchant  Seamen's  Fund, 

806 
Coals,  Export  Duty  on,  Repeal  of,  1370 
Corn-Laws,  Abolition  of  the,  &S  ;  Com*  moved 

for,  1464 

(Canada),  427 ;  Com.  649 

Edward's,  Prince,  Island,  688 

(jlaagow  and  Three  MUe  Home  Road,  c.  Rep.* 
100,  330;  3R.*  498;  /.  IR.*  569;  2R.* 
751  ;  Rep.*  921 ;  3R.*  1064  ;  Royal  As- 
sent,  1153 

City  and  Suburban   Gai,  L  2R,  100 ; 

Rep.*  411,921  ;  3R*  1064 

Marine  Insurance,  c.  Rep.*  187,686; 


{INDEX}        GRA.        —        HAW. 

Grand  Jury  Presentment,  c.  IR.*  1322  ;  2R.* 

1566 
{Ireland),  c.  1 R,*  498 


3R.*  939 ;  L  IR.*  1064  5  2R.*  1288 


,  Paisley  and  Greenock  HaUway,  c.  Rep.* 

187;  3R*  426;  /.  iR.*  411  j  2R,*  669; 
Rep.*  921,  1221 ;  3R.*  1288 

PoUce,  c.  Rep.*  1237 


Giengall,  Earl  of 
Ffrench,  Lord,Dismt88alof,  (Ireland),  1074 

Gloucester  Railway,  see  Birmingham — Bristol — 
Dean  Forest 

Gordons  Estate,  I.  iR.*  668 

Gore,  Mr.  W.  O.  {Shropshire  N,) 
Corn-Laws,  (Canada),  Com.  969 

Goulburn,  Right  Hon.  II.  see  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer 

Graham,  Right  Hon.  Sir  J.  R.  O.  {Dorchester) 

Arras  (Ireland),  2R.  1175,  1194 

Charitable  Trusts,  2R.  286 

Church  of  Scotland,  689, 1299 

Corn-Laws,  Abolition  of  the,  36,  121 

Coroners  Inquests,  2R*  1648 

Education,  National,  540 

Factories  Education,  688,  1567,  1570 

Interments  in  the  Metropolis,  1445 

Jones,  William,  and  Baron  Gumey,  196  {  Ex- 
planation, 245 

Knutsford  Gaol,  Com.  mored  for,  833 

Millbank  Prison,  3R.  841,  842 

Mines  and  Collieries  Amendment,  Leave,  468 

Poor- Law,  574, 1300 

Registration  of  Voters,  Lords  Amend.  996 

(Ireland),    1237,    1239; 

Com.  1317 

Repeal  of  tbe  Union  (Irehind),— Dismtsnl  of 
Magistrates,  982,  S»83,  986^  986,  9b7»  1096, 
1300 


Gramden,  Great,  Inclosure,  I.  Royal  Assent,  1 

Gray\  Lord,  Estate,  L  Rep.*  1153  ;  3R,* 
1288  ;  c.  IR.*  1322 

Great  Bromley  Ineloture,  see  Bromley 

North  of  England  Raihoay^  c.  Rep.*  848, 

1444 ;  3R.*  1566 

Greek  Loan,  The,  c.  1096 

Greenock  Railway,  see  Glasgow 

Grey,  Right  Hon.  Sir  G.  {^Devonport) 
Business,  Public,  Slate  of,  1526 
Charitable  Trusts,  2R.  843, 846 
Colonial  Corn,  852 

Registration  of  Voters,  Lords  Amend.  996 
Tahiti,  Occupation  of,  666 

Orosvenor,  Right  Hon.  Lord  R.  {Chester) 
Interments  in  the  Metropolis,  1444 

Gtamey,  Baron,  and  William  Jones,  c,  189  ;  Er- 
platiation,  245 

HaddenhofH  Inclosure,  c.  Rep.*  187,  572 ;  3R.* 
686  ;  /.  IR.*  663;  2R.*  921  ;  Rep.*  1153  ; 
3R.»  1221 

Haddington,  Earl  of 
Church  of  Scotland,  2R.  1426 

Hdbealhund  Lochgelly  Railway  (No.  2),  c.  IR.* 
1095 

Hamilton,  Lord  C  {TSfrone) 
Arms  (Ireland),  2R.  1125 
Corn-Laws,  Abolition  of  the,  31 1 

Hamilton,  Mr.  G.  A,  {DubUn  l/niversity) 
Poor-Law  (Ireland),  Com.  1316, 1319 

Hampden,  Mr.  R.  (Marlow) 
Corn-Laws,  Abolition  of  the,  250 

Ilanmer,  Sir  J.  (Kingston  upon  Hull,) 
Corn-Laws,  Abolition  of  the.  Adj.  304, 306 
■  (Canada),  Com.  971 

Harbours,  se9  Aberdeen  ^  Belfaat -^  Borrow* 
stowmeu-^  IJanelly^  Neath -^  Saltcoats- 
Scarborough 

Hardinge.  Right  Hon.  Sir  H.  {Launceston) 
AifghanfsUn— Alleged  Excesses  of  the  Troops, 
600 

Hawes,  Mr.  B.  {Lambeth) 
Arms(Ireland).  2R.  1172 
Corn-Laws,  Abolition  of  the,  310,  311 

(Canada),  Com.  703 

Danish  Claims,  806 
Education,  National,  .'>58, 564 
Jones,  William,  and  Baron  Oumey,  19*i,  194^ 
201 

Hawkins'  Estate,  I,  Rep.*  41 1 ;  3R.*  400 ;  c. 
IR,^  572;  2R.*  938}  Rep.*  1322;  8R.* 
1444 


HAY.        ^        HUT. 

IJay,  Sir  A.  L.  (Eigin,  Ac) 
Church  of  Scotland,  687, 1298 

Health  of  Toions,  c.  1444, 1527 

lleathcote,  Mr.  G.  J.  {Rutlandshire) 
Cora-Laws,  Canada,  619 

Henley,  Mr.  J.  W.  {Oxfordshire) 
Corn- Laws  (Canada),  Com.  952 
Knutsford  Gaol,  Com.  moved  for,  840 
Millbank  Prison, SR.  841 

Herbert,  Hon.  S.  (WUtshire,  S,) 
Navy,  The.  489 
Ten  Gun  Brigs,  1095 

Higgins,  Dr.f  see  Repeal 

High  Peak  Railway,  see  Cromford 

Hinde,  Mr.  J.  H.  {Newcastle^iV'Tyne) 
Coals,  Export  Duty  on,  Repeal  of,  1380 


Hindley,  Mr.  C.  {Ashton-under^Lyne) 
Corn-Laws,  Abolition  of  the,  313 
Mines  and  Collieries  Amendment^  Leave,  478 
Parliamentary  Reform,  Leave,  528 
Tahiti,  Occupation  of,  568 

Hope,  Mr.  A.  J.  B.  {Maidstone) 
Arms  (Ireland),  2R.  1165 

Hope,  Mr.  G.  W.  {Southampton) 

Corn- Laws  (Canada),  Com.  959;  2R.  1264 

Hope's  ^Naturalization,  /.  IR.*  100;  2R.*  411 
Hove  Gas,  see  Brighton 

Howard,  Mr.  P.  H.  {Carlisle) 
Coru-I^ws  (Canada)  Com.  962 

Howick,  Viscount  (Sunderland) 
Arms  (Ireland),  Com.  1613 
Au{rusta,   Princess,    of   Cambridge,    Addrcst«, 

1328,  1338 
Coals,  Export  Duty  on,  Repeal  of,  l.'^4 
Corn-Uws,  Abolition  of  the,  82,  157,  292,  302 
(Canada)  Com.  592,  624,  625 

Hull  U'uterworlis,  c.  Rep.*  843,1237;  DR.'- 
1322;  /.  lR.-»^  1396 

Hume,  Mr.  J.  {Montrose, ^c.) 
Arms  (Ireland),  Com.  1585,  1608 
Aud^UKta,    Princess,    of   Cambridge,   Address, 

Amend.  1326,  1329,  L'WO,  1341, 1527, 1539  ; 

Report  1571,  1572 
Charital.le  Trusts,  2R.  843 
Cuals,  Export  Duty  on,  Repeal  of,  1389 
Corn-Laws,  Abolition  of  the,  270, 303, 312, 314; 

Com.  moved  for,  1489 
(Canada),  Com.  647,  709,  805, 1303, 

3R.  1574 
Joni's,  William,  and  Raron  Gurncy,  200 
Mines  and  Collieries  Amendment  Leave,  467 
O'Connell,  Mr.,  Appointment  offered  to,  1242 
Servia,  A  (fairs  of,  25 

Hunger fi/td  and  iMinheth  Suspension  Foot  Bridge, 
I.  Royal  Assent,  1 

lluii,  Mr.  W.  {Gateshead) 
Corn-l^iws  (Canada),  Com.  960 
Danish  Claims,  816 


{INDEX.}         HYD.       -       KEW. 

I  Hyderabad,  2'reatitrt  takmai, c  499 

Idolatry  in  India^  c.  849 

Imperial  Continental  Gas,  L  Royal  Assent.  1 

Incloiores,  see  Bromley  —  CkM^grone-^  Ckmi^ 
xDOod-^  Cliffe  —  Commons  —  I^bMrhm— 
Gransden-'Haddenham^LagkUm  Dm$tmi 
Sowerby 

■ 

India,  see  JfgkanistaiSr^IIsfdenbad     idokhy 
^Sdnde-^Sommmth 

iDgestre,  Viscount,  {Stajffordskkre,  S.) 
Navy,  The,  484 


Inglis,  Sir  R.  H.  (Oj/brrf 
Augusta,  Princess,  of  Ctmbrid^ —  SP  ^  *' 

Message,  Address,  1538 ;  Report  J£73 
Charitable  Trusts,  2R.  844 
Education,  National,  560 
Idolatry  in  India,  849 
Oaths  in  the  Universities,  AboUtioo  of,  LoiM. 

884,911 
Roman  Catholic  Oaths,  2R.  847 

Interments  in  the  Metropolitf  r.   1444  ;- 
Health  of  Towns 

Ipswich  Dodcs,  /.  Royal  Assent  1 

Ireland,  Communicaiiim  wUk,  c.  246;  ^< 
sent  State  of  Affairs  in,  1239  ;• 
Vr elates  —  Armagh  —  Arms  —  BaUockm^ 
Belfast — Distreu — Dio^aimoii — Edisem  ' 
Fines  and  Penalties — Ffirenck,  Lord — i 
Jury — Limitation  of  AcHom—T 
—  Military  Preparations  — 
Public  Works — RaUways-^^ 
peal — Roman  Catholic  OalAs— Sc 
— Turnpikes  —  Waterford — . 


James,  Mr.  W.  {Cumberland  £.) 
Corn-Laws,  Abolition  of  the,  S61 

James,  Sir  W.  C.  {Kingston-^fonmUmU) 
Com- Laws,  Abolition  of  the,  881 
Parliamentary  Reform,  Leave,  527 

Jocelyn,  Viscount  {King's  Lyim) 

Arms  (Ireland),  2R.  1158 
.  Repeal  of  the  Union  (Irehuid),  23 


Johuson,  Lieutw-Gen.  W.  A.  {OL 
Parliamentary  Reform,  Leave,  613 

Jones,  Captain  T.  {Londomkrfy) 
Arms  (Ireland)  Com.  1603 

Jones,  Ifilliam,  and  Baron  Cumey,   c  IM; 
FrplafkUion,  245 

Jury,  see  Grand  Jury 

KendaWs  Diwrce,  c.  2R.»  243 ;  Rep.* 
1297;  3R.*1322 

Kenmare,  Earl  of 
Repeal  of  tlie  Union  (Ireland), 572 

KeiUish  Town  Paving,c.  Rep.»  686, 939  5  tft* 
984;     /.    IR.^    1064;    2R.*    1221  i 
1321 


KEN.        — 


LIN. 


Kenyon,  Lord 

Ecclesiastical  Courts,  670 
Townshend  Peerage,  2R.  423 
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Lincoln,  Earl  of  iNoUinghamskire,  S,) 
Nottingham  Election,  1322 


Knatchbull,  Right  Hon.  Sir  £.  {Kent,  £.) 
Corn-La V7S,  Abolition  of  the,  221,  227,  358 

Knutsford  Gaol,  c.  Com.  moved  for,  817,  Mo- 
tion Withdrawn,  841 

Labouchere,  Right  Hon.  H.  {Taunton) 
Bubble  Companies — Merchant 'Seamen's  Fund» 

806 
Coals,  Export  Duty  on.  Repeal  of,  1386 
Corn-Laws,  Com.  moved  for,  1449 
^' (Canada),  427 ;  Com.  600,  852, 

944  J  3R.  1575 

Lagan  Navigation,  c.  Rep.*  22,  1095, 1444 

Langdale^  Lord 

Queen's  Bench  Oflices,  Com.  682 
Townshend  Peerage,  2R«  424 

Lausdowne,  Marquess  of 
Armagh,  Archdeaconry  of,  1556,  1562 
Ecclesiastical  Courts,  671 
Ffrench,  Lord,  Dismissal  of  (Ireland),  1089 
Parliament,  New  Houses  of,  756 
Repeal  of  the  Union  (Ireland),  10,  923 

Lawson,  Mr.  A.  (Knaresborotigh) 
Corn -Laws — Canada,  Com.  1303 

Layard,  Captain  B.  V.  (Carlow  Bo,) 
Arms  (Ireland),  2R.  1120 
Corn-Laws,  Abolition  of  the,  343 

Leamington  Priors  Improvement  and  Market,  c. 
Hep.*   1095,   1322;    3R.*  1444  j   /.   IK.* 

1396 

Leeds  Gas,  I.  Royal  Assent,  1153 

Lefevre,  Right  lion.  C.  S.,  »cc  Speaker,  The 

Lefroy,  Mr.  A.  {Longford) 

Corn-Laws  (Canada)  ,Com.  972  • 

Legal  Reform,  see  Declaratory  Suit 

Legh,  Mr.  G.  C.  {Cheshire  N.) 

Knutsford  Goal,  Com.  moved  for,  838 

lAighton  Bussard  Inclosure,  c  Rep.*  939, 1 237 ; 
3R.*  1322;  /.I  R.*  1321 

Letters  Patent  Law  Amendment,  I IR.*  1221 

Lihcl,  Law  of,  L  Report,  1229 

Liddell,  Hon.  H.  T.  {Durhatn,  N.) 
Augusta,   Princess,  of  Cambridge  —  Queen's 

^Iess;lge,  Address,  1538 
C  oals.  Export  Duty  on.  Repeal  of,  1391 
Corn -Laws  (Canada),  Com.  635 

Livntation  of  Actiom  {Ireland),  I.  IR.*  1064 

Lincoln,  Bishop  of 

Ecclesiastical  Courts,  673 
^t.  Asaph  and  Bangor,  Sees  of,  Non-SepareUon 
ofthe,2R,7S^ 


Lindsay,  Mr.  H.  II.  {Sandwich) 
Corn- Laws  (Canada),  Com.  952 

Uskeard  and  Caradon  Kailway,  c.  Rep  *  426  ; 
3R.*  498  ;  /.  IR.*  490;  2R.*  1064;  Rep.* 
1288;  3R.*  1321 

Listowel,  Earl  of,  {St.  Albam) 

Arms  (Ireland),  2R.  1188, 1198 
lAterary  Institutions,  see  Scientific  Societies 

Liverpool,  Earl  of 
Adareas  of  Condolence  —  Death  of  the  Duke 
of  Sussex,  Answer,  41 1 

——Congratulation— Birth  of  a  Princess, 

Answer,  412 

Liverpool  Watering,  c.  Rep.*  939 

Llanelly  Harbour,  see  Burry  Navigation 
LochgeUy  Bmlway,  see  Halbeath 

Lockhart,  Mr.  W.  {Lanarkshire) 
Mines  and  Collieries  Amendment,  Leave,  477 

London,  Bishop  of 
St.  Asaph  and  Bangor,  Sees  of,  Non-Separatioa 
of  the,  2R.  794,  803 

London  and  Brighton  Eailway,  I,  Royal  Assent, 
1153 


Cemetery,  I,  Royal  Assent,  1153 


Londonderry,  Marquess  of 
Ffrench,  Lord,  Dismissal  of  (Ireland),  1064, 

1066,  1067 
Repeal  Agitation  (Ireland),  325,  326, 922,  923 
Spanish  Auxiliary  Legion,  1223,  1224 

Londonderry  Bridge,  c.  iR.*  572 ;  2R.*  804 

Lorton,  Lord 
Repeal  of  the  Union  (Ireland),  1224 

Loughfoyle  Drainage,  c,  2R.*  187,  Rep.*  843  ; 
984;  3R.*  1095 

Lyndhnrst,  Lord,  see  Cbancellor,  The  Lord 

Lyttelton,  Lord 
St.  Asaph  and  Bangor,  Sees  of,  Non-Separation 
of  the,  2R.  802 , 

M'CuUoch's  Estate,  I IR.*  1396 

Mackenzie,  Mr.  T.  {Bjoss  and  Cromarty) 
Com-Lairs,  Abolition  of  the,  313 

Mackinnon,  Mr.  W«  A.  {Lymington) 
Augusta,  Princess,  of  Cambridge,  Com.  Amend. 

1335,  1338 
Health  of  Towns,  1527 

Magistrates,  Dismissal  of  (Ireland),  see  Ripeal 

Maidstone  Railway,  c.  Rep.*  100,  426 ;  3R.* 
498;  /.  IR.*  490  j  2R,*  921  j  Rep.*  1549 


MAN.      —       MUR.       {I  N  D 

Manchester  CorponUiofkf  I.  Royal  Assenti  1 

Manners,  Lord  J.  {Newark-upon-lVent) 
Corn -Laws,  Abolition  of  the,  Adj.  312 
Parliamentary  Reform,  Leave,  «(25 

MarkeUf  see  Leamm^ton 

Marsland,  Mr.  H.  (Stodcporf) 
Corn-Laws,  Abolition  of  the,  S18 

Marypori  and  Cartulc  Railway  (No.  3),  c.  IR.* 
843  J  2R.*  1095 ;  Rep.*  15C6 

Merchant  Beamings  Fund-^Bubble  Compankty  c. 
806 

Merthyr  Tydvil  Stipendiary  Magistrates^  c. 
Rep.»  187,  330;  3R.*  426: /.  IR.*  411  ; 
2R.*  569;  Rep.*  1288 ;  3R.»  1321 

MUdcnJtall  Drainage^  c.  Rep.*  804 ;  3R.* 
1523;  /.  1R.*1549 

Miles,  Mr.  W.  {Somersetskire,  E.) 
Com-lAws,  Abolition  of  the,  103 
'• (Canada),  Com.  682 

Military  PrepartUipm  {Lreknd),  c.  1304 

Afi76fln*  Prison,  c.  Rep.*  572;  3R.  841 ;  /. 
1R.*921 ;  2R.*  1321  ;  Com.  1565 

Milnes,  Mr.  R.  M.  (Pontefract) 
Education,  National,  556 

Mines  and  Collieries  Amendment^  c.  Leave;  429, 
[A.  23,  N.  137,  M.  114]  480 

Ministers,  Admission  of^  to  Benefices  {Scotland)} 
L  IR,*  1221 

Minto,  Earl  of 
Church  of  Scotland,  2R.  1444 

Mitchell,  Mr.  T.  A,{Bridport) 
Com-Laws  (Canada),  2R.  1960 

Monte  Video  and  Buefws-AyreSf  c.  244, 1250 

Montcagle,  Lord 
Armafffa.  Archdeaconry  of,  1549, 1565 
Corn-Laws — Buckinghamshire  Meeting,  183, 

184 
Distress— 'Ireland,  037 
Townshcnd  PeerB);e,  Com.  495 

Morris  or  Wilkinson's  Estate^  L  3R.*  100 

Mount  Cashell,  Earl  of 
Com-UwR— Uxbridge  Meeting,  754, 983 
Ireland—Distress,  923 
Hailwaya  (Ireland),  381 
Repeal  Agitation  (Ireland),  321 

Mtmcipal  Corporations  (No.  2),  c.  IR.*  1566 

Muntz,  Mr.G.  P.  {Birmingham) 
Corn- Laws,  Abolition  of  the,  305,  378 
I*arliamentary  Reform,  Leave,  524 

Murphy,  Mr.  Sergeant  F.  S.  {Cork  City) 
Arinsrireland),8R.  IliW 
J  0009,  William,  and  Baroo  Gumey,  201 
Poor-Law  (lielaad}|  Com,  1314 


E  X.}       NAM.       -       (VOOH. 

Name  of  the  Sovereign^  Vsisig  the,  c  574 


Napier,  Captain,  Sir  C.  {Mmykbmstl^ 
Corn-Laws,  Abolition  of  the,  189, 310 

fCanada),  Com.  m,  708  i  M,  UP 


Cniisera  on  tbe  African  Coiil;*  108 
Navy,  The,  481, 485,  490 
Slavtt-Tnule  lnatiiwtioBi«  869 108 

Naturaligation,  see  Hcpe 

Navy^  ThCf  c.  481  i— se^  Zbl-Cm  Bnp 

Neath  Harbour,  1. 8R.«  1 ;  IU|i.^  411,  1 

—  (No.8)c.ia.»*i44 


•mt^i 


Newport  {Mommmth)  Orn,  L  8R.*  1 ;  Rflp.* 
174  ;  3R.*  235;  Royal  Atmui,  llj»3 

Norland  EUaU,  Lnprovemeai  (No.  2),  L  Em,* 
174  •,  3R.*  fia5  ;  Royal  AmbI»  1158 

Norrey8,Lord  {Oxfi/rdskire) 
Com-Laws  (Canajb),  fllU  1881 

Norreys,  Sir  C.  D.  O.  J.  {MMim) 
Poor^Law  (Ireland).  Cob.  1818, 1318 

North  Esk  Koemir,  c.  2R.«  330  ;  Stp.*  1985 

Norihampien    and    Peterher^nA 
Rep.*  22 ;  3R.  244 ;   /.  UL*  810 ; 

1221 


C.lUp.*188r 


Northern  and  Eastern  RaOwt^  {NesBport 
sion),  L  Royal  Anent,  1153 


Norwich,  Bishop  of 
St.  Asaph  and  Bangor,  Sees  of.  NoaSej 
of  the,  2R.  800 

Norwich  RaUway,  see  YmrmmUk 

Nottingham  ElectioH,  c.  1322 

Oaths,  see  Roman  Cathoiie  (ktht^ 

O'Brien,  Mr.  A.  S.  iNorthM^km,  &) 
Arms  (Ireland),  8R,  1103 

O'Brien,  Mr.  J.  {Umeridc  Giy) 
Arms  (IreteMl),  8R.  1188 


O'Brien,  Mr.  W.  8.  {Lmmitk  Co,) 
Anns  (Ireland),  81U 1 118, 1188  f 

1220 
Corn-Law  (Canada),  Com-  8B8 
Hepeal  of  the  Union  (Ii«luid>^l 

Magistrates,  082, 083 
Yeomanry  (Ireland),  980 


O'Connell,  Mr.  M.  J.  (J&rry) 
Arms  (Ireland), 2R.  1148 
Com-Laws,  Abolition  of  Um,  31 U  318 
Military  Preparations  (Iioi«ld).  1385 
O'Connell,  Mr.  Appointwsnt  oftiiiiln 
Pbor-Uw  (Ireland),  Con.  1308 
lUj>cal  of  the  Union  (Ireland)-Dis«iiri  ^ 

Magistrates,  900 
Sovereign,  Using  the  Naneof  the,577 
Yeomanry  (Ireland),  981 

O'ConneU,  Mr,  D.^  i  i  wt^wi  i9  8k 

1239  •* 
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O'Conor,  Mr.  D.  (The  O'Conor  Dod),  {Ros^ 
common) 
Arms  (Ireland),  2R.  1168 

O'Ferrall,  Mr,  R,  M.  (KUdare.) 
O'ConncIl)  Mr.,  Appoiatment  offered  to,  1345 

Osnam's  Estate,  c.  Rep.*  686,  804  ;  3R  *  843 

Paiiiey  Municipal  4ffair$,  c.  Rep.»  22,  1237a 
1322  ;  311.*  1444  ;  /.  iR.*  1549 


RaihotKff  see  Gltugcvf 


Palmer,  Mr.  O.  {Einex,  S.) 
Corn-Law  (CaDada) ,  Com.  1305 

Palmer,  Mr.  R.  (Berkihire) 
Corn-Laws,  Abolitloo  of  the,  213;  Explana- 
tion,  248 

Palmerston,  Viscount  {Tiverton) 
Arms  (Ireland),  2R.  1152 
Greek  Loan,  The,  1096, 1098 
Servia,  Affairs  of,  25,  987 
Tahiti,  Occupation  of,  568 
Yeomanry  (Ireland),  981 

Parliament,  Business  of,  c.  Leave,  918;  Mo- 
tiou  lost,  920 


-,  New  Houses  of,  L  756 


Parliamentary  Reform,  c,  Lea?e  500,  £A.  32, 

N.  J01,M.  691529 

Pawnbrokers  (Ireland)^  c  Rcp-*  t297 

Pechell,  Captain  G.  R.  {Brighton) 
Navy,  The,  489 

Peel,  Right  Hon.  Sir  R.  {Tannoortb) 
Absentee  Prelates  (Ireland),  1323 
Abyssinia,  Mission  to,  167, 188 
Anti-Corn- Law  Leagtie,  245 
Arms  (Ireland),  2R.  115a,  1208 
Augusta,  Princess,   of  Cambridge  —  Message 

from  the  Qaeen,  1299;  Address,  1925,  IS^, 

1329;  Com.  1333, 1337i  1541  -,  Reporl,  1571 
Business,  Pnblic,  State  of,  1525 
Coals,  Export  Dnty  on,  Repeal  of,  J 988 
Corn-Laws,  Abolition  of  the,  283,  303,  805, 

310;   Com.  moved  for.  1456,   1457,  15J0, 

1518,1519 

(Canada),  244 ;  Com.  728,  738,  944 

Cruisers  on  the  African  Coast,  102 

Danish  Claims,  817 

Greek  Loan,  The,  1096, 1097 

Idolatry  in  India,  850 

Ireland,  Communication  with,  247 

Military  Preparations  (f  reland),  1395 

Monte  Video  and  Buenos  Ayres,  944,  1950, 

1251 

Navy,  The,  485 

0*Connel],  Mr.  Appointment  offered  to,  1241, 
1244 

Parliamentary  Refimn,  Leave,  514 

Railways  (Ireland),  101 

Repeal  of  the  Union  (Ireland),  23,  25,  331, 

332 
St.  Asaph  and  Bangor,  Sees  of,  854 
Schoolmasters  Widows'    Pood    (Scotland)  — 

Amendments  to  Bill,  428 
Scinde,  Affiun  ^,  499, 1324, 1315 


Peel,  Right  Hon.  Sir  R« — continued 
Servia,  Affairs  of,  25, 988 
Slave  Trade  Instructions,  26, 102 
Somnauth,  The  Gates  of,  573 
Sovereign,  Using  the  Name  of  the,  576, 577 
Sudbury,  New  Writ  moved  for.  1351 
Tahiti,  Occupation  of,  568 
Wine  Trade,  102 
Yeomanry  (Ireland),  981 

PenitetUiartff  see  Millbank  Prinm  ^ 

Peterborough  Raihoay,  see  Northampton 

Piel  Pier,c,  Rep.*  498;  3R.*  686  j  /.  iR* 
751;  2R»1064;  Rep.»  1288  j  3R,*  1321 
Piers,  see  Piel 

Pigot,  Rt.  Hon.  D.  R.  {Clonmel) 
Anns  (Ireland),  Com.  1593 

Plumridore,  Captain  J.  H.  {Pemyn  <md  FaU 

mouth) 
Navy,  The,  489 

P^/mouth  Rood*,  SfC.  c.  Rep.*  604,  I2i>7 ; 
3R.»  1322;  /.  IIL*  1321  j  2R.*  1549 

Pollock,  Sir  P.,  see  Attorney- General,  The 
Poor-Law,  c.  573,  1300 

■  ,  (Ireland^,  (,  663 ;  c.  Cow,  Amend. 
(Mr.  Redington),  1305;  Amend,  with- 
drawn, 1318;  cl,  1,  ih.  Amend.  (Mr.  Bed- 
ington),  fo.  g.  A.  119,  N.  18,  M*  101]  1320 

Porterfield*s  Estate,  I.  IR.*  41H) ;  2R.*  663 

Portsea  In^provement,  c.  Rep.*  426 ;  3R,*  498 ; 
/.  iR.*  569;  2R.*  751  ;  Rep.*  921;  3R.» 
1064;  Royal. Assent,  1153 

Pound  Breach  and  Rescue,  c.  2R,*  843 :  Com.* 
1523 

Powis,  Earl  of 
St.  Asaph  and  Bangor,  Sees  of,  Kon  Separation 
of,  756,  780,  803 

Preston  Waienoorks,  L  2R.»  1  ;  Rep.*  316  ; 

3R.*  411 ;  Royal  Assent^  1153 
Prince  Edward's  Island,  c.  688 

Prisons,  see  KmOsford -^  MUlbarA -^  Qmen'i 
Bench 

Privilege,  Breach  of^*'  The  Timei;'  L  1221 

Privy  Council  Appeals,  L  2R.»  316:  Rep.* 
751 ;  3R.*  921 

Public  Works  (Ireland),  c,  848 

Queen,  Message  fimt  the-^Primxss  Augusta  of 
Cambridge,  L  1289 

Queen's  Bench  Offices,  c  8R.*  22 :  /,  tR.*  173 ; 
2R.*  490;  Com.  682;  3R.*  751;  Royal 
Assent,  1153 

Prww,  (LOeriy^  the  Rules),  l. 

IR.*  568;  2R,*  «f6 ;   8R.*  751 ;  c.  IK.* 
804 

Radnor,  Earl  of 

Vxbfiage  Meeting;  754,  m  ^        ' 
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Radnor,  Garl  o£^t<miinued» 
Ecclesiastical  Courts,  668 
Disuess  (Ireland),  938 

KaUwayt  {Ireland),  c.  101 ;  /.  319  ; — see  BaU 
lochney  —  Belfast— Birmingham — Brighton — 
Bristol^  Clarence —  Cromford —  Dean  Forest 
— DrumpeUer^-Great  ^orlhof  England — 
Halbeath — Liskeard — Maidstone  —  Maryport 
—  Northampton  — •  Northern  and  Eastern  — 
South  Eastcrfh—Yarmouth 

RedingtoD,  Mr.  T.  N.  (Jhmdalk) 
Arms  (Ireland),  2K.  1104,  1110 
Poor- Law  (Ireland),  Com.  Amend.  1305, 1318  ; 

cl.  1  Amend.  1320 
Public  Works  (Ireland),  848 
Repeal  of  the  Union  (Ireland),  330, 331  ;~>Di8- 

missal  of  Magistrates,  983,  984,  986,  987 
Universities,  Oaths  in  the^  Abolition  of,  L^te^ 

910 
Yeomanry  (Ireland),  980 

B^gistration  of  Voters,  I,  Rep.*  238;  3R.* 
490 ;  c.  Lords  Amend.  996 ;  /.  Royal  As- 
senty  1152 


{Ireland),  c.  1237 


Repeal  of  the  Union  (Ireland),  /.  1 ;  c.  23 ;  /« 
{Misrepresentation),  174  ;  c.  247 ;  /.  319 ;  c. 
330;  /.  569;  {Dr,  Higgins)  752,  922;  c. 
{Dismissal  of  Magistrates)  981,  .  984  ;  A 
{Lord  Ffrench)  1064;  c.  1096;  /.  1224, 
1289;  c.  1299 


{Scotland)  L  175, 186 


Kicardo,  Mr.  J.  L.  {Stohc-upoa'Trcnt) 
Corn- Lairs,  Abolition  of  the,  Adj.  3u9 

Richmond,  Duke  of 
Millbank  Prison,  Com.  1565 

Ripon,  Earl  of 
Armagh,  Archdeaconry  of,  1561 
St.  Asaph  and  Bangor,  Sees  of,  Noii  Separation 
of  the,  2R.  785 

Roads,  see  Argyllshire — Baambridge — Glasgow 
Plymouth^  Sutherland — Trentham 

Roche,  Sir  D.  (Limerick  City) 
Arms  (Ireland),  2R.  1208 
Dismissal  of  Magistrates  (Ireland),  1096 

Roden,  Earl  of 
Repeal  of  the  Union  (Ireland),  1 

Roebuck,  Mr.  J.  A.  {Bath) 
Arms  (Ireland),  2R.  1183, 1189  ;  Com.  1585 
Corn-I^aws,  Abolition  of  the,  95 

(Canada),  Com.  583, 587, 645 

Education,  National,  530,  562 
Mines  and  Collieries  Amendment,  Leave,  471 
Oaths  in  the  Uiiiversitien,  Abolition  of,  911 
Soindc,  Aflairs  of,  498,  499,  1323, 1335 

liimum  Catholic  Oaths,  c.  Leave,  188;  IR.* 
330;  2R.  847;  Com.  1322;  Rep.*  1444; 
3R.*  1566 


Rosebery,  Earl  of 
Church  of  Scotland,  2R«  1417 

Ross,  Mr.  D.  R.  (fiejM) 
Arms  (Ireland),  2R.  1098;  Com.  1618 
Dnngannon,  Riots  near,  1301 
Rirliamentary  Reform,  Leave,  513,  52S 
Roman  Catholic  Oaths,  Le«fe,  188;  SR.8I7 


Ross  and  Cromarty 


c  Rep**  15S3 


Rushbrooke,  Gdonel  R.  {SMBt^  W.) 
Corn-Laws  (Canada),  Com.  961 
Sudbary,  New  Writ,  moted  ibr,  1311,  JSI^ 

1354 

Russell,  Right  Hon.  Lord  J.  (IomIm) 
Arms  (Ireland),  3IL  1067 
Augusta,  Princess,   of  Guibridge,   Addm^ 

J330 
Com- Laws,  Abolitioo  of  the,  SS6,  S97, 
305 ;  Com.  moved  ibr,  1445,  1617 
(Canada)  Com.  738; 


943,996 
Dungannon,  Riots  near,  1308 
Education,  National,  564 
Factories  Education,  1568 
Navy,  The,  487 
Oaths  in  the  Universities,  Aboniloa  oL 

904 

O'Connell,  Mr.,  Appdntment  oflered  to,  ISli 
Repeal,  of  the  Union  ( Ireland)— DiaausHl  of 

Magistrates,  983 
Scinde,  AtSnn  of,  499. 1384 
Sovereign,  Using  the  Name  of  Iht  576 
Sudbury,  New  Writ  moved  for,  13S3 


St.  David's,  Bishop  of 
St.  Asaph  and  Bangor,  Sees  of,  Non 
of  the,  2R.  798 


St,  Asaph  and  Bangor,  Sees 'off  Km 
of  the,  L  IR.*  411 ;  2R.  756$  MoCioa 
drawn  804 ;  c«  853 

St.  Helen's  Waterworks,  L  Royal 

St.  James  {Westminster)  Impn^memL  L 
235;  Rep.«  316 ;  3R.*  411;  Riml 

1153 

St,  MichaePs  iLsmerick),  Nem  CkmdL  L  IR.* 

1064 

Salisbury,  Bishop  of 
St  Asaph  and  Bangor,  Sees  oL  Nen 
of  the,  2R.  788 

Salisbury,  Marquess  of 
St.  Asaph  and  Bangor,  Scot  of,  Noa 
ofthe,8R.  803 

Salmon  Fisheries^  c.  IR.*  1094;  9R.*  tsn 

Saltcoat's  Harbour,  c.  Rep.*  930, 1085  c 
1153;/.    IR.*   1221;    2R.*    1888; 
1396;  3R.*1549 

Saudon,  Viscount  {lAoerpooi) 
Corn-Laws,  Abolitioo  of  the,  316^314 

K  (Camda),  Coa.  706 

Oaths  In  tbe  UnifcniUel^ 
915 
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Scarborough  Harhow,  c.  Rep*.  187, 804 ;  3R  * 
848  ;  /.  IR.*  921 ;  2R.*  1064  ;  Rep.*  1221 ; 

3R.*  1288 

Schoolmasters  Widmoz^  Fund  (Scotland),  L  Royal 
Assent,  1 ;  c.  Amendments  to  Bill,  Com. 
moved  for,  427;  /.  490 

Scientific  and  Literary  Societies,  c.  Leave,  920 ; 
IR.*  921 

Scinde,  Affairs  of,  c.  498  ;  /.  677 ;  c.  1323 

Scotland^  see  Aberdeen — Borrotos/otmnesf  —  Ed' 
inburgh — Forth — Glascaw  —  Halbeath — Ali- 
nistersy  Admission  of— North  Esk^^Bepeal — 
Schoolmasters — Sutherland — Toy  Ferries 

Scrope,  Mr.  G.  P.  (Stroud) 

Corn-LAWR,  Abolition  of  the,  353, 358 

Servia,  Affovrs  of,  c.  25,  987 

Seymour,  Lord  (To^Tiest) 
Arms  (Ireland),  2R.  1170 

Shaw,  Right  Hon.  F.  {Dublin  University) 
Arms  (Ireland),  2R.  1136,  1157;  Com.  1221 
Oaths  in  the  Universities,  Abolition  of.  Leave, 

895 
0'Ck)nnelI,  Mr.,  Appointment  offered  to,  1246 
• 

Shell,  Right  Hon.  R.  L.  (Dungarwm) 
Arms  (Ireland),  2R.  1038, 1056 
Corn-Laws  (Canada),  2R.   1265,  1273,  1274, 

1275 
Education,  National,  547 
Roiristration  (Ireland),  1237, 1239 
Repeal  of  the  Union  (Ireland)— Dismissal  of 

Magistrates,  983 
Roman  Catholic  Oaths,  Leave,  189 

Sibthorp,  Colonel  D.  L.  W.  (Lincoln) 
ChariUiblc  Trusts,  2R.  846 
Com- Laws,  Abolition  of  the,  393,395,  401 

(Canada),  Com.  943,  1305  j  3R. 

Amend.  1,574 
Danish  Claims,  816 

SlavC'Trade  Instructions,  c,  26,  102 

Suppression  (No.  2),  I,  IR.*  41 1 

Smith,  Right  Hon.  R,  V.  (Northampton) 
Colonial  Corn,  853 
Corn-Law  (Canada),  2R.  1261 

Smith,  Right  Hon.  T.  B.  C.  (Ripon) 
Anns  (Ireland), 2R.  1051 ;  Com.  1592 
O'Connell,  Mr.,  Appointment  offered  to,  1247 
Roman  Catholic  Oaths,  Leave,  189  ;  2R.  847 

Somnuuth,  The  Gates  of,  573 

Smith  Eastern,  and  London,  and  Croydon  RaiU 
wui/y  /.  2R.*  1064 


>  Southampton  Cemetery,  c.  Rep.*  572|  939 
3R.»  984;  /.  1R.»  1064  ;  2R.^  1396 

Docks,  c.  Rep.*  187,  686,  3R.*  843; 


stotw 


Maidstone  Railway ,  see  Maid- 


■—  Raihvayy  F^tension,  c.  Rep.*  426 ; 
aR/  498 ;  /.  lR>  490;  2R.*  1064;  Rep.* 
1.288  ;  3R.*  1321 


/.  IR.*  921 ;  2R.*  1396 

Sovereign^  Using  the  Name  qfthe,  c.  574 

Sowerby  and  Soyland  Indosure,  c.  Rep.*  498^ 
686 ;  3R.*  843  ;  /.  IR.*  921  ;  2R.*  1064  ; 
Rep.*  1288 ;  3R.*  1 321 

Spanish  Auxiliary  Legion,  U  1223 

Speaker,  The  (The  Right  Hon.  C.  S.  Lefevre) 

(Hampshire,  N,) 
Affghanistan  —  Acknowledgment  of  Vote  of 

Thanks,  1298 
Augosu,  Princess,  of  Cambridge  —  Queen's 

Message,  Report,  1573 
Corn-Laws,  Abolition  of  the,  31 1, 314 
Danish  Claims,  816 
Schoolmasters    Widows    Fund     (Scotland)— 

Amendments  to  Bill,  427 
Sovereign,  Using  the  Name  of  the,  574, 576 

Stanhope,  Earl  of 
Corn-Laws— Buckinghamshire   Meeting,  175, 
180, 184 

Stanley,  Hon.  W.  O.  (AngUsea) 
Com-Uws,  Abolition  of  the.  Adj.  303,  309, 

333 
Knutsford  Gaol,  Com.  moved  for,  838 
St.  Asaph  and  Bangor,  Sees  of,  854,  855 
Somnautb,  The  Gates  of,  573 

Stanley,  Right  Hon.  Lord  (Lancashire,  N.) 
Canada — ^Divisions  in  the  House  of  Assembly, 

853 
Com-Uws  (Canada),  577, 587, 621,  622,  625, 

805,  851,  852,  853 ;  Com.  939,940, 942,  943, 

966;  Report  990;  2R.  1251,  1262,  1272; 

3R.  1574, 1575 
Oaths  in  the  Universities,  Abolition  of.  Leave, 

897 

Stansfield,  W.  R.  C.  (Hvddersfield) 
Parliamentary  Reform^  Leave,  525 

Stewart,  Mr.  P.  M.  (Renfrewshire) 
Com.Laws~(CanadaX  2R.  1256 
Mines  and  Collieries  Amendment,  Leave,  474 

Story's  Estate,  L  IR.*  411 ;  2R.*  663 

Stradbroke.  Earl  of 
Distress  (Ireland),  938 

Strickland,  Sir  G.  (Preston) 
Corn-Laws,  Abolition  of  the,  1.^7 
Knutsford  Gaol,  Com.  moved  for,  832 

Strutt,  Mr.  E.  (Derby) 
Corn-Laws,  Abolition  of  the,  368 

Stuart,  Mr.  W.  V.  (Watetford  Co.) 
Arms  (Ireland),  2R.  1 152 
Corn-Laws,  Abolition  of  the,  57 

Sudbury  Disfranchisement ,  L  Hearing  of  Evi- 
dence, 235,  491 ;  c.  New  Writ  moved  for, 
1341 ;  Amend.  (Mr.  TiifoeU)|  Eoqniry  into 


